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IN  THE 
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THE  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
appointed  to  meet  21  september,  1847,  and  from  thence 
continued  till  1  February,  1849,  in  the  Twelfth  Year 
OP  THE  Reign  op 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SIXTH  AND  LAST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Monday,  July  9,  1849. 

MmiTTis.]     Public  Bilia — 1*  Consolidated  Fund. 

St*  Inclosure  Act  (Extension  of  Powers). 

Reported. — Silver  Coinage ;  Mutiny  and  Desertion  (India). 

3*  Loan  Societies ;  Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction ;  Soap  Duty 
Allowances;  Assaults  (Ireland). 
Pktitions  Prbsbntkd.  From  Norwich,  Bradford,  and 
other  Places,  that  no  Exception  may  be  made  respecting 
GranU  in  Aid  of  Education  (Ireland).— By  Lord  Wham- 
dlffe  and  Earl  Nelson,  trom  Yeovil  and  Ecclesball, 
against  the  Granting  of  any  New  Licenses  to  Beer  Shops ; 
and  trom  Durham  and  Northumberland,  that  Measures 
may  be  adopted  for  the  Prevention  of  Explosions  in  Coal 
Mines. — From  Blandford,  that  Boards  of  Guardians  may 
be  Empowered  to  grant  Superannuation  Allowances  to 
Poor  Law  Officers.— From  Thetford,  for  Extending  the 
Jurisdiction  of  County  Courts. 

PRISON  discipline. 

Lord  brougham  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  to  two  additional 
Besolations  on  the  subject  of  prison  dis- 
rwluoh  he  desired  to  lay  before  the 
ohjeot  of  the  first  of  these 
contamination 
by/ having  re- 
:  and  the 
I  de- 


liveries. The  last-named  object  might,  he 
considered,  be  effected  by  extending  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  county  courts  now  esta- 
blished, by  means  whereof  criminal  justice 
might  be  there  administered.  He  woul^ 
then  merely  lay  the  Resolutions  on  the' 
table,  and,  on  a  future  occasion,  he  would 
6all  the  attention  of  their  Lordshifrs  to 
them. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  9,  1849. 

Mtnutbs.]  Pubuc  Bills. — !<>  Audit  of  Railway  Ac- 
counts; Petty  Bag,  he  Offices  Amendment;  Commons 
Inclosure  (No.  3);  New  Zealand  Lattd  Conveyaaoes; 
Compound  Householders. 

so  Poor  Relief  (CiUes  and  Boroughs) ;  Boroughs  Relief; 
Trustees  Relief;  Friendly  Societies  (No.  S);  House  of 
Commons  Officer 

Reported,— Joint  Stock  Companies  Act  (1848)  Amend* 
ment ;  Newgate  Gaol  (Dublin) ;  Highway  Rates;  Turn- 
pike Trusts  Union ;  TiUes  of  Religious  Congregations 
(Scotland). 

30  Poor  Relief  (Ireland) ;  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) ;  Real  aAd 

Personal  Property  Transfer. 
PsTiTioNs  Prbbbntbo.  By  Mr.  P.  Miles,  from  Bristol, 
for  Universal  Suflfirage.— By  Mr.  Bateson,  (h>m  Magher»> 
felt,  for  the  Clergy  Relief  Bill,  and  for  a  Better  Obser- 
vance of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Mr.  Gladstone,  trom  Aber- 
deen, against,  and  by  Mr.  Coles,  flrom  Boston,  in  fkvour 

B 


Marriage 


{COMMONS} 


(Scotland)  Bill. 


of,  the  Marriages  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  the  Scot- 
tish Anti-State-Church  Association,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Australian  Colonies  (No.  2)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Wrightson, 
from  Northallerton,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys' 
Certificates.— By  Mr.  Duncan,  flrom  Dundee,  for  Reduc- 
tion of  the  Public  Expenditure — By  Mr.  Osman  RioirdOf 
from  Worcester,  for  the  Bankrupt  L»w  ConsoUdBtioo 
Bill.—  From  the  Tower  Hamlets,  for  the  Prohibition  of 
Interment  in  Towns. — By  Mr.  Thomely,  Arom  Middle 
Hutton,  against  the  Mines  and  Collieries  Bill.— -By  Mr. 
W.  Fagan,  from  Cork,  against  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland) 
Bill. 

MARRIAGE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
The  LORD  ADVOCATE    moved  the 
consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  FORBES  MACKENZIj;  said  he 
should  object  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Amendments. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  not  competent  for  him 
to  make  such  a  Motion  upon  that  stage  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  competent  for  him  to 
move  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill ;  if  a 
Motion  of  that  kind  were  not  made,  the 
Amendments  would  be  considered,  and  the 
next  question  vould  be  upon  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FORBES  MACKENZIE  having 
declined  to  move  the  recommittal  of  the 
Bill,  the  Amendments  were  considered. 
Amendments  agreed  to. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time  on 
Monday  next." 

Mr.  FORBES  MACKENZIE  then  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  further 
progress  of  the  measure.    He  thought  that 
Scotch  Members,  and  the  people  of  Scot- 
land generally,  had  great  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  of  Government  with 
resp^t  to  the  management  of  this  Bill. 
It  had  been  read  a  second  time  pro  formd, 
with  the   express    understanding    that  it 
should  be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  to 
be  further  considered.     In  that  Committee 
it  was   decided   that   evidence  should  be 
heard  in  support  of  the  allegation  in  the 
Bill,  that  the  law  with  respect  to  marriages 
JQ   Scotlan4  required  alteration.     One  or 
tw«  witnesieis  having  accordingly  been  ex- 
amined, the  learned  Lord  Advocate,  who 
^ad  charge  of  the  Bill,  said  that  he  did  not 
tbink  that  he  was  called  upon  to  prove  the 
allegation  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  rest 
0I  the  evidence  should  be  confined  to  the 
state  of  the  law  upon  the  subject.     It  had 
f)een  said,  over  and  over  again,  that  the 
fueling  of  opposition  among  the  people  of 
Aootlaiid  with  respect  to  this  Bill  had  been 
j^reatly  exaggerated.     It  would  have  been 
Ukuoti  the  wiser  cpur99»  in  bU  opinion,  to 


have  allowed  witnesses  to  have  been  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee,  in  order  to 
show  what  the  real  feeling  of  the  people 
was,  than  to  have  refused  to  hear  evidence 
on  the  Bubject.  After  the  Bill  had  left 
the  Committee,  it  had  been  continued  on 
the  orders  of  the  day  night  after  night, 
and  had  never  been  attempted  to  be 
brought  on  until  after  twelve  o'clock.  It 
had  been  the  fashion  for  several  years  tp 
treat  all  Scotch  business  in  this  manner  ; 
but  he  hoped  that,  in  future,  Scotch  Mem- 
bers would  not  have  a  similar  grievance  to 
complain  of.  With  respect  to  the  Bill  it- 
self, its  merits  were  to  be  considered  in  w^ 
twofold  view — first,  with  respect  to  its 
effects  upon  England  ;  and,  secondly,  with 
respect  to  its  effects  upon  Scotland.  He 
thought  he  could  show  satisfactorily  to 
English  Members  that  the  Bill  would  not 
remove  any  of  the  grievances  of  which 
they  at  present  complained  ;  but  he  would, 
at  the  same  time,  give  them  the  assurance 
that  if  any  Bill  were  to  be  brought  in 
which  would  bav^  the  effect  of  curing 
those  grievances,  he  would  give  it  his  most 
hearty  support.  The  principal  grievance 
complained  of  in  England  was,  that  per- 
sons who  were  desirous  of  making  runaway 
matiches  might  do  so  by  passing  the  Scot- 
tish border,  and  be  there  married  under 
the  law  of  Scotland.  But  how  was  this 
proposed  to  be  dealt  with  by  this  Bill  ? 
The  remedy  proposed  was,  that  a  fine  of 
200?.  should  be  imposed  upon  the  registrar 
who  should  marry  any  person  who  had  not 
been  resident  in  his  district  for  fourteen 
days  at  least.  In  the  cases  of  persons  so 
married,  however,  the  marriage  would  h^ 
held  valid,  but  the  registrar  would  be  fined. 
Could  anything  be  a  more  inefficient  re- 
medy for  the  evil  complained  of?  Any 
person  running  away  with  a  wealthy  heiress 
would  be  glad  to  give  the  registrar  the 
amount  of  the  fine  at  once  in  order  to  have 
the  marriage  completed;  and  there  was 
no  doubt  but  that  the  registrar  him-> 
self  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  accept  a 
fee  which  would  be  of  far  greater  value 
than  the  eight  or  ten  pounds  per  annum 
which  he  might  receive  from  his  office. 
The  learned  Lord  opposite  had  spoken  in 
a  somewhat  disparaging  manner  of  the 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  against 
the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  F.  Mackenzie)  solemnly 
believed  that  those  petitions  expressed  the 
sentiments  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  with  respect  to  this  measure. 
The  Scotch  people  did  not  want  this  Bill ; 
there  was  no  miucing  tho  matter^  they  did 
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not  want  it.  He  was  not  prepared  to  st^te 
that  the  law  of  iparriagp  in  Scotland  could 
be  considered  as  perfect.  Th^re  were,  po 
doubt,  ^  great  i^any  objections  to  ^l^e  law 
as  it  pow  stood,  b^t  some  of  tbosp  objec- 
tions would  apply  equally  to  the  maririage 
law  of  eyery  other  country  in  the  world. 
With  respept  to  clandestine  piarriages,  to 
which  so  much  reference  h<fd  been  made, 
they  were  of  very  rare  occurrence,  for  no 
persons  in  Scotland,  of  any  credit  or  cha- 
racter, wo^ld  conceive  {themselves  properly 
married  unless  they  were  married  by  a 
clergyman.  One  of  the  great  objections 
which  he  b^d  to  the  3ill  was,  that  it  al- 
lowed persons  to  be  n^arried  before  a  regis- 
trar or  magistrate,  ^e  thought  the  pro- 
posed change  would  be  attended  with  seri- 
ous inponvenieuce,  and  for  that  reason  be 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  the  measure 
every  possible  opposition  that  the  rules  of 
that  House  allowed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''Monday  next,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  this  day  three  n^onths." 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  that  as  reference 
had  been  made  to  the  refusal  on  the  part 
of  the  Committee  to  hear  o^her  than  legal 
evidence  upon  the  state  of  the  law  of 
marriage  in  Scotland*  he  would  state  that 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  ponsidered  such 
evidence  ought  to  have  been  rejected  were, 
that  the  Committee  had  been  appointed 
exprpssly  to  consider  the  state  of  the  law 
with  respect  to  marriages  in  Scotland,  and 
that  being  the  case,  he  thought  that  a 
quantity  of  contradictory  evidence  with 
resppct  to  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  would  not  have  served 
in  the  least  the  object  of  the  Con^mittee, 
and  would,  even  if  it  had  been  received, 
have  been  of  no  sort  of  value  to  t^e  House, 
when  it  came  to  consider  the  stat^  of  the 
Jaw  with  respect  to  the  subject  with  which 
it  had  to  deal.  It  was  upder  that  convic- 
tion that  he  had  moved  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  the  remaining  evidence  should 
be  confined  to  persons  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession. With  respect  to  the  law  of  mar- 
riage as  it  now  existed  in  Scotland,  he  be- 
lieved with  Lord  Brougham  that  it  would 
be  a  disgrace  to  any  semi-barbarous  nation. 
In  answer  to  a  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peebleshire,  that  irregular 
marriages  were  of  very  rare  occurrence  in 
Scotland,  he  would  only  state  that  not  long 
since  it  was  stated  in  the  Scotsman  news- 
paper that  in  the  parish  of  Momington 
alone  there  had  been  in  one  year  upwards 
of  2,000  marriagea  of  this  description! 


The  lanf  as  it  at  present  stood  was  mpst 
objectionable,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  altered  and  placed  upon  the 
same  footing  as  in  this  country,  securing 
to  the  progeny  of  mfuriages  the  supppssion 
to  the  rights  of  prpperty,  and  enabling 
people  to  know  with  certainty  whether 
any  persops  were  really  married  or  not, 

Sir  G.  GLBRK  said,  that  although  noli 
a  Scotch  Member  himself,  still  possessing 
as  he  did  an  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Scotland  pn  the 
subject,  he  fplt  desirous  of  stating  hia 
reasons  why  ho  objepted  to  the  further 
progress  of  this  measure.  Qe  contended 
that  in  order  to  have  arrived  at  an  accu- 
rate conclusion  with  respect  to  the  statd 
of  the  law  as  regarded  marriages  in  Scot-^ 
landf  it  was  necessary  for  the  Committee 
not  only  to  have  considered  the  existing 
state  of  the  law,  but  also  to  have  ascer* 
tained,  from  the  evidence  of  persons  con- 
nected with  the  subject,  the  feelings  and 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Scotland  with 
respect  to  the  evils,  if  any,  arising  out  of 
the  present  state  of  things,  and  the  reme- 
dies which  might  be  most  effectual  for 
their  removal.  He  believed  that  by  the 
exclusion  of  evidence  as  to  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
they  b&d  in  reality  shut  out  what  would 
have  been  the  most  valuable  part  of  their 
inquiry.  It  had  been  said  with  regard  to 
the  present  defective  state  of  the  marriage 
law  in  Scotland,  that  the  time  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  almost  exclusively  oc- 
cupied by  bearing  appeals  arising  ont  of 
questions  connected  with  the  law  of  mar- 
riage in  that  country.  So  far  from  that 
being  the  case,  he  found  by  a  return 
lately  presented  to  Parliament,  that  there 
had  been  only  four  cases  before  them  for 
the  last  Hye  years.  The  law  of  marriage  in 
Scotland  had  been  denounced  as  one  fit  only 
for  a  semi-barbarous  country.  In  answer 
to  that  statement,  he  begged  to  state  that 
the  law  now  existing  in  Scotland  was  al- 
most precisely  the  same  as  it  existed  in 
England  previous  to  the  passing  of  Lord 
Hardwicke's  Act  in  the  reign  of  George 
II.,  which  was  then  considered  as  an  unne- 
cessary innovation  of  the  law  as  it  then 
existed.  By  the  present  law  of  Scotland, 
there  was  only  one  regular  mode  of  con- 
tracting marriages,  and  any  marriage  con- 
tracted without  the  intervention  of  a  cler- 
gyman, after  the  proclamation  of  banns  as 
required  by  law,  subjected  the  parties  who 
entered  into  i|  to  a  fine,  if  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate in  his  discretion  should  sue  for  it; 
B2 
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riage.  Requiring  this  intimation  of  the 
parties'  intention  to  marry,  would,  he  waa 
certain,  more  than  anything  else,  prerent 
that  which  every  one  admitted  to  be  a  great 
grievance — he  meant  what  were  commonly 
(ialled  "  Gretna-green  "  marriages.  He 
Was  astonished  to  hear  the  right  hon.  6a- 
tonet  opposite  state  that  it  was  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  it  considered  as  a  griev- 
ance that  persons  cotild  not  marry  without 
tho  j)roclamation  of  hands  in  the  parish 
church,  by  the  payment  of  a  large  fee  to 
the  precentor,  or  other  officer  of  the  church. 
That  had  always  been  Considered  k  very 
great  grietance  by  the  Dissenting  body 
throughout  Scotland,  so  far  as  he  under- 
stood. The  members  of  the  Episcopal  com- 
munion were,  however,  saved  from  that 
grievance,  because  they  were  provided 
irith  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  provided 
that  the  proclamation  of  banns  made  in 
their  own  chapel  was  sufficient  to  authorise 
A  clergyman  to  solemnise  the  marriage. 
The  grievance  in  this  case  was  felt  to  be 
still  greater  by  the  Dissenters,  because  the 
friends  of  the  parties  who  did  not  attend 
the  parish  church,  had  no  opportunity  of 
deriving  from  the  proclamation  of  the 
bants  any  of  the  benefits  of  publicity.  The 
present  law  of  marriage  in  Scotland  was 
founded  on  the  principle  of  requiring  tho 
e(tosent  of  the  parties,  and  did  not  even 
require  iiitercourse  between  the  parties  to 
complete  the  union.  Btit  with  respect  to 
ihe  evidence  to  be  given  of  such  consent, 
and  consequent  completion  of  the  contract, 
the  law  was  very  loose  and  unsatisfactory. 
It  might  bo  by  writing — it  might  be  by 
wading  through  voluminous  correspondence 
— that  such  evidence  of  consent  was  to  be 
obtained.  Parties  might  live  together,  and 
be  supposed  married  by  some,  and  not  be 
supposed  married  by  others,  and  yet  what 
Iras  called  the  reputation  of  being  married 
Was  sometimes  the  only  evidence  to  be  pro- 
cured or  relied  on.  The  declarations  of  per- 
sons in  the  presence  of  other  parties  were 
also  sometimes  held  as  evidence;  but  all 
these  matters  led  to  great  uncertainty,  and 
often  to  prolonged  litigation,  in  the  course 
of  which  many  and  various  questions  might 
arise  which  it  was  most  difficult  to  solve. 
Was  it  expedient  that  such  a  state  of  things 
as  that  should  be  suffered  to  exist?  Take 
toother  case :  parties  lived  in  an  equivocal 
position;  it  was  almost  generally  supposed 
that  they  lived  as  mistress  and  protector; 
they  were  not  visited;  it  was  supposed  by 
some  that  they  were  married,  and  by  others 
not;  theft  a  question  arose—and  this  was  a 


real  case — ^whether  there  was  such  repu- 
tation joined  with  cohabitation  as  to  make 
a  valid  marriage.  The  court  held,  by  a 
decision  of  eight  of  the  Judges  against 
seven,  that  there  was  a  marriage.  The 
case  afiects  a  large  estate,  and  the  decision 
held  the  issue  of  the  cohabitation  to  be  en- 
titled to  the  property.  The  Case  came  by 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  was 
argued  before  Lord  Eldon.  He  had  great 
difficulty  about  it,  said  he  could  not  under- 
stand such  evidence  as  had  been  given  in 
the  case,  and  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
court  below.  The  use  he  (the  Lord  Advo- 
cate) madd  of  this  was,  to  show  that  so 
long  as  the  law  of  Scotland  was  not  reduced 
to  evidence  of  a  clear  and  definite  nature, 
there  must  always  be  disputes  and  great 
difficulties.  Then,  irith  respect  to  the  ex- 
act Words  to  be  used,  who  could  say  what 
those  should  be  ?  A  case  arose  some  years 
ago  of  this  description,  and  which  involved 
property  to  the  amount  of  many  thousands 
a  year :  a  gentleman  lived  for  some  years 
in  cohabitation  with  a  female,  who  bore 
several  children  to  him.  One  day  he  called 
his  servants  into  the  room  where  he  was 
with  the  female  and  with  his  children  and 
said  to  them,  "  I  acknowledge  this  woman 
to  bo  my  wife,"  and  *'  I  acknowledge  these 
children  to  be  my  children."  He  then  left 
the  room,  gave  some  orders  to  his  servants, 
went  out,  and  in  half  an  hour  shot  himself. 
It  was  said  he  Was  mad.  An  inquiry  took 
place,  and  he  was  foutid  to  have  been  sane. 
Another  question,  howeter,  much  more  dif- 
ficult, then  arose,  which  Was — Did  he  in- 
tend, by  his  statements,  to  make  the  woman 
his  widow,  and  those  children  his  heirs? 
Now.  these  were  questions  that  would  con- 
stantly arise  where  parties  wished  to  com- 
mit frauds  upon  insurance  offices,  for  in- 
stance, so  long  as  the  law  remained  in  its 
present  state;  and  parties  would  delay  ac- 
knowledging their  marriage  till  the  last 
moment.  Another  way  of  making  a  mar- 
riage in  Scotland  was  by  a  promise  of  mar- 
riage, and  intercourse  afterwards  had  upon 
the  faith  of  that  promise.  It  was  not  very 
clear  by  the  law  of  Scotland  how  that  pro- 
mise was  to  be  proved.  Some  cases  went 
the  length  of  bringing  in  the  courtship; 
and  if  it  were  found  there  had  been  an 
honourable  courtship,  th«  court  would  hold 
that  thefe  bad  been  a  promise.  But  surely 
this  could  not  be  considered  the  best  law 
for  Scotland.  It  was  also  a  state  of  law 
which  was  attended  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty and  danger — that  held  that  a  promise 
of  marriage  made  \>if  one  and  aooept^  by 
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main  as  it  then  stood.  Any  cases  of  griev- 
ance or  abuse  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward were  confined  solely  to  the  English 
border;  and  he  believed  there  was  no  per- 
son in  Scotland  who  would  not  most  cor- 
dially give  his  assent  to  the  abolition  of 
Gretna-green,  or  *'  border"  marriages,  as 
they  were  called  in  Scotland.  The  settle- 
ment of  the  great  question  of  legitimacy  in 
accordance  with  the  laws  of  both  countries 
would  be  a  worthy  object  for  the  attention 
of  any  statesman;  but  the  present  Bill,  he 
thought,  was  both  uncalled  for  and  unne- 
cessary. The  learned  Lord  Advocate  had 
also  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  registration 
of  births,  deaths,  and  marriages;  and  it 
was  only  with  a  view  of  making  that  mea- 
sure work  more  effectually  that  he  had 
proposed  to  introduce  these  vital  and  im- 
portant changes  in  the  law  of  Scotland, 
injurious  to  the  morals  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  in  direct  opposition  to  their 
wishes.  No  doubt,  a  perfect  system  of  re- 
gistration would  be  a  very  good  thing,  but 
it  was  just  possible  that  they  might  pay  too 
great  a  price  for  it.  This  Marriage  Bill 
would  be  a  perfect  dead  letter,  a  mere 
piece  of  waste  paper,  unless  it  formed  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Registration  Bill.  Be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  the  general  feeling 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  was  against  the 
measure,  he  felt  bound  to  give  his  support 
to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Peebleshire,  and  he  should  be 
greatly  disappointed  if  upon  the  division  he 
did  not  find  a  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers voting  with  him  against  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  begged  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  present  mea- 
sures were  not  new  to  the  House.  Mea- 
sures substantially  the  same  as  these  had 
been  brought  in  by  him  in  1847.  They 
were  then  read  a  second  time,  and  a  fuU 
statement  of  their  nature  was  made  by  him 
in  withdrawing  them  for  that  Session.  In 
1848  they  were  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Lords,  where  they  underwent  the  fullest 
discussion,  having  been  referred  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Select  Conmiittee,  con- 
sisting mainly  of  noble  Lords  connected 
with  Scotland.  Several  amendments  were 
made  by  the  Committee  on  those  Bills,  and 
in  that  state  they  passed  the  House  of 
Lords  with  scarcely  a  dissentient  voice. 
They  were  then  brought  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  read  a  second  time;  but 
owing  to  the  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  a  desire  upon  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  people  of  Scotland 


should  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
them,  the  Bills  were  a  second  time  with- 
drawn. In  the  present  Session  the  Bills 
had  been  again  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Lords;  the  Registration  Bill  had  passed 
that  House  unanimously;  the  Marriage 
Bill  with  one  dissentient  only — the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen.  In  these  circumstances  they 
came  down  to  the  House  of  Commons.  At 
the  desire  of  many  Scotch  Members,  the 
Bills  were  not  pressed  forward  previous  to 
the  30th  of  April;  and  since  that  time  the 
pressure  of  public  business  had  prevented 
their  being  taken  into  consideration  until 
the  present  time.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  it  was  not  unreasonable 
in  the  Government  to  wish  to  have  them 
proceeded  with  this  Session.  The  first 
great  object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  in- 
troduce a  certainty,  and  to  remove  the 
great  sources  of  uncertainty  which  at  pre- 
sent existed  with  respect  to  the  condition 
of  marriage  in  Scotland,  and  to  leave  it  no 
longer  a  matter  of  doubt  or  difficulty,  to 
be  ascertained  only  by  the  sifting  and  in- 
vestigation of  most  unsatisfactory  evidence, 
whether  any  parties  had  or  had  not  con- 
tracted the  status  of  marriage.  The  se- 
cond object  was  one  to  which  he  attached 
at  least  as  much  importance,  namely,  to 
ensure,  as  far  as  possible,  publicity  to  the 
contraction  of  marriage.  It  was  in  order 
to  ensure  this  publicity,  and  to  put  an  end 
to  a  state  of  the  law  which  he  could  not 
help  considering  as  disgraceful  to  any  civi- 
lised community — a  state  of  law  which  not 
only  admitted,  but  encouraged,  as  much  as 
law  could  encourage,  the  contraction  of 
marriage,  and  the  concealment  of  the  fact. 
That  was  one  of  the  great  objects  of  this 
Bill.  He  knew  of  no  greater  evil  in  so- 
ciety than  clandestine  marriages;  and  he 
had  never  heard  an  opinion  expressed  by 
any  lawyer,  writer,  judge,  or  person  of 
authority,  in  any  station  whatever,  which 
did  not  condemn  most  strongly  the  system 
of  clandestine  marriages,  and  which  did 
not  reprobate  in  the  strongest  manner  a 
state  of  law  which  encouraged  people  to 
contract  marriages,  and  hold  themselves 
out  to  society  as  single  or  unmarried  per- 
sons. The  third  object  of  the  Bill  was  one 
which  was,  perhaps,  less  easy  of  attain- 
ment, but  still,  to  a  certain  extent,  attain- 
able, namely,  to  provide  for  a  reasonable 
intimation  of  the  parties'  intention  to 
marry,  and  in  order  to  prevent  incautious, 
over-hasty,  and  fraudulent  marriages,  by 
giving  the  friefids  of  the  parties  some  in- 
timation of  their  intention  to  contract  mar- 
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riage.  Requiring  this  intimation  of  the 
parties'  intention  to  marry,  would,  he  was 
certain,  more  than  anything  else,  prevent 
that  which  every  one  admitted  to  he  a  great 
grierance — ^he  meant  what  were  commonly 
called  "  Gretna-green  "  marriages.  He 
was  astonished  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  state  that  it  was  the  fifst 
time  he  had  heard  it  considered  as  a  griev- 
ance that  persons  could  not  marry  without 
the  proclamation  of  hanns  in  the  parish 
church,  hy  the  payme&t  of  a  large  fee  to 
the  precentor,  or  other  officer  of  the  church. 
That  had  always  heen  considered  a  very 
great  grievance  hy  the  Dissenting  hody 
throughout  Scotland,  so  far  as  he  under- 
stood. The  memhers  of  the  Episcopal  com- 
munion were,  however,  saved  from  that 
grievance,  hecause  they  were  provided 
with  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  provided 
that  the  proclamation  of  hanns  made  in 
their  own  chapel  was  sufficient  to  authorise 
a  clergyman  to  solemnise  the  marriage. 
The  grievance  in  this  case  was  felt  to  he 
still  greater  hy  the  Dissenters,  hecause  the 
friends  of  the  parties  who  did  not  attend 
the  parish  church,  had  no  opportunity  of 
deriving  from  the  proclamation  of  the 
hanns  any  of  the  henefits  of  puhlicity.  The 
present  law  of  marriage  in  Scotland  was 
founded  on  the  principle  of  requiring  the 
consent  of  the  parties,  and  did  not  even 
require  intercourse  hetween  the  parties  to 
complete  the  union.  But  with  respect  to 
the  evidence  to  he  given  of  such  consent, 
and  consequent  completion  of  the  contract, 
the  law  was  very  loose  and  unsatisfactory. 
It  might  ho  hy  writing — it  might  he  hy 
wading  through  voluminous  correspondence 
— that  such  evidence  df  consent  was  to  he 
ohtained.  Parties  might  live  together,  and 
he  supposed  married  hy  some,  and  not  he 
supposed  married  hy  others,  and  yet  what 
Was  called  the  reputation  of  hcing  married 
Iras  sometimes  the  only  evidence  to  he  pro- 
cured or  relied  on.  The  declarations  of  per- 
sons in  the  presence  of  other  parties  were 
also  sometimes  held  as  evidence;  hut  all 
these  teatters  led  to  great  uncertainty,  and 
often  to  prolonged  litigation,  in  the  course 
of  which  many  and  various  questions  might 
Ifctise  which  it  was  most  difficult  to  sol  re. 
Wfts  it  expedient  that  such  a  state  of  things 
IM  that  should  he  suffered  to  exist?  Take 
MtiCiher  case :  parties  lived  in  an  equivocal 
|K>8ilion;  it  was  almost  generally  supposed 
'OiAt  they  lived  as  mistress  and  protector; 
ihef  were  not  visited;  it  was  supposed  hy 
^ome  that  they  were  married,  and  hy  others 
not;  then  a  question  arose— and  this  was  a 
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real  case — ^whether  there  was  such  repti- 
tation  joined  with  cohahitation  as  to  make 
a  valid  marriage.  The  court  held,  by  a 
decision  of  eight  of  the  Judges  against 
seven,  that  there  was  a  marriage.  The 
case  affects  a  large  estate,  and  the  decision 
held  the  issue  of  the  cohabitation  to  be  en- 
titled to  the  property.  The  dase  came  bj 
appeal  to  the  House  of  LordSj  atid  was 
argued  before  Lord  Eldon.  He  had  great 
difficulty  about  it,  said  he  could  not  under- 
stand such  evidence  as  had  been  given  in 
the  case,  and  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
court  below.  The  use  he  (the  Lord  AdVo- 
date)  madd  of  this  was,  to  show  that  so 
long  as  the  law  of  Scotland  was  not  reduced 
to  evidence  of  a  clear  and  definite  nature, 
there  must  always  be  disputes  and  great 
difficulties.  Then,  Irith  respect  to  the  ex- 
act words  to  be  used,  who  could  say  what 
those  should  be  ?  A  case  arose  some  years 
ago  of  this  description,  and  which  involved 
property  to  the  amount  of  many  thousands 
a  year :  a  gentleman  lived  for  soine  years 
in  cohabitation  with  a  female,  who  bore 
several  children  to  him.  One  day  he  called 
his  servants  into  the  room  where  he  was 
with  the  female  and  with  his  children  and 
said  to  them,  "  I  acknowledge  this  woman 
to  be  my  wife,"  and  "  I  acknowledge  these 
child  fen  to  be  my  children."  He  then  left 
the  room,  gave  some  orders  to  his  servants, 
went  out,  and  in  half  an  hour  shot  hiins^lf. 
It  was  said  he  itas  mad.  An  inquiry  took 
place,  and  he  was  found  to  have  been  san^. 
Another  question,  howeter,  much  more  dif- 
ficult, then  arose,  which  was — Did  he  in- 
tend, by  his  statements,  to  make  the  woman 
his  widow,  and  those  children  his  heirs? 
Now.  these  were  questions  that  would  con- 
stantly arise  where  parties  wished  to  com- 
mit frauds  upon  insurance  offices^  for  in- 
stance, so  long  as  the  law  remiiined  in  itk 
present  state;  and  parties  would  delay  ac- 
knowledging their  marriage  till  the  last 
moment.  Another  way  of  making  a  mar- 
riage in  Scotland  was  by  a  promise  of  mar- 
riage, and  intercourse  afterwards  had  upon 
the  faith  of  that  promise.  It  was  not  very 
clear  by  the  law  of  Scotland  how  that  pro- 
mise was  to  be  proved.  Some  cases  went 
the  length  of  bringing  in  the  courtship; 
and  if  it  were  found  there  had  been  an 
honourable  courtship,  the  court  would  hold 
that  there  bad  been  a  promise.  But  surelj 
this  could  not  be  considered  the  best  law 
for  Scotland.  It  was  also  a  state  of  law 
which  was  attended  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty and  danger — that  held  that  a  promise 
of  marriage  made  \>f  one  and  accepted  bj 
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the  othfer  might  he  proved,  not  only  hy 
direct  writing,  hut  hy  the  spelling  and  in- 
ference to  he  drawn  from  a  long  course  of 
correspondence.  There  was,  howoTer^  an- 
other anomalous  case :  there  had  heen  co- 
hahitation  for  a  length  of  time;  it  ceased; 
then  came  a  promise  of  marriage,  or  a 
letter,  Which  Would  he  interpreted  to  imply 
such  a  promise;  the  parties  lived  together 
again,  and  the  law  was,  thAt  during  the 
latter  period  they  were  to  he  considered  as 
having  heen  married,  although  during  the 
former  period  they  had  lived  together  ille- 
gally; and  it  was  said  that  the  ohject  of 
this  was  to  protect  the  female,  and  not  to 
leave  her  to  a  dependence  upon  the  honour 
of  a  man.  But  in  how  many  cases,  as  it 
was  well  known  to  all  lawyers,  from  the 
statement  of  the  woman,  had  this  promise 
heen  made  hy  the  man  where  he  had  got 
hold  of  the  paper  afterwards,  destroyed  it, 
and  left  the  Woman  a  sacrifice  to  that  state 
of  law  I  In  how  many  instances  had  not 
the  confiding  woman  received  the  most 
direct  and  positive  promise  from  the  man 
hefore  she  had  surrendered  herself  to  him; 
and  deserting  her  afterwards,  what  remedy 
had  she  hut  to  appeal  to  the  oath  of  her 
seducer? — and  it  was  more  than  he  (the 
Lord  Advocate  could  helieve  that  a  man 
who  had  80  conducted  himself  to  a  female^ 
when  put  upon  his  oftth  afterwards,  w^ould 
confess  his  promise.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  stating,  as  the  insult  of  a  long  pro- 
fessional experience,  Which  had  hrought 
many  of  these  cases  under  his  consideration^ 
that  this  law,  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  appealed  to  as  a  proper  law  for 
ScotlaUd,  had  led  to  mote  cases  of  seduc- 
tion than  any  other  law  that  had  ever  heen 
enacted.  Upon  this  state  of  the  lHw  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a  mo^ 
ment  how  it  was  that  the  Bill  he  had  in- 
troduced was  to  operate  ?  He  held  all  liiar- 
riages  to  he  good  which  should  be  celehrdted 
by  a  clergyman.  Where  a  clergyman  was 
resorted  to  in  Scotland,  he  should  hold  that 
act  to  be  good,  with  this  exception,  that  to 
prevent  imprudent  or  hasty  marriages.  If 
there  should  be  no  proclamation  of  banns, 
then  a  certificate  of  the  intention  to  marry^ 
which  should  be  published,  should  be  ob- 
tained; and  the  publicity  of  that  registra- 
tion would  be  greater  than  that  of  the  pro-> 
olamation  of  banns.     With  respect  to  irre- 

Klar  mfirriages — marriages  which  were  to 
considered  to  have  been  made  by  pro- 
mise and  subsequent  intercourse,  those  to 
be  made  out  by  cohabitation  and  repu-^ 
itttion^  und  those  to  be  eonsidered  to  hate 


been  made  by  private  writings  interchan- 
ged between  the  parties,  and  probably 
kept  secret  for  a  long  series  of  years, 
he  should  admit  ho  evidence  of  any  mar- 
riage not  celebrated  by  a  clergyman,  ex- 
cept  those  of  the  dimple  registration  of  the 
intention  of  the  parties  to  marry  made  by 
the  re^strar,  and  signed  by  the  parties 
themselves.  This  would  not  only  prevent 
difBculty  or  dispute  as  to  the  marriage  af« 
terwards,  but  it  would  be  certain  to  insure 
publicity.  Whett  parties  went  before  d 
clergyman  to  get  married,  accompanied  by 
their  friends  and  witnesses,  the  presump- 
tion must  be  that  there  coidd  be  in  such 
a  case  no  intention  to  conceal  the  union, 
therefore  there  was  not  much  necessity  fot 
guarding  against  evil  in  those  instances; 
still  they  had  been  well  provided  for, 
because  the  clergyman  was  directed,  un- 
der this  Bill,'  to  communicate  the  mar- 
riage to  the  registrar,  and  the  regis- 
trar was  authorised  to  proceed  against  the 
parties  for  penalties,  if  the  registration 
was  not  effected  by  them  within  a  certain 
time  after  the  marriage,  so  that  publicitt 
as  much  as  possible  should  be  insured. 
Then  the  third  point  to  be  attained  by  the 
Bill,  was  to  require  that  the  parties  pro- 
posing to  marry,  if  they  did  not  have 
banns  proclaimed,  should  intimate  theil* 
intention  of  marrying  to  the  registrar,  by 
which  all  the  publicity  possible  should  be 
given  to  that  intention,  and  all  friends 
of  the  parties  in  that  way  receife  the 
speediest  information  of  the  event.  No 
clergyman  should  be  at  liberty  to  celebrate 
a  marriage  except  banns  had  been  pro- 
claimed; and  no  registrar  shoidd  be  at 
liberty  to  give  a  certificate  of  registration 
until  after  the  names  had  been  registered 
by  him  for  such  a  length  of  time  as  would 
admit  of  publicity  of  the  intention  to 
marry.  This  would  have  the  effect  of,  at 
all  events,  preventmg  fraudulent  marriages. 
It  had  been  said  by  the  hon  Member  for  Pee 
bleshire  that  the  penalty  proposed  was  not 
sufficient  to  deter  from  violating  the  Act; 
but  the  House  ought  to  recollect  that  It 
was  dealing  with  public  officers.  There 
was  a  penalty  of  200L,  and  also  a  penalty 
of  imprisonment,  for  improperly  celebrat- 
ing a  marriage;  aUd  no  doubt  loss  of  office 
would  follow  the  infliction  of  those  penal« 
ties.  What  more  could  be  asked  for  ?  It 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  provide  against 
every  imaginable  case  of  either  fraud  oi* 
violation  of  duty.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Argyllshire  would 
remember  a  ease  that  came  before  the 
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hdn.  Frieticl.  But  while  stlch  were  the 
Tiews  ho  entertiiinect,  and  upon  which  he 
had  acted,  and  was  still  prepared  to  act, 
he  inttfit  at  the  stUne  time  he  permitted  to 
say  that  great  caution  ou/^ht  to  he  oh- 
served  in  interfering  With  a  liiw  which  was 
satisfactorj  to  the  people,  especiallj  a  law 
touching  so  ti^arly  the  feelings  and  the 
social  interests  and  relations  of  all  grades 
of  society  as  the  law  relating  to  the  con- 
stitution of  marriage.  Ho  knew  fbw  qua- 
lities of  a  law  more  valnahle — more  highly 
to  he  prized — than  that  of  giring  satisfac- 
tion to  an  enlightened  and  inteUigent  peo- 
ple, for  whose  benefit  it  Was  intended,  and 
atnong  whom  it  had  been  long  in  Operation. 
That  was  a  quality  too  yaldable  to  be  bar- 
tel^,  or  eten  put  in  hazard,  for  any  mere 
theoretical  improyement.  The  excitement 
of  dissatisfaction — the  doing  of  violence  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  in  regard  to  sach 
a  matter  as  the  constitution  of  marriage — 
was  too  high  a  price  to  be  paid  for  the  re- 
motal  of  theoretical  defects.  Where  there 
was  &n  intelligent  and  contented  people, 
with  a  well-known  and  long-established  law 
which  they  did  not  desire  to  alter,  he  de- 
manded to  have  some  cogent  reason  as- 
signed for  altering  or  abrogating  that  law 
before  he  wonld  agree  to  do  so.  Some 
Istrotig  case  must  be  made  out  of  existing 
evil,  or  of  great  practical  inconvenience. 
At  the  satne  time,  it  must  not  be  supposed 
that  he  was  altogether  averse  to  legisla- 
tion in  regard  to  the  law  of  marriage.  On 
the  ctmtrary,  he  was  of  opinion  that  there 
Vere  matters  connected  with  the  operation 
ef  the  law  of  marriage  to  which  legisla- 
tion might  be  applied  with  advantage  to 
the  inhabitants  of  both  ends  of  the  island, 
and  without  doing  violence  to  the  feelings 
of  either,  or  depriving  either  of  the  enjoy- 
ment of  their  own  laws.  Some  of  these 
had  been  alluded  to  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dover;  and  he 
(Mf.  M'Neill)  wonld  now  merely  mention 
without  dwelling  upon  them.  In  the  first 
place,  he  would  mention  the  matter  df 
border  marriages.  He  beHcved  that  the 
extent  to  which  the  natives  of  England  re- 
sorted to  Scotland  for  the  mere  pnrpose  of 
evading  the  marriage  law  of  England,  had 
been  exaggerated;  bnt  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  practice  pretailed  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent  among  the  natives  of 
Bngland  living  near  the  borders,  and 
especially  those  in  the  humbler  classes  of 
life.  On  this  point  he  was  disposed  to 
differ  from  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Brougham)^  -who,  in  the  etmn^  tif  his  evi- 


dence before  the  Committee,  had  eipressed 
an  opinion  that  only  the  rich  availed  them- 
selves, or  could  avail  themselves,  of  that 
mode  of  evading  the  law  of  England.  He 
(Mr.  M'Neill)  believed  that  there  were 
comparatively  few  instances  of  these  bor- 
der marriages  among  parties  in  the  higher 
ranks  of  life,  and  that  such  cases  would  be 
still  more  rare  and  more  easily  prevented, 
if  it  was  really  desirable  and  desired  to 
prevent  them,  now  that  the  transit  of 
thought  by  the  electric  telegraph  was 
fleeter  even  than  the  flight  of  love  when  the 
steam  was  np.  But  if  it  was  true,  as  he 
believed  it  to  be,  that  among  the  humbler 
classes  living  near  the  border,  the  practice 
of  resorting  to  Scotland  for  a  few  hours 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  evading  the  provi- 
sions of  the  marriage  law  of  England  pre- 
vailed to  a  great  extent,  and  if  that  prac- 
tice was  productive  of  evil  among  those 
classes,  by  encouraging  immorality  of 
great  improvidence,  and  by  disturbing  the 
peace  of  families  living  under  the  protec- 
tion and  security,  as  they  supposed,  of  the 
law  of  England,  he  should  not  object  to  a 
legislative  remedy  being  applied ;  and  ho 
thought  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  apply 
such  a  remedy  without  exciting  much  dis- 
satisfaction or  opposition.  Indeed,  in  many 
of  the  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
against  this  Bill,  the  petitioners  expressed 
views  similar  to  those  which  he  had  now 
indicated.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to  the 
dissolution  Of  marriage,  there  were  points 
which,  though  not  giving  rise  to  frequent 
questions,  still  were  in  an  unsatisfactory 
state,  and  were  fit  matter  for  adjustment 
by  legislation.  By  the  law  of  Scotland, 
the  courts  of  law  had  power  to  dissolve 
marriage  for  certain  canses.  The  courts 
of  England  had  no  such  power;  and,  con- 
sequently, parties  had  in  each  case  to  re- 
sort to  the  Legislature  for  that  redress  to 
which  confessedly  they  were  entitled  on 
proof  of  the  wrong.  He  would  not  now 
say  which  was  the  oetter  system,  although 
he  had  a  very  clear  opinion  on  that  point. 
Neither  did  he  advocate  any  general  al- 
teration of  the  law  as  it  existed  in  either 
end  of  the  island ;  but  the  point  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  to  Was  this  —  that  the 
courts  of  law  in  England,  not  having  in 
themselves  the  power  to  dissolve  mar- 
riages, did  not  recognise  the  validity  or 
effect  of  a  judgment  of  the  Scotch  court 
dissolving  a  marriage  which  had  been  con- 
tracted in  England  between  English  par- 
ties who  had  afterwards  gone  to  Scotland ; 
and  the  case  had  occurred  of  a  person 
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been  received  from  the  Established  Church. 
With  regard  to  those  225,  however,  he 
must  saj  that  he  did  not  think  they  had 
been  obtained  in  the  most  regular  manner. 
In  the  first  place,  they  had  a  petition  from 
the  General  Assembly  of  Scotland;  but 
not  content  with  that,  there  was  a  petition 
from  the  commissioners,  who  were  pre- 
cisely the  same  body  as  the  General  As- 
sembly. Then,  again,  there  was  a  petition 
from  the  synod  of  Aberdeen ;  then  from 
all  the  presbyteries  of  Aberdeen ;  then  from 
the  individual  session  clerks  and  the  par- 
ticular clergy  of  Aberdeen.  Such  was  the 
mode  in  which  these  petitions  had  been 
multiplied.  With  respect  to  a  great  body 
of  the  Dissenters  in  Scotland,  there  had 
not  been  one  petition  against  the  Marriage 
Bill.  There  were  some  forty-eight  or  forty- 
nine  petitions  from  the  Free  Eirk ;  but 
they  were  not  against  the  Marriage  Bill. 
The  principal  of  their  petitions  were 
against  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Registra- 
tion Bill,  asserting  that  the  author  of  the 
Bill  did  wrong  in  saying  that  no  one 
should  ever  be  a  registrar  except  the  ses- 
sion clerk.  If  he  were  to  give  up  that 
principle,  which  he  could  not  do  in  justice 
to  the  session  clerks,  he  believed  there 
was  not  one  of  the  dissenting  body,  whether 
of  the  clergy  or  the  laity,  but  would  sup- 
port the  measures  under  discussion.  There 
were  about  1,000  parishes  in  Scotland: 
only  130  of  them  had  petitioned  against 
the  Bill.  Of  the  Free  Kirk  congregations, 
739  in  number,  only  eleven  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill.  Of  the  United  Presby- 
terian synod,  493  congregations  in  all, 
only  twelve  had  petitioned  against  the  Bill; 
and  those  were  on  the  partial  grounds  to 
which  he  had  referred.  From  the  remain- 
ing dissenting  congregations,  333  in  num- 
ber, and  including  110  Episcopal  churches, 
not  one  petition  against  the  measure  had 
been  received.  He  could  understand,  in- 
deed, the  force  of  the  petitions  against 
Sunday  travelling,  712  in  number,  signed 
by  138,567  persons;  but  the  petitions 
against  these  Bills  were  not  signed  by 
7,000  individuals,  whilst  those  against  the 
Marriage  Bill  had  not  much  above  1,500 
names  appended  to  them.  Now,  was  he, 
or  was  he  not  entitled  to  say,  what  he  did 
say  advisedly,  that  he  could  not  consider 
those  petitions  as  representing  the  opinions 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  ?  He  knew  that 
there  were  not  petitions  in  favour  of  this 
Bill  from  many  quarters.  There  might 
have  been  more,  had  they  been  looked  for; 
but  he  did  not  expect  that  measures  of 


this  nature,  involving  such  reforms  in  the 
law  as  this  was  calculated  to  produce, 
would  be  the  subjects  of  canvassed  peti- 
tions. He  asked  the  House,  then,  to  pass 
this  measure  upon  three  grounds :  first,  to 
give  certainty  to  the  constitution  of  the 
marriage  contract;  secondly,  to  ensure  pub- 
licity to  that  contract,  thus  preventing  the 
monstrous  evil  of  clandestine  marriages; 
and,  thirdly,  he  recommended  this  measure 
because  of  the  provision  it  made  for  a  pub- 
lic notice  of  the  intention  to  marry,  and  of 
the  impediment  which  it  presented  in  the 
way  of  hasty  and  fraudulent  marriages. 

Mr.  M'NEILL'*'  said,  that  he  intended 
to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Peebleshire,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  extend  to  him  its  indulgence,  while 
he  stated  the  reasons  that  led  him  to  resist 
the  farther  progress  of  the  present  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh- 
shire, while  bearing  valuable  testimony  to 
the  existence  of  a  strong  feeling  in  Scot- 
land against  this  Bill,  was  pleased  to  as- 
cribe that  feeling  to  an  extreme  repug- 
nance to  all  interference  with  their  laws 
or  usages,  which,  he  says,  is  a  charac- 
teristic of  the  Scottish  nation.  He  (Mr. 
M'Neill)  must,  however,  for  himself,  take 
the  liberty  of  denying  that  he  was  under 
such  influence.  He  was  not  one  of  those, 
if  there  were  any  such,  who  opposed  an 
obstinate  resistance  to  all  interference  with 
the  laws  and  usages  of  Scotland.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  laws  of  every  country  re- 
quired occasional  amendments.  Society 
is  progressive;  and  with  the  changes  which 
take  place  in  the  state  of  society — arising 
from  various  causes,  political  and  social — 
the  laws  of  the  country  must,  to  a  certain 
extent,  keep  pace  and  undergo  occasional 
amendment.  When  he  had  the  honour  to 
occupy  an  official  position,  which  made  it 
more  peculiarly  his  duty  to  attend  to  the 
wants  and  requirements  of  Scotland  in  this 
respect,  he  had  not  abstained  from  intro- 
ducing such  measures  for  the  amendment 
of  the  law  as  he  believed  to  be  necessary 
for  the  removal  or  correction  of  ascertained 
or  acknowledged  evils  or  defects;  and  since 
that  duty  had  devolved  on  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  he 
was  sure  he  would  do  him  the  justice  to 
admit  that  he  (Mr.  M'Neill)  had,  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  readily  given  his 
humble  aid  towards  perfecting  and  carry- 
ing through  measures  proposed  by  his  right 

*  From  a  printed  pamphlet. 
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hdn.  Frietid.  Bat  while  stlch  were  the 
▼iewB  he  entertainect,  and  upon  which  he 
had  acted,  and  was  still  prepared  to  act, 
ho  must  at  the  same  time  he  permitted  to 
say  that  great  caution  ou/^ht  to  he  oh- 
served  in  interfering  with  a  law  which  was 
satisfactorj  to  the  people,  especially  a  law 
touching  so  Mttlj  the  feelings  and  the 
social  interests  and  relations  of  all  grades 
of  society  as  the  law  relating  to  the  con- 
stitution of  marriage.  He  knew  few  qua- 
lities of  a  law  more  valuahle — more  highly 
to  he  prized — than  that  of  giring  satisfac- 
tion to  an  enlightened  and  inteUigent  peo- 
ple, for  whose  benefit  it  was  intended,  and 
among  whom  it  had  been  long  in  Operation. 
That  was  a  Quality  too  valuable  to  he  bar- 
tered, or  even  put  in  hazard,  for  any  mere 
theoretical  improvement.  The  excitement 
of  dissatisfaetion — ^the  doing  of  violence  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  in  regard  to  stlch 
a  matter  as  the  constitution  of  marriage — 
was  too  high  a  price  to  be  paid  for  the  re- 
moval of  theoretical  defects.  Where  there 
was  an  intelligent  and  contented  people, 
with  a  well-known  and  long-established  law 
which  they  did  not  desire  to  alter,  he  de- 
manded to  have  some  cogent  reason  as- 
signed for  altering  or  abrogating  that  law 
before  ho  wotdd  agree  to  do  so.  Some 
strong  case  must  be  made  out  of  existing 
evil,  or  of  great  practical  ineonvenience. 
At  the  same  time,  it  must  not  he  supposed 
that  ho  was  altogether  averse  to  legisla- 
tion in  regard  to  the  law  of  marriage.  On 
the  contrary,  he  was  of  opinion  that  there 
were  matters  connected  with  the  operation 
of  the  law  of  marriage  to  which  legisla- 
tion might  be  applied  with  advantage  to 
the  inhabitants  of  both  ends  of  the  island, 
and  without  doing  violence  to  the  feelings 
of  either,  or  depriving  either  of  the  enjoy- 
ment of  their  own  laws.  Some  of  these 
had  been  alluded  to  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Doter;  and  he 
(Mr.  M*Neill)  wonld  now  merely  mention 
without  dwelling  upon  them.  In  the  first 
place,  he  would  mention  the  matter  of 
border  marriages.  He  believed  that  the 
extent  to  which  the  natives  of  England  re- 
sorted to  Scotland  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
erading  the  marriage  law  of  England,  had 
been  exaggerated;  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  practice  prevailed  to  a  very  con- 
mderable  extent  among  the  natives  of 
Sngland  living  near  the  borders,  and 
especially  those  in  the  humbler  classes  of 
life.  On  this  point  he  was  disposed  to 
differ  from  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
BroughaiD)i  wh0|  in  the  course  tif  his  evi- 


dence before  the  Committee,  had  expressed 
an  opinion  that  only  the  rich  availed  them- 
selves, or  could  avail  themselves,  of  that 
mode  of  evading  the  law  of  England.  He 
(Mr.  M'Neill)  believed  that  there  were 
comparatively  few  instances  of  these  bor- 
der marriages  among  parties  in  the  higher 
ranks  of  life,  and  that  such  cases  would  be 
still  more  rare  and  more  easily  prevented, 
if  it  was  really  desirable  and  desired  to 
prevent  them,  now  that  the  transit  of 
thought  by  the  electric  telegraph  was 
fleeter  even  than  the  flight  of  love  when  the 
steam  was  tip.  But  if  it  was  true,  as  he 
believed  it  to  be,  that  among  the  humbler 
classes  living  near  the  border,  the  praetiee 
of  resorting  to  Scotland  for  a  few  hours 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  evading  the  provi- 
sions of  the  marriage  law  of  England  pre- 
vailed to  a  great  extent,  and  if  that  prae- 
tiee wSs  productive  of  evil  among  those 
classes,  by  encouraging  immorality  01; 
great  improvidence,  and  by  disturbing  the 
peace  of  families  living  under  the  protec- 
tion and  security,  as  they  supposed,  of  the 
law  of  England,  he  should  not  object  to  a 
legislative  remedy  being  applied ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  apply 
such  a  remedy  without  exciting  much  dis- 
satisfaction or  opposition.  Indeed,  in  many 
of  the  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
against  this  Bill,  the  petitioners  expressed 
views  similar  to  those  which  he  had  How 
indicated.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to  the 
dissolution  of  marriage,  there  were  points 
which,  though  not  giving  rise  to  frequent 
questions,  still  were  in  an  unsatisfactory 
state,  and  were  fit  matter  for  adjustment 
by  legislation.  By  the  law  of  Scotland, 
the  courts  of  law  had  power  to  dissolre 
marriage  for  certain  causes.  The  courts 
of  England  had  no  such  power;  and,  con- 
sequently, parties  had  in  each  case  to  re- 
sort to  the  Legislature  for  that  redress  to 
which  confessedly  they  were  entitled  on 
proof  of  the  wrong.  Ho  would  not  now 
say  which  was  the  better  system,  althongh 
he  had  a  very  clear  opinion  on  that  point. 
Neither  did  he  advocate  any  general  al- 
teration of  the  law  as  it  existed  in  either 
end  of  the  island ;  but  the  point  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  to  was  this  —  that  the 
courts  of  law  in  England,  not  having  in 
themselves  the  power  to  dissolve  mar- 
riages, did  not  recognise  the  validity  or 
effect  of  a  judgment  of  the  Scotch  court 
dissolving  a  marriage  which  had  been  con- 
tracted in  England  between  English  par- 
ties who  had  afterwards  gone  to  Scotland ; 
and  the  case  had  occurred  of  a  person 
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being  (sonyicted  in  Eligland  6f  big&niy,  for 
having  contracted  a  seeond  marriage  there 
after  his  first  marriage  had  been  dissolTed 
by  sentence  of  the  Scotch  cbtirt.  He 
fthotild  like  to  s^e  that  matter  adjusted  by 
legislation.  Again,  it  wad  Well  known  that 
the  law  of  Scotland  re(iognised  the  rule  of 
legitimation  by  siibsequeiit  marriage;  and 
the  iioble  and  learned  Lord  irho  had  ih- 
troduced  the  present  Bill,  had  stated  iii 
his  evideiicJe  that  he  highly  approved  bf 
not  touching  that  part  of  the  law  of  Scot- 
land. But  he  (Mr.  McNeill)  thought  that 
some  eoncession  was  due  from  the  law  of 
England  to  the  rights  of  legitimacy  $  and 
that  parties  who  were  legitimate  in  one 
part  of  the  kingdom  should  have  in  all 
parts  af  the  kingdom  the  rights  of  succes- 
sion to  heritable  estate,  and  all  other 
rights  that  belong  to  legitimacy.  On  none 
of  these  points  connected  with  the  law  of 
marriage  Was  he  averse  16  legislation.  On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  that  they  afford- 
ed a  field  for  useful  legislation  which  might 
have  been  occupied  by  his  learned  Friend 
With  advatitagei  to  the  inhabitants  of  both 
etids  of  the  island,  without  doing  violence 
to  the  feelings  of  any  one,  and  Without  im- 
posing additional  burdens  of  any  kind. 
But  the  measnre  now  before  the  House 
was  <t!  a  very  different  character.  It  went 
to  an  entire  alteration  of  the  law  as  to  the 
constitution  of  liiarriage,  and  aS  td  the 
evidence  by  which  that  relation  of  parties 
could  be  proved.  Atld  why  was  this  change 
proposed  in  the  law  affecting  the  most  im- 
portant relation  of  life — the  most  impor- 
tant interests^  not  only  6f  the  parties  who 
had  contracted  that  relation,  but  of  the 
children  who  were  the  fruits  of  their 
union  ?  It  was  introduced  as  part  of  a 
system  of  more  perfect  registration  of 
births  and  marriages,  more  fully  developed 
in  another  Bill  introduced  at  the  same 
titne  and  still  depending.  The  whole  of 
this  most  important  change  in  the  law<  af- 
fecting the  constitution  of  marriage  and 
the  evidence  of  rtiarriage,  appeared  to  have 
had  its  origin  —  to  have  been  suggested 
atid  proposed  as  a  Mode  of  facilitating  and 
rendering  more  perfect  the  operations  of 
the  statist.  He  requested  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  observe  particularly  the  eoniiexiort  be- 
tween these  twin  Bills.  [The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  rend  the  first  clause  of 
the  Marriage  Bill.]  From  that  clause  it 
would  be  seen  that  henceforward  there 
were  to  be  only  two  recognised  modes  of 
constituting  marriage;  one  of  which  was 
to  be  by  proceeding  under  the  ptovisioiis 


of  the  Registration  !^ill  of  this  Session. 
That  Bill  was  thus  as  it  Were  recognised 
and  adopted  into  the  Marriage  Bill ;  conse- 
quently, no  person  who  voted  for  the  Mar- 
riage Bill  eonld,  with  consistency,  refuse 
to  pass  the  Registration  Bill.  All  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Registration  Bill 
of  the  present  Session — who  thought  it 
too  expensive,  too  complex,  or  too  strin- 
gent— ^who  thought  that  either  it  should 
not  be  passed  at  all  in  its  present  form,  or 
that,  at  all  events,  it  should  not  be  passed 
during  the  present  Session,  must  join  with 
him  in  resisting  the  further  progress  of  the 
Marriage  BiU,  because  the  first  clause  of 
the  Marriage  Bill  was  tantamount  to  a 
pledge  to  pass  the  Registration  Bill  in  the 
present  Session.  He  would  nOW  proceed 
to  consider  the  reasons  which  had  been 
assigned  for  pressing  on  this  measure.  He 
did  not  mean  to  impugn  the  general  propo- 
sition laid  down  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  as  to 
what  constitutes  marriage  according  to  the 
law  of  SOotland.  Consent  of  parties,  de- 
liberately interchanged  by  Words  of  present 
acceptance  of  each  other  as  husband  and 
wife,  intending  so  to  live,  does  undoubt- 
edly constitute  marriage  by  the  law  of 
Scotland.  That  principle  is  not  peculiar 
to  Scotland  i  it  has  been  recognised  as  the 
foundation  of  the  law  of  marriage  through- 
out the  whole  Christian  world.  They  had 
been  told  to-day  that  the  law  of  Scotland 
in  regard  to  the  constitution  Of  marriage 
was  a  disgrace  to  any  civilised  country; 
and  the  hon  Member  for  Roxburghshire  had 
said  that  it  was  fit  only  for  a  semi-barba- 
rous people^  at  the  same  time  that  he  told 
us  that  the  people  of  Scotland  had  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  its  favour.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  Stamp  as  semi-barba- 
rous  all  those  Who  adopted  or  retained  the 
same  state  of  law  ?  The  Chief  Judge  of 
the  Consistorial  Court  of  England  (Dr. 
Lushington),  justly  lauded  for  his  learning, 
and  his  acquaintance  with  the  marriage 
law  of  England,  had  stated  in  evidence — . 

**I  really  hardly  know  a.njr  difference  between 
the  law  of  Scotland,  as  to  the  constitution  of  mar- 
riage, and  the  law  of  England,  anterior  to  Lord 
Hardwicke's  Marriage  Act.  I  apprehend  them 
to  be  as  nearly  as  possible  the  same  thing." 

Were  the  people  of  England  a  semi-barbie 
reus  people  up  to  that  time  ?  Were  the 
distinguished  statesmen  who  so  strenuously 
resisted  that  innovation  on  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, only  half  civilised  ?  Were  their  views 
and  opinions  disgraceful  to  a  civilised  coun- 
try ?    When  he  ealled  to  recolleetion  the 
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oppo&ition  to  Lord  Hardwicke's  Bill,  and 
still  more  when  he  remembered  who  the 
constitutional  statesmen  were,  who  in  the 
next  generation  described  that  Act  of  Lord 
Hardwicke's — that  departure  from  the  for- 
mer law  of  England — as  a  **  disgrace  to 
the  country  and  to  the  Statute-book," — 
he  did  not  attach  much  importance  to  the 
mere  use,  on  the  present  occasion,  of  ex- 
pressions so  easily  put  in  requisition  by 
those  who  might  be  disposed  to  do  so  on 
either  or  both  sides  of  such  a  question.  It 
might,  however,  be  worthy  of  notice,  that 
the  alteration  made  by  Lord  Hardwicke  on 
the  law  of  England,  and  which  was  in- 
tended to  remove  a  certain  amount  of  .evil 
then  acknowledged  to  exist  in  England, 
had  given  rise  to  other  evils  not  less  se- 
rious, and  which  had  called  for  further  le- 
gislation— which  further  legislation  had 
produced  a  state  of  matters  altogether 
unworkable,  till  again  set  agoing  by  a  re- 
cent Act,  which  it  was  hoped  would  be 
more  successful.  No  great  encourage- 
ment to  change,  was  therefore  held  out  by 
the  example  and  experience  of  England, 
since  its  departure,  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Hardwicke,  from  what  we  are  told  was 
then  as  nearly  as  possible  the  law  common 
to  both  countries  in  regard  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  marriage.  Nor  does  the  evil  exist 
to  any  considerable  extent  in  Scotland 
which  did  exist  in  England,  and  was  made 
the  ground  for  altering  the  law  there.  The 
law  of  Scotland  being  now  as  heretofore, 
that  consent  given  in  the  way  he  had  de- 
scribed makes  marriage — that  it  is,  in  the 
language  of  Archbishop  Cranmer,  **  beyond 
all  doubt  ipsum  main'montwwi,"  the  pre- 
sent Bill  says,  that  henceforth  it  shall 
not  make  marriage,  whatever  may  have 
followed  upon  it,  unless  the  consent  is 
given  in  presence  of  a  clergyman,  or  by 
signing  the  register.  It  does  not  say, 
that  all  marriages  must  be  celebrated  in 
presence  of  a  clergyman;  but,  professing 
to  recognise  the  principle,  that  consent, 
though  not  given  in  presence  of  a  clergy- 
man, may  constitute  marriage,  it  says, 
that  the  consent  shall  be  of  none  avail, 
whatever  may  have  followed  upon  it,  un- 
less it  was  given  in  the  particular  form 
of  signing  the  register,  and  can  be  there 
pointed  out.  No  matter  how  deliberately 
the  consent  may  have  been  interchanged, 
and  how  completely  susceptible  of  proof. 
JSo  matter  although  the  parties  may  have 
hwed  all  their  lives  as  man  and  wife — may 
Iiaye  so  published  themselves  to  the  world 
every  daj,  by  acts  a  thousand  times  more 


public  than  any  entry  in  a  register  can 
possibly  be  —  by  a  course  of  life  more 
clearly  indicating  deliberate  and  continued 
purpose  than  a  single  entry  in  a  register 
can  do.  All  that  shall  not  avail  them  or 
their  families;  they  are  to  be  denied  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  marriage  and  legi- 
timacy, imless  they  can  point  to  their 
names  in  the  journal  kept  by  the  regis- 
trar. To  borrow  the  language  of  a  l^gh 
authority  relied  upon  in  support  of  £e 
Bill— 

"  It  may  be  according  to  the  law  of  SootUuid 
that  it  is  a  complete  marriage,  and  so  it  may  be  by 
the  law  of  God  ;  but  if  the  woman  is  put  to  worm 
that  marriage  after  the  birth  of  ohil(&eny  of  thai 
she  is  or  may  be  without  any  proof.'* 

That  which,  by  the  law  of  Scotland  and 
by  the  law  of  God,  is  a  marriage,  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland  wish  to  be  allowed  to  prove 
by  all  the  evidence  of  which  it  is  suscep- 
tible. They  do  not  wish  that  parties 
should  be  allowed  to  escape  from  snch 
solemn  obligations,  undertaken  towards 
each  other — to  their  offepring  and  to  so- 
ciety. They  are  unwilling  that  any  man 
should  be  enabled,  with  the  confidence  of 
perfect  impunity,  to  impose  on  an  u^us* 
pecting  community,  by  wearing  a  mask 
of  pretended  matrimony,  behind  which  is 
concealed  the  reality  of  vice.  He  did 
not  wonder  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
had  no  liking  to  this  measure.  There  maj 
occasionally  be  cases  in  which  the  proof 
of  marriage  is  attended  with  difficulty;  and 
so  there  may  be  in  regard  to  any  matter  of 
fact  whatever.  So  there  maybe  in  regard 
to  the  fact  of  marriage  under  the  proposed 
Bill,  even  where  the  marriage  has  been 
celebrated  in  the  most  solemn  manner  in 
presence  of  a  clergyman.  Occasional  diffi- 
culty of  proof  is  not  a  satisfactory  or  ade- 
quate reason  for  so  great  a  change  in  the 
law.  Certainty  is  desirable  in  all  trans- 
actions, and  is  especially  desirable  in  re- 
gard to  marriage;  and  the  means  of  pre- 
serving evidence  of  such  contracts  is  also 
desirable;  but  although  these  objects  are 
desirable,  they  should  not  be  prized  so 
highly,  or  pursued  so  exclusively,  as  to  en- 
danger other  advantages  not  less  valuable. 
At  present  there  was  no  uncertainty  in  this 
sense,  that  parties  could  not  get  effectuaUy 
married  if  they  chose,  and  he  was  not 
averse  to  affording  additional  and  improved 
facilities  for  preserving  evidence  by  regis- 
tration. The  extent  of  the  evil  said  to 
arise  from  the  present  uncertainty  and  dif- 
ficulty of  proof,  had  been  much  exaggerated. 
It  had  been  made  the  subject  of  evidence 
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before  the  Committee  bj  examining  two 
noble  and  learned  Lords,  the  one  an  ex- 
Chancellor  of  England,  the  other  an  ex- 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  both  of  whom  have 
for  several  years  had  great  judicial  expe- 
rience in  the  court  of  last  resort.  One 
of  these  noble  and  learned  Lords,  in  par- 
ticular, bad  given  very  important  evidence 
on  the  subject.  He  was  also  the  author  of 
the  present  Bill,  having  introduced  it  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  there- 
fore it  was  of  consequence  that  the  House 
should  see  what  had  been  said  by  him  when 
examined  as  a  witness  in  support  of  his  own 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  M'Neill)  entertained  towards 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  no  feeling 
but  that  of  respect  for  his  high  position, 
and,  if  possible,  still  greater  respect  for 
the  talents  and  industry  by  which  that  po- 
sition had  been  attained;  but  he  could  not 
agree  to  adopt  the  conclusions  of  that  noble 
Lord  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  without  examin- 
ing the  grounds  upon  which  those  conclu- 
sions rested.  From  the  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, it  might  be  supposed  that  the  amount 
of  litigation  arising  out  of  the  state  of  the 
marriage  law  of  Scotland  was  enormous; 
that  the  House  of  Lords  itself  was  groan- 
ing under  the  load  of  difficult  and  doubtful 
cases  that  were  brought  before  it  by  ap- 
peal, and  which  would  all  be  prevented  by 
the  present  Bill.  The  evidence  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  introduced  the  Bill, 
was  certainly  calculated  to  convey  the  im- 
pression, that  during  his  judicial  experience 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  he  had  been  ex- 
posed to  great  difficulty  and  embarrassment 
in  wading  through  cases  of  that  description, 
constantly  brought  before  the  House  by 
appeal  from  the  Scotch  court;  and  that, 
as  might  have  been  expected,  where  the 
coses  were  so  numerous,  and  so  difficult 
and  doubtful  in  evidence,  the  disagreeable 
duty  of  difpiering  from  the  court  below,  and 
reversing  its  judgments,  had  been  very 
frequently  imposed  upon  the  House  of 
Lords.  But  from  a  return  of  all  the  cases 
of  declarator  of  marriage  or  legitimacy 
that  had  occurred  during  the  last  seventeen 
or  eighteen  years,  which  had  been  moved 
for  by  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  and  was  al- 
luded to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in 
his  evidence,  and  since  then  communicated 
to  this  House,  it  appeared,  that  during  the 
whole  period  embraced  in  that  return, 
there  had  been  in  the  House  of  Lords  only 
six  cases  and  only  one  reversal.  And  of 
these  six  cases,  three,  including  the-  re- 
versal, had  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject- 


matter  of  the  present  Bill.  They  were  not 
cases  in  which  there  was  any  doubt  or  ques- 
tion as  to  the  validity  of  any  marriages. 
They  were  cases  as  to  whether  the  mar- 
riage in  the  circumstances  had  the  effect  of 
legitimating  the  children  previously  bom, 
which  was  a  subject  not  touched  by  the 
present  Bill ;  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  himself  had  said,  that  he  most  highly 
approved  of  the  Bill  expressly  leaving  the 
law  of  legitimation  by  subsequent  marriage 
untouched.  It  farther  appeared,  that  of 
the  remaining  three  cases,  two  had  been 
decided  before  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  sat  in  the  Upper  House,  and  only  one 
since  that  time.  But  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  explained  very  satisfactorily  that  be 
referred  also  to  cases  which  did  not  appear 
in  that  return  ;  and  he  explained  why  it 
was  that  they  did  not  so  appear.  He  ex- 
plained that  it  is  not  merely  in  matrimonial 
suits  that  the  question  of  marriage  or  legi- 
timacy arises — that  it  arises  also  in  suits 
as  to  property — the  right  to  the  property 
depending  on  the  legitimacy  of  one  of  the 
parties — so  that  the  question  of  marriage 
came  to  be  tried  and  decided  incidentaUy 
in  the  question  of  property.  And  the  noble 
Lord  gave  an  instance  of  a  case  of  that  de- 
scription from  Glasgow  which  had  occurred 
last  Session,  and  in  which  the  judgment  of 
the  court  below,  on  the  point  of  legitimacy, 
had  been  reversed  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  explanation  was  quite  intelligible, 
and  so  far  might  be  considered  satisfac- 
tory. But  as  the  noble  Lord's  recollection 
did  not  enable  him  to  give  a  reference  to 
the  other  cases  of  that  class  which  had 
occurred,  and  as  he  (Mr.  M'Neill)  thought 
it  better  not  to  rely  on  generalities  when 
precise  information  was  within  reach,  he 
had  moved  for  a  list  of  all  cases  that  had 
been  decided  in  the  House  of  Lords  on 
appeal  from  Scotland  in  reference  to  rights 
of  property,  in  which  the  legitimacy  of  any 
party  had  been  raised  as  a  point  for  deci- 
sion since  the  Ist  January,  1839,  em- 
bracing more  than  the  period  during  which 
the  House  of  Lords  has  had  the  benefit  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  judicial  as- 
sistance in  deciding  such  cases.  He  now 
held  in  his  hands  a  copy  of  that  return. 
The  first  two  cases  embraced  in  it  were 
questions  as  to  legitimation  by  subsequent 
marriage,  and  therefore  not  within  the 
scope  of  this  Bill,  or  of  the  evidence  of  the 
noble  and  learned.  Lord.  The  third  case 
in  the  return  was  a  proper  case  of  mar- 
riage and  legitimacy.  It  was  one  of  the 
three  cases  of  that  description  which  had 
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appeared  in  Lord  Aberdeen's  return,  and 
it  wa«  the  only  one  of  them  which  had 
been  decided  during  the  time  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  In  that  case  the 
judgment  of  the  court  below  was  affirmed. 
This  exhausted  the  proper  cases  of  mar- 
riage and  legitimacy.  Ooe  case  in  ten 
years.  But  then  we  come  to  that  other 
class  of  cases  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  referred — ^not  proper  cases 
of  marriage,  but  cases  of  property,  in 
which  the  legitimacy  of  one  of  the  parties 
was  incidentally  raised  as  a  point  for  de* 
cision;  and  to  that  class  of  cases  we  must 
look  for  the  labours  and  difficulties  which 
had  so  oppressed  and  perplexed  the  noble 
Lord,  and  for  the  numerous  judgments  of 
reversal  which  it  had  been  his  duty  to  pro- 
nounce; for  of  course  they  were  not  to  be 
found  in  the  one  case  of  marriage  which 
had  been  affirmed.  Now,  as  to  that  other 
class  of  cases — namely,  questions  of  pro- 
perty— there  was  of  course  the  case  from 
Glasgow,  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  par- 
ticularly referred  as  an  instance  of  rever- 
sal ;  and  there  were  how  many  more — not 
of  reversals,  but  of  cases  altogether  ?  Ab- 
solutely none — not  one.  The  case  from 
Glasgow  was  actually  the  only  case  of  the 
class  that  had  occurred  during  the  whole 
period  of  the  judicial  experience  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord;  and  as  the  re- 
versals could  scarcely  be  more  numerous 
than  the  cases,  it  was  not  wonderful  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  unable  to  refer  speci- 
fically to  any  other  instance  of  reversal. 
But  what  must  be  the  astonishment  of  the 
House  when  he  informed  them  that  this 
Glasgow  case  was  not  reversed.  It  was 
affirmed.  It  was  affirmed  with  costs;  and 
it  was  affirmed  with  costs  after  a  speech 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  himself 
urging  its  affirmance.  Ho  hoped  he  might 
now  take  leave  of  that  part  of  the  case  in 
support  of  tho  Bill,  which  depended  upon 
the  judicial  experience  of  its  noble  and 
learned  author.  Objects  that  loomed  large 
in  the  deceptive  mist  of  generality  having 
now  been  examined  in  the  clear  atmo- 
sphere of  ascertained  fact,  their  utter  insig- 
nificance was  put  beyond  question.  If  by 
any  chance  what  he  had  now  said  should 
ever  reach  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he 
hoped  it  might  have  the  effect  of  relieving 
him  from  a  load  of  painful  anxiety  under 
Hrhich  he  seemed  to  be  labouring,  from  an 
erroneous  impression,  that  for  eight  or  ten 
years  he  had  been  wadiug  through  cases 
which  were  not  before  him,  and  reversing 
judgments  which  he  was  actually  affirm- 


ing. But  there  was  another  affliction  xmdtt 
which  that  noble  and  learned  IfOrd  was 
labouring,  and  fron^  which  he  (Mr. 
McNeill)  was  desirous  also  to  r^eye  him. 
In  the  course  of  his  evidence,  the  iioU3 
Lord  had  told  the  Committee  thai  i(  wu 
with  much  sorrow  that  he,  being  the  ton 
of  a  clergyman  of  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland,  found  that  this  Bill  wa9  opi- 
posed  by  the  clergy  of  that  Church  ;  and 
that  although  he  was  not  disposed  to  say 
anything  at  all  disrespectful  of  a  body 
towards  whom  he  felt  nothing  but  resped 
and  affection,  he  feared  that  on  tbia  occa- 
sion they  were  influenced  by  an  unwilling- 
ness that  a  marriage  by  a  clergyman  ngt 
of  the  Established  Church  should  hereaf^ 
be  put  upon  the  same  footing  with  a  n)fMr- 
riage  by  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Church.  In  short,  that  they  were  actuated 
by  a  jealousy  which  was  unworthy  of  them, 
and  which  the  noble  Lord  could  not  ob- 
serve without  deep  regret.  If  he  (Mr. 
McNeill)  could  have  believed  that  the  re- 
spected clergy  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
had  been  actuated  by  such  unworthy  mo- 
tives, he  would  have  participated  in  the 
sorrow  of  the  noble  Lord;  but  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  should  appear  that  there 
was  no  ground  whatever  for  the  imputation 
of  tho  noble  Lord,  he  might  then  appeal  to 
the  opposition  of  the  Church  as  no  unim- 
portant fact  in  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill.  Now,  what  ground  was  there  for 
the  imputation  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
cast  upon  the  respectable  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  of  being  actuated  by 
an  unworthy  jealousy  of  their  Dissenting 
brethren  acquiring,  through  this  Bill,  the 
power  of  celebrating  marriage  ?  The  noble 
Lord  was  asked  to  explain  in  what  re- 
spect this  Bill  alters  the  relative  position 
of  the  Established  clergymen  and  of  Dis- 
senting clergymen  with  regard  to  mar- 
riages. Ilis  answer  was — **  At  present  a 
marriage  by  a  Dissenting  clergyman,  I 
rather  think,  is  not  strictly  regular.'*  The 
learned  Lord  Advocate,  who  could  not  fail 
to  see  the  difficulty  into  which  his  wit- 
ness was  likely  to  get,  interposed  interro- 
gatively with  tho  remark — **  He  cannot 
marry  without  banns — he  is  subject  to 
punishment  if  he  marries  without  banns." 
But  the  noble  Lord,  not  availing  himself 
of  the  hint,  and  having  no  want  of  con- 
fidence in  his  own  opinion  on  the  point, 
answered  without  hesitation — **  There  are 
statutes  forbidding  marriages  unless  by 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Church." 
This  is  altogether  a  mistake.     There  were 
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such  statutes — some  of  them  in  the  reign 
of  Charles  J  I.,  but  those  statutes  have  bee4 
repealed — ^and  Dissenting  clergymen  are 
as  competent  to  celebrate  marriages  validly 
and  regularly  aa  clergymen  of  the  Estab* 
Jishment.  It  is  true,  aa  noticed  by  the 
learned  Lord  Advocate,  that  they  are 
liable  to  punishment  if  they  do  so  Fithout 
proclamation  of  banns;  but  so  are  the 
clergymen  of  the  Establishment  ITeither 
is  permitted  to  cd^brate  marriage  without 
proclamation  of  banns — either  may  cele- 
brate jparriagp  if  the  banns  h^ve  been 
proclaimed.  There  is  no  difference  in  that 
respect,  in  so  far  as  regards  the  functions 
of  the  clergymen,  and  accordingly  mar- 
riages are  every  day  validly  and  regularly 
celebrated  by  Dissenting  clergymen.  He 
vas  sure  it  would  be  a  great  relief  and  sa- 
tisfaction to  the  noble  Lord  to  find,  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  his  suspicion  of 
unworthy  jealousy.  It  was  in^possible 
that  any  such  jealousy  should  exist ;  for 
the  cause  out  of  which  it  was  supposed  to 
have  sprung  existed  only  in  the  mind  of 
the  noble  Lord,  whose  suspicious  concep- 
tion had  obviously  enough  been  generated 
in  his  imperfect  acquaintance  with  the 
subject.  The  House  had  been  reminded 
by  the  supporters  of  this  Bill,  that  both  it 
and  the  Registration  Bill  had  twice  passed 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — once  in 
1848,  after  having  been  subjected  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Select  Committee ;  and 
again  in  1849;  and  this  appeared  to  be 
pressed  upon  the  House  as  a  sufficient 
reason  why  it  should  now  approve  of  the 
Bill.  In  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  into  and 
cat*ried  through  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament in  the  present  Session,  he  had 
lately  observed  very  strong  complaints 
and  accusations  publicly  made  by  at  }east 
one  noble  Lord ;  but  whether  these  com- 
plaints be  well  or  ill-founded,  undoubt- 
edly the  fact  was,  that  the  Bill  had 
passed  the  House  of  Lords.  It  had  been 
introduced  there  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  holding  a  high  position  in  the  Go- 
vernment— accustomed  to  advise  the  House 
of  Lords  in  matters  of  law,  and  well  en- 
titled to  do  so.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
been  in  use  to  rely,  and  might  be  justified 
in  relying,  much  on  the  advice  of  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  such  matters. 
It  had  even  been  known  following  his  ad- 
vice to  reject  the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  Twelve  Judges  of  England,  whom 
it  had  consulted.  He  was  doing  no  injus- 
tice to  that  noble  Lord^  when  he  iissumed 


that  the  views  which  he  urged  in  his  place 
in  Parliament,  in  support  of  the  Bill  he 
had  there  introduced,  were  no|b  materially 
diferept  from  those  which  he  had  given  to 
the  Committee,  when  examined  a9  a  inpr 
neaa  in  support  of  the  s^me  Bill*  He 
would  be  doing  injnatice  to  the  noble  Lov4 
if  he  made  any  other  assumption.  He 
eould  not  possibly  suppose  anything  else. 
Then  if  that  was  ao,  if  the  nob)e  ^4 
learned  Lord  gave  the  House  of  I^prds  Ui 
understand  that  its  judicial  sittings  were 
cpnsumed  in  hearing,  deciding,  an4  re- 
versing Scotch  cases  of  marnage^f  he 
gave  the  House  of  Lords  to  understand 
that  no  Dissenting  clergyman  could  validly 
or  regularly  celebrate  marriage,  even  bcK 
tween  members  of  his  own  congregation — 
that  all  these  evils  an4  restriptions  wonl4 
be  cured  by  the  measore  which  he  recom- 
mended, and  that  the  opposition  of  the 
Church  pf  Scotland  was  traceable  tp  ^n 
unwoirthy  jealousy — ^is  it  wonderful  that 
the  House  of  Lords  shoul4  have  passed 
these  Bills  i  Farther,  he  contended  that 
the  circumstance  of  these  BilU  h^^iog 
passed  the  House  of  Lords  pould  not  fairly 
be  pressed  on  this  House  now  as  a  reason 
for  adopting  them.  iPhe  Bills  as  they 
emanated  from  the  House  of  Lords  had 
not  been  pressed  upon  this  House  as  mea- 
sures which  it  would  be  asked  to  pass. 
On  the  contrary,  the  course  taken  was  tP 
refer  these  BiUs  to  a  Select  Committee. 
In  that  Committee,  the  Begistration  BiU 
had  undergone  alteration;  and  in  regard  to 
the  Afarriage  Bill  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion  that  it  should  not  be  passed  with- 
out inqniry  into  the  subject.  Inquiry  bs^d 
been  granted,  with  the  usual  powers,  and 
witnesses  had  been  examined  in  support  of 
the  Bill.  When  the  examination  of  these 
witnesses  was  concluded,  spme  membera  of 
the  Committee,  with  whom  he  concnrred, 
proposed  to  examine  witnesses  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  existing  law  in  Scotland 
— ^its  effect  on  the  moral  and  social  condi- 
tion of  the  people — their  feeling  in  regard 
to  it,  and  the  probable  consequences  of  the 
proposed  change.  With  that  view  they 
intended  to  examine  persons  who,  by  resi- 
dence and  position,  were  well  qualified  to 
give  the  information  desired.  Clprgymen 
in  populous  towns,  who  were  in  constant 
and  confidential  communication  with  all 
classes — who  had  the  best  opportunities  of 
observing  their  virtues  and  tjieir  vices,  and 
of  knowing  their  habits  and  the  state  of 
their  feelings — magistrates  of  cities,  whose 
attention  hskd  been  specially  called  tq  t\^Q 
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condition  and  habits  of  the  population  un- 
der their  magistracy — persons  of  various 
religious  denominations ;  and,  in  short,  to 
draw  information  from  the  best  and  most 
authentic  sources.  They  gave  in  the  list, 
which  had  been  already  read  to  the  House, 
of  the  names  of  some  of  the  persons 
whom  they  had  in  view  to  examine.  But 
they  were  met  by  a  Motion,  in  the  form  of 
a  resolution  of  the  Committee,  to  confine 
the  evidence  to  legal  authorities  on  the 
present  law  of  marriage — in  short,  to 
examine  none  but  lawyers.  That  resolu- 
tion was  carried  by  a  small  majority;  and 
those  who  desired  a  full  and  fair  inquiry, 
declined  to  go  into  a  partial  and  limited 
inquiry,  which  would  have  excluded  from 
consideration  the  most  important  part  of 
the  case.  Why,  he  would  ask,  should  the 
inquiry  be  limited  to  the  opinions  of  law- 
yers ?  There  was  no  doubt  as  to  what  the 
law  of  Scotland  was.  No  question  had  been 
raised  upon  that  subject.  The  important 
matter  for  inquiry  was  the  working  and  effect 
of  the  law.  Surely  lawyers  were  not  the 
only  persons  qualified  to  give  information 
as  to  that  matter.  The  learned  persons 
who  had  been  examined  in  support  of  the 
Bill,  had  not  limited  their  evidence  to  a 
statement  or  explanation  of  the  law.  They 
had  favoured  the  Committee  with  very 
interesting  and  important  speculations  as 
to  what,  in  their  opinion,  must  be  the 
effect  of  the  law  of  Scotland  on  the  morals 
and  social  condition  of  a  people,  as  com- 
pared with  the  law  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced by  the  present  Bill.  The  specula- 
tive opinions  of  these  learned  persons  on 
such  a  subject  were  no  doubt  entitled  to 
great  respect;  but  why  should  persons 
holding  a  different  opinion,  founded  not  on 
speculative  views  only,  but  on  actual  ob- 
servation, be  precluded  from  stating  that 
opinion,  and  the  facts  on  which  it  was 
rested?  Noble  and  learned  Lords  were 
no  doubt  very  confident  that  all  those  who 
differed  from  them  were  in  error,  or  under 
delusion ;  but  why  should  not  some  of  those 
persons  be  permitted  to  vindicate  their 
own  opinions,  even  although  by  doing  so 
they  should  refute  those  of  noble  and 
learned  Lords?  Why  should  the  inquiry 
be  limited  to  speculative  opinions?  Why 
exclude  evidence  as  to  the  actual  condition 
of  things  under  the  existing  law?  Why 
set  up  speculation  on  the  one  side,  and 
refuse  to  hear  on  the  other  side  direct 
evidence  as  to  the  actual  state  of  the 
facts  ?  Scotland  is  not  an  extensive 
country ;    the   population  is  not   great ; 


and  if  the  law  which  has  so  long  pre- 
vailed there,  to  which  the  people  are 
said  to  be  so  much  wedded,  under  which 
their  habits  and  dispositions  have  been 
formed  in  a  matter  so  materially  affecting 
their  moral  and  social  condition  as  that  of 
marriage,  be  really  a  disgrace  to  any  ciril- 
ised  country,  and  fit  only  for  a  semi-bar- 
barous people;  if  its  operation  be  really  as 
baneful  and  as  general  as  is  alleged,  one 
would  suppose  that  Scotland  must,  bj  this 
time,  be,  throughout  its  whole  length  and 
breadth,  more  corrupt,  more  immoral  and 
vicious,  than  any  other  country  in  the 
civilised  world.  But  while  this  seems  to 
be  the  necessary  deduction  from  what  we 
have  urged  in  support  of  the  Bill,  no  one 
has  hazarded  the  assertion  in  direct  terms. 
A  state  of  moral  disorganisation  is  vaguely 
assumed,  not  only  without  proof,  but  in 
face  of  a  demand  for  inquiry,  which  has 
been  refused.  In  the  name  of  Scotland 
and  of  justice,  he  protested  against  the 
assumption  while  the  inquiry  was  withheld. 
He  denied  that  the  existing  law  had  pro- 
moted, or  that  it  had  a  tendency  to  pro- 
mote, immorality.  He  maintained  that 
its  tendency  was  to  check  immorality. 
What  had  Lord  Campbell  said  in  his  evi- 
dence ?  He  had  said,  "  The  people  of  Scot- 
land, I  am  proud  to  say,  are  a  very  vir- 
tuous people."  If  that  is  a  correct  de- 
scription of  the  character  of  the  people, 
then  it  follows  that  the  existing  law  is  at 
all  events  compatible  with  a  high  state  of 
virtue.  Whether  it  has  contributed  to 
produce  that  high  state  of  virtue  may  be 
matter  of  opinion  and  speculation  ;  bat 
the  fact  that  virtue  is  the  concomitant  of 
tiie  existing  law  in  Scotland,  is  anything 
but  a  reason  for  altering  that  law.  Who 
shall  answer  for  the  consequences  of  the 
alteration?  What  is  the  state  of  matters 
in  England  in  one  important  particular 
connected  with  this  subject,  as  spoken  to 
by  Lord  Brougham?  His  Lordship  was 
asked,  with  reference  to  England,  whether 
cases  of  breach  of  promise  of  marriage, 
accompanied  with  seduction,  were  of  fre- 
quent occurrence,  and  he  answered,  **  Very 
often;  indeed,  it  is  a  very  common  case  to 
have  actions  for  seduction,  where  the  man 
has  seduced  the  woman  by  promising  mar- 
riage;'' and  Dr.  Lushington  gave  evidence 
to  the  same  effect.  Cases  of  that  descrip- 
tion are  rare  in  Scotland.  Thus,  then,  it 
appears  from  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
in  support  of  the  Bill,  that  a  high  state 
of  virtue  is  the  concomitant  of  the  existing 
law  in  the    one  country — ^that  frequent 
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seduction,  under  promise  of  marriage,  is 
tlie  concomitant  of  the  existing  law  in  the 
other  country.  Why  should  you  endeavour 
to  assimilate  the  former  to  the  latter? 
To  remedy  or  prevent  an  evil  which  you 
gratuitously  assume,  hut  have  not  proved 
to  exist  in  connexion  with  the  present  law 
of  Scotland,  you  strangely  enough  pro- 
pose to  suhstitute  a  state  of  law  under 
which,  in  England,  experience  has  proved 
that  the  evil  does  exist  in  an  aggravated 
degree.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  alluded  to  cases  of 
seduction  that  had  come  to  his  own  know- 
ledge in  consultation,  and  had  at  the  same 
time  apologised  for  so  far  making  himself 
a  witness  in  this  discussion.  Any  infor- 
mation communicated  hy  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  at  all  times 
worthy  of  attention  ;  but  he  (Mr.  M*Ncill) 
must  take  the  liberty  of  asking,  why  the 
true  extent  of  the  evil  should  not  be  ascer- 
tained, if  it  were  really  worth  knowing  ? 
Why  was  the  inquiry  not  gone  into  fully 
before  the  Committee  ?  Why  was  it  stifled 
by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  ?  His  light 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  with  con- 
siderable dramatic  effect  given  a  narra- 
tive of  two  cases,  on  the  impression  from 
which  he  appeared  to  place  much  reliance 
as  recommending  the  present  measure.  No 
one  could  dress  up  incidents,  however  un- 
important, with  more  powerful  eflfect  than 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend;  but 
what  did  these  two  cases  amount  to  ?  One 
of  them  had  occurred  upwards  of  thirty 
years  ago.  A  gentleman,  who  had  lived 
in  a  way  not  to  be  commended,  having 
formed  a  resolution  which  could  not  be  too 
strongly  deprecated,  to  put  a  period  to  his 
existence,  had  also  resolved  not  to  quit 
this  world  without  doing  towards  his  family 
■what  ho  felt  to  be  an  act  of  justice  already 
too  long  delayed.  Was  that  a  gi'ound  of 
objection  to  the  law  of  Scotland  ?  Was  it 
any  reason  for  the  proposed  interference 
with  that  law  ?  Would  the  law  of  England 
have  prevented  such  an  occurrence  ?  Could 
the  law  of  England  prevent  a  man  from 
marrying  a  woman  with  whom  he  had  so 
lived;  or  could  it  prevent  him  from  shoot- 
ing himself  next  hour?  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber :  The  law  of  England  would  not  allow 
him  so  to  legitimate  his  children.]  True, 
the  law  of  England  would  not  have  held 
out  that  inducement  to  marry.  Is  it  then 
any  part  of  the  objection  now  made  to  the 
law  of  Scotland,  that  it  holds  out  that  in- 
ducement to  marry  ?  The  objection  hitherto 
has  been  not  in  regard  to  inducement  to 
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marry,  but  as  to  the  mode  of  constituting 
and  proving  the  marriage.  This  Bill  deals 
only  with  that  matter.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber objects  to  the  law  of  legitimation  by 
subsequent  marriage,  let  him  not  be  de- 
ceived by  the  notion  that  this  Bill  will 
alter  that  law.  It  will  not  do  so.  It  ifi 
not  intended  to  do  so.  It  does  not  deal 
with  the  matter  of  legitimation  by  subse- 
quent marriage.  It  leaves  that  part  of 
the  law  of  Scotland  untouched;  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  introduced  the 
Bill,  has  said  that  he  highly  approves  of 
not  touching  that  part  of  the  law.  Thus, 
neither  the  law  of  England,  nor  the  pro- 
posed alteration  of  the  law  of  Scotland, 
could  prevent  a  man  from  contracting  a 
marriage,  or  from  putting  an  end  to  his 
existence,  if  so  disposed.  The  tragic  oc- 
currence of  upwards  of  thirty  years  ago, 
which  had  been  pressed  into  the  argument, 
had  therefore  truly  no  bearing  on  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  present  measure. 
The  other  case  was  of  a  date  equally  re- 
mote. About  forty  years  ago,  a  gentle- 
man of  high  position  in  society,  so  far  for- 
got for  the  time  what  was  worthy  of  and 
due  to  that  position,  in  point  of  honour  and 
truth,  and  observance  of  the  law,  as  to 
marry  a  lady  in  England,  while  he  had  a 
wife  living  in  Scotland;  and  so  he  might 
have  done,  if  he  had  a  wife  living  in  France 
or  in  Holland.  In  short,  he  committed 
bigamy.  And  this  one  case  of  bigamy, 
forty  years  ago,  without  even  an  allega- 
tion of  any  similar  case  since  that  time,  is 
brought  forward  at  the  present  day  as  a 
reason  for  now  altering  the  law  of  Scot- 
laud  in  regard  to  the  constitution  of  mar- 
riage. Is  bigamy  unknown  in  England? 
Is  it  more  rare  in  England  than  in  Scot- 
land ?  Do  the  restrictions  and  regulations 
of  the  law  of  England,  and  its  costly  es- 
tablishment of  registers,  prevent  bigamy  ? 
Let  those  who  have  examined  the  returns 
of  crime  for  some  years  past,  answer  iu 
the  affirmative  if  they  can.  He  did  not 
contend  that  if  we  were  now  framing  a 
code  for  a  newly-established  nation  or 
colony,  the  law  in  regard  to  marriage,  as 
it  exists  in  Scotland,  was  exactly  and  in 
all  respects  that  which  he  would  propose. 
Neither  was  he  prepared  to  say,  that  he 
would  in  such  a  case  give  an  unqualified 
approval  of  the  plan  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  He  might  perhaps  not  be  much 
dissatisfied  with  either,  though  in  all  pro- 
bability he  would  prefer  something  a  little 
different  from  both.  But  such  were  not 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Housq 
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waft  notf  askdd  id  legislatd.  It  was  asked 
to  interfere  with  theToi)g>establiBhed  law  of 
a  nation — a  law  with  which  the  people  were 
familiar  and  contented;  which  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  feelings  and  habits; 
and  from  which  it  has  not  been  shown  that 
any  great  practical  evil  had  resulted.  If 
this  had  been  a  case  in  which  the  preva- 
lence of  immorality  and  vice,  or  any  other 
crying  evil,  had  been  proved  or  admitted; 
and  if,  after  due  inquiry,  properly  conduct- 
ed, the  evil  had  been  traced  to  an  ascer- 
tained cause,  then  it  might  have  been  right 
to  endeavour  to  eradicate  the  evil  by  re- 
moving the  ascertained  cause.  But  there 
was  no  such  case  before  the  House.  On 
the  contrary,  the  inquiry  had  been  resisted 
and  shrunk  from  when  proposed.  Why  is 
this  course  of  interference  pressed  and  per- 
sisted in  ?  You  are  not  here  dealing  with 
a  nation  of  barbarians  whom  you  have 
lately  subjugated — whom,  in  the  exuberance 
of  philanthropy^  you  are  desirous  to  release 
from  the  baneful  influence  of  a  barbarous 
code,  or  a  heathenish  superstition,  which 
threatens  to  retard  the  progress  of  civilisa- 
tion, and  resist  the  influence  of  religion  and 
morality — though  even  in  such  cases  you 
have  shown  perhaps  more  respect  for  the 
feelings  and  habits  of  the  people.  You  are 
not  here  called  upon  by  a  regard  for  public 
safety  to  put  under  restraint  the  dangerous 
dispositions  of  the  inhabitants  of  one  por- 
tion of  the  empire — you  are  not  here  en- 
deavouring, in  opposition  to  the  interested 
prejudices  or  bigotry  of  a  few,  to  extend  to 
the  many  the  benefits  of  sound  instruction. 
Cases  such  as  these  might  justify  your 
perseverance  in  unsolicited  interference; 
but  you  are  here  dealing  with  a  case  in 
every  respect  a  contrast  to  these.  You 
are  dealing  with  and  going  to  interfere 
with  the  laws  and  habits  of  a  civilised 
people,  distinguished  for  their  enterprise 
and  industry — who,  under  these  laws  have 
within  the  last  century  made  more  rapid 
progress  and  improvement  in  agriculture — 
in  commerce  and  manufactures — in  moral 
and  intellectual  culture,  and  in  their  whole 
social  condition,  than  perhaps  any  other 
people  in  Europe,  and  are  now  in  some 
departments  the  rivals,  if  not  even  the  su- 
periors, of  their  more  wealthy  southern 
neighbours.  A  people,  too,  whose  orderly 
conduct — whoso  respect  for  constituted  au- 
thority, and  obedience  to  established  law, 
might  be  cited  as  an  example  among  mo- 
dern nations — a  people  whose  avidity  and 
thirst  for  knowledge,  and  laudable  appre- 
ciation of  the  advantages  of  education,  have 
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long  b6en  acknowledged — whosd  g^n^fiJ 
character  for  virtue  has  been  extolled  by 
the  author  of  this  Bill.  Why  should  yon 
rudely  interfere  with  the  laws  and  customa 
of  such  a  people — ^laws  which,  if  they  have 
not  caused,  nave  at  least  not  prevented 
them  from  attaining  their  presetit  condi- 
tion. The  people  of  Scotland,  while  pos^ 
sessing  the  character  and  qualities  he  had 
described,  were  not  wanting  in  sagacity, 
or  in  a  shrewd  perception  of  their  own  in* 
terests — nor  would  they  hesitate  to  m^ke 
known  their  desires  when  it  was  for  their 
advantage  to  do  so.  Had  they  desired  this 
change  ?  If  so,  when,  where,  how,  and  by 
whom,  had  they  expressed  the  desire  ?  Had 
it  been  by  their  petitions  to  Parliament,  or 
by  their  representatives  in  Parliament? 
He  had  heard  of  no  petitions  in  favoui^ 
of  the  Bill,  except  one,  or  perhaps  two, 
and  these  had  not  been  referred  to  as  im- 
portant. Then,  as  to  the  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  people  through  their  repre- 
sentatives in  this  House,  no  Scotch  Mem- 
ber had  as  yet  risen  in  his  place,  and  stated 
that  he  was  going  to  vote  for  this  Bill,  and 
that  his  vote  would  be  in  accordance  with 
the  declared  wishes  of  his  constituetits. 
One  hon.  Member,  with  a  manliness  which 
he  (Mr.  O'Neill)  admired,  and  acting  on  a 
principle  which,  in  the  general  case,  he 
must  admit  to  be  sound,  had  lately  an- 
nounced his  intention  to  vote  in  favour  of 
the  measure;  because,  in  his  own  judff- 
ment,  he  thought  it  right,  while,  at  t£s 
same  time,  he  candidly  stated  that  his  con- 
stituents had  by  petitions  declared  against 
it.  All  that  he  would  say  on  that  point 
was,  that  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  that 
part  of  Scotland  could  not,  on  this  question, 
be  held  to  be  represented  by  the  Vote  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  might  say  the 
same  thing  of  the  votes  of  most  of  the  hotl. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  now  goiil^ 
to  divide  with  the  Government  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.  The  Government  would  be  de^ 
ceiving  itself  if  it  supposed  that  it  could 
rely  on  these  votes  as  any  indication  of 
the  opinions  or  feelings  on  this  questSotl 
entertained  by  the  people  of  those  parts 
of  Scotland  of  which  these  hon.  Gentle^ 
men  were  the  representatives  in  Parlia-> 
ment.  But  while  there  was  no  express 
sion  of  opinion  from  Scotland  in  farottf 
of  this  Bill,  there  was  a  strong  expres* 
sion  of  opinion  against  it.  He  was  more 
than  surprised  to  hear  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  speak  of  the  petitions 
against  the  Bill  in  the  disparaging  tertui 
in  which  he  had  spoken  of  them.    He  hAd 
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described  them  as  utterly  worthless  and 
insignificant. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  explained. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  as  a  proof  to 
be  relied  on  of  a  general  feeling  throughout 
Scotland,  they  were  worthless  and  insig- 
nificant. 

Mr.  M'NEILL  would  presently  show 
the  extent  to  which  the  petitions  might  be 
regarded  as  indicative  of  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  the  public  in  Scotland;  but  he 
might  now  assume  that  to  the  extent  to 
which  they  did  go — as  exponents  of  the 
opinions  of  at  least  certain  classes  and 
districts — they  were  admitted  to  be  nei- 
ther worthless  nor  insignificant.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate had  treated  those  petitions  as  if  they 
had  proceeded  altogether  from  clergymen 
of  the  established  and  other  ecclesiastical 
bodies.  But  how  did  the  fact  stand  ?  An 
opportunity  had  been  afibrded  to  the  coun- 
ties of  Scotland  to  take  the  measure  into 
consideration  at  their  annual  meetings  on 
the  30th  April.  They  had  done  so,  and 
all  the  counties  in  Scotland,  with  a  very 
few  exceptions,  had  sent  up  petitions 
against  the  measure. 

Mr.  fox  MAULB:  These  petitions 
were  also  against  the  Registration  Bill — 
against  the  two  Bills  conjointly. 

Mr.  M'NEILL:  But  against  this  Bill 
— and  if  they  were  directed  against  this 
Bill  in  connexion  with  the  Registration 
Bill,  they  were  necessarily,  and  most  point- 
edly, against  it  in  its  present  form;  for  he 
had  already  shown,  and  he  repeated,  that 
this  Bill  in  effect  adopted  and  embodied 
into  it  the  Registration  Bill.  It  could  not 
stand  by  itself.  It  depended  on  the  Regis- 
tration Bill  being  passed,  and  all  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Registration  Bill  must  re- 
sist the  present  Bill.  The  counties  of 
Scotland,  then,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
had  petitioned  against  this  measure,  and  of 
those  that  had  not  actually  petitioned  this 
year,  some  had  petitioned  last  year,  and 
some  had  contented  themselves  this  year 
with  reiterating,  in  resolutions  passed  at 
public  meetings,  their  continued  dissatis- 
faction with  the  measure.  The  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  had 
not  sent  up  a  petition ;  but  they  had  at  a 
public  meeting  passed  resolutions,  tempe- 
rately yet  firmly  expressed,  in  reference 
both  to  the  Marriage  Bill  and  the  Regis- 
tration Bill.  They  were  not  opposed  to 
an  improved  system  of  registration,  though 
they  deprecated  a  complex  and  expensive 
ijitem.    They  were  opposed  to  interfering 


with  the  law  of  marriage  needlessly,  in- 
cautiously, or  without  due  inquiry,  though 
they  were  not  opposed  to  putting  a  check 
on  border  marriages ;  and  they  had  re- 
quested him  to  support  these  views,  which 
he  had  now  great  pleasure  in  doing,being 
happily  in  perfect  accordance  with  his  own. 
No  county,  he  believed,  had  passed  resolu- 
tions in  favour  of  this  Bill.  So  much  for 
the  counties.  Next  as  to  the  burghs. 
The  burghs  comprehended  about  one-third* 
of  the  population  of  Scotland.  There 
was  an  institution  recognised  by  law  called 
the  Convention  of  Royal  Burghs,  and 
which  consisted  of  delegates  from  all  the 
burghs  in  Scotland,  who  assembled  once  a 
year,  or  oftener,  in  Edinburgh,  and  delibe- 
rated on  matters  affecting  their  interests. 
At  the  Convention  of  1849,  the  matter  of 
these  Bills  was  taken  into  consideration. 
They  were  disapproved  of,  and  a  petition 
against  them  was  voted  unanimously. 
Thus  you  had  all,  or  nearly  all,  the  coun-' 
ties  petitioning,  and  you  had  the  assembled 
delegates  from  all  the  burghs  petitioning, 
Then  there  were  separate  petitions  from 
the  popularly  elected  town-councils  of  most 
of  the  large  towns  in  Scotland.  The 
town-councils  of  Edinburgh,  of  Dundee,  of 
Perth,  of  Greenock,  of  Leith,  of  Inver- 
ness, of  Stirling,  of  Kilmarnock,  of  St. 
Andrews,  of  Haddington,  and  many  others, 
had  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  There 
was  also  another  body  of  persons,  popu- 
larly elected  to  a  great  extent,  and  who 
had  a  very  material  interest  in  the  pro- 
bable effects  of  this  measure,  especially 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  fearful  extent  of 
bastardy  in  some  parts  of  England — he 
meant  the  parochial  boards  of  populous 
parishes.  Petitions  against  this  measure 
had  been  presented  from  the  parochial 
boards  of  many  of  the  most  populous 
parishes  in  Scotland — the  parochial  board 
of  the  city  parishes  of  Edinburgh — of  the 
great  suburban  parish  of  St.  Cuthbert's — 
of  the  city  parishes  of  Glasgow — of  the 
great  suburban  parish  of  the  Barony — of 
the  parishes  of  Dundee,  of  Paisley,  of 
Greenock,  of  Leith,  of  Port-Glasgow,  of 
Campbelltown,  and  several  others.  Then 
turn  to  another  class  of  petitions  —  he 
meant  those  from  the  clergy,  who  may  be 
said  to  be  the  guardians  of  the  morals  as 
well  as  of  the  religious  character  of  the 
people.  These  petitions  were  admitted  to 
be  numerous;  but  it  had  been  said  that 
they  all  emanated  from  the  same  body  of 
persons  subdividing  themselves  into  sec- 
tions so  as  to  multiply  the  petitions — that 
C2 
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there  was  first  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Church — then  the  same  body  as  the  1 
Commission  of  the  General  Assembly,  and  ] 
so  forth.     But  the  fact  was,  that  the  Com-  \ 
mission  of  Assembly  which  had  petitioned  j 
against  the  Bill  in  March  or  April  last,  ' 
was  the  Commission  of  the  Assembly  of 
1848,  and  that  afterwards,  in  the  month  ! 
of  May,  the    newly-elected  Assembly    of 
1849  had  also  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  ; 
There  were  likewise  many  petitions  from  j 
Presbyteries;  and  it  had  been  said  that ! 
the  Presbyteries   were   composed   of   the 
same  individuals  as  the  General  Assembly.  ; 
That   also   was   incorrect.      The  General 
Assembly  was  a  representative  body  elect-  '■ 
ed  by  the  presbyteries,   universities,  and 
burghs.      And  was   it   of  no   importance 
that   when   the  representatives   who   had  , 
voted  the  petition  in  Assembly  went  back  ! 
to  their  respective  presbyteries,  not  only  i 
was  their  conduct  approved   of   by  their 
constituents,  but  additional  petitions  were  ! 
sent  up  by  these  constituents  themselves 
to  the  same  effect  ?     There  were  also  pe- 
titions from  the  inhabitants  of  some  pa- 
rishes.    It  had  been  said  that  the  signa- 
tures to  the  petitions  were  not  numerous; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  most  of 
the  petitions   had   emanated   from  public 
bodies  and  public  meetings,  and  were  sign- 
ed  only   by  the   official   heads    of    these 
bodies,  or  the  chairmen  of  the  meetings. 
In  these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  observation  as  to  the  number  of 
signatures  was  entitled  to  much  considera- 
tion.    How,  then,  did  the  case  stand  on 
the  petitions?      There  were   against  the 
Bill  petitions  from  almost  every  county  in 
Scotland.     From  the  assembled  delegates 
of  all  the  burghs  in  Scotland — from  the 
popularly  elected  town-councils  of  almost 
all  the  great  towns  in  Scotland — from  the 
parochial  boards  of  many  of  the  most  po- 
pulous parishes  in  Scotland — from  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Church  convened  in 
General  Assembly — and  from  many  of  the 
presbyteries  and   several  parishes.     In  so 
far  as  appeared,  the  counties  were  against 
the  Bill — the  towns  were  against  the  Bill 
— the  parochial  boards  were  against  the 
Bill — the  Church  was  against  the  Bill — 
while,  on  the  other  side,  not  a  voice  had 
been  raised  in  its  favour.     The  only  con- 
clusion he  could  draw  from  these  facts  was, 
that  the  public  voice  had  declared  against 
the  Bill.     If  the  public  feeling  was,  as  it 
appeared  at    present   to   be,    against  the 
measure,  he  had  heard  no  adequate  reason 
assigned  for  taking  a  step  which  would  do 


violence  to  public  feeling  in  such  a  matter; 
and  he  could  not  understand  why,  in  these 
circumstances,  the  Bill  should  be  pressed 
on.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
complained,  that  although  this  was  the 
third"  year  in  which  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  before  the  House,  there  was  still 
a  reluctance  to  pass  it;  and  he  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  very  unreasonable  on  the 
part  of  Scotland  not  to  be  now  ready  to 
take  this  measure.  Thrice  had  it  been 
tendered,  and  thrice  had  they  declined  it. 
His  right  boo.  and  learned  Friend  seemed 
almost  to  insinuate,  that  the  oftener  thej 
looked  at  it,  the  less  were  they  disposed  to 
take  it — so  provokingly  unreasonable  were 
they.  Is  it  not  possible  that  some  part  of 
the  unreasonableness  may  be  on  the  other 
side  ?  You  take  a  fancy  to  prescribe  for 
a  man  who,  to  all  appearance,  is  in  good 
health;  and  he,  being  unconscious  of  any 
ailment,  and  having  no  fancy  to  become 
your  patient,  declines  to  take  the  prescrip- 
tion. For  three  years  you  continue  to 
press  your  specific  upon  him,  and  he  as 
steadily  rejects  it,  feeling  perfectly  well, 
and  exhibiting  no  symptoms  of  illness.  At 
last  you  become  impatient  at  his  unreason- 
ableness and  obstinacy  in  refusing  to 
swallow  your  medicine,  and  you  insist  on 
thrusting  the  dose  down  his  throat,  in  de- 
fiance of  his  most  strenuous  remonstrances, 
and  notwithstanding  a  distinct  offer  to 
prove,  by  witnesses  of  the  greatest  expe- 
rience and  skill,  that  he  is  in  as  good 
health  as  you  or  any  other  man  living.  He 
really  hoped  that  the  bystanders  would  not 
allow  such  treatment  to  be  practised.  He 
had  received  from  various  parts  of  Scot- 
land communications  expressing  much  ap- 
prehension of  evil  from  this  measure,  and 
he  had  considered  it  his  duty  not  to  give  a 
silent  vote  on  the  occasion.  Having  now 
stated  the  grounds  on  which  mainly  he  re- 
sisted the  farther  progress  of  the  Bill 

and,  he  hoped,  without  having  pressed 
these  views  at  greater  length* or  more 
strongly  than  the  circumstances  justified 
— he  would  conclude  by  again  reminding 
the  House  that  it  was  not  called  upon  to 
contrive  a  new  law  for  a  new  state  of  mat- 
ters, or  for  a  new  country,  but  it  was  asked 
to  alter  the  long-established  law  of  an  en- 
lightened, orderly,  and  virtuous  people, 
who  had  not  invited  such  interference,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  had  with  remarkable  una- 
nimity raised  their  voices  against  it.  The 
House  was  asked  so  to  interfere,  not  only 
without  inquiry,  but  while  inquiry  was 
refused.      He  trusted  that  it  would  not 
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sanction  sucli  a  course  of  proceed- 
ing, but  would  adopt  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Peebles- 
shire. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  said,  that  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  this  question,  he 
could  not  allow  it  to  go  to  a  vote  without 
expressing  shortly  his  inducement  for  vot- 
ing for  the  measure  before  the  House. 
If  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  to 
Scotland  was  to  be  to  encourage  clandes- 
tine marriages,  then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  was  right;  but  if  the 
House  saw  the  evil  of  those  marriages,  and 
determined  to  put  an  end  to  concealed  mar- 
riages, then  it  would  accept  of  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  his  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  to  put  an 
end  to  the  evil  that  must  inevitably  arise 
from  clandestine  marriages.  Tho  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  not  to  at- 
tempt to  convince  the  House,  but  to  win 
the  votes  of  hon.  Members  first  by  stating 
that  the  Committee  of  the  House  had 
shrunk  from  a  full  inquiry  into  this  sub- 
ject, and  next  by  saying  that  any  person 
who  voted  for  the  Marriage  Bill  must 
pledge  himself  to  vote  for  the  Registra- 
tion Bill.  The  House  must  recollect  that 
the  Committee  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  not  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the  gen- 
eral state  of  the  law  in  Scotland,  but  only 
a  Committee  which  was  to  inquire  into 
the  details  of  this  Bill;  and  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  expressed 
such  strong  feelings  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, he  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  should  have  liked 
to  -have  seen  his  opinions  recorded  upon 
the  report  of  that  Committee.  But,  let 
him  ask,  who  was  it  who  had  introduced 
a  law  to  put  an  end  to  clandestine  mar- 
riages in  England.  It  was  no  less  an  in- 
dividual than  Lord  Hardwicke;  and  surely 
his  authority  ought  to  be  of  some  weight 
in  attempting  to  carry  that  same  law  a 
step  further — namely,  into  Scotland.  To 
his  mind  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
moral  condition  of  any  people  must  be 
advanced  by  a  law  requiring  that  mar- 
riages should  be  made  public,  and  clan- 
destine marriages  put  an  end  to.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  com- 
plained that  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  liad  treated 
slightingly  the  petitions  which  had  been 
sent  up  against  this  Bill.  He  had,  on  the 
contrary,  expressed  his  highest  respect  for 
the  petitioners  themselves,  but  he  had  pro- 
tested against  those  petitions  being  taken 


as  a  test  of  the  feeling  •  of  the  entire  peo- 
ple of  Scotland.  It  had  been  said  that  tho 
voice  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  throughout 
its  length  and  breadth,  was  against  this  Bill; 
as  to  that,  however  it  might  be,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate that  the  petitions  before  tho  House 
were  not  to  be  taken  as  evidence  of  any  such 
thing.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  there  were  petitions  against 
the  Bill  from  almost  every  county  in  Scot- 
land; but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
forgot  to  state  that  those  petitions  were 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  persons 
appointed  to  take  into  consideration  all 
matters  relative  to  local  taxation,  and 
who  never  lost  an  opportunity  of  petition- 
ing against  any  measure  involving  in  any 
respect  the  principle  of  taxation.  He  did 
not  believe  that  there  had  been  half-a- 
dozen  public  meetings  held  in  any  part  of 
the  country  with  respect  to  this  Bill. 
Whatever  expression  of  opinion  had  been 
made  against  the  Bill,  had  proceeded  from 
town-councils  of  boroughs,  and  from  those 
alone,  and  could  only  be  considered  as 
expressing  their  individual  opinions.  The 
city  of  Glasgow  had,  however,  approved 
of  the  Bill  ;  and  he  thought  he  might 
fairly  place  that  expression  of  opinion 
against  that  expressed  by  less  important 
towns  in  the  country.  He  had  no  wish 
whatever  to  cram  down  the  throats  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  a  measure  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  antagonistic  to  their  best  feel- 
ings. He  believed,  however,  that  if  the 
feelings  of  tho  people  of  Scotland  could 
be  ascertained  with  respect  to  this  Bill, 
they  would  state  at  once  that  they  pre- 
ferred the  security  afforded  by  it  to  the 
present  state  of  the  law  in  that  country. 
Believing,  as  he  did,  that  this  measure 
was  calculated  to  promote  the  morality 
and  security  of  society,  he  should  give  his 
most  cordial  support  to  the  Motion  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MCNEILL  explained :  When  it 
was  suggested  in  the  Committee  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  him- 
self might  be  examined  as  to  the  law,  ho 
had  stated,  that  although  it  was  no  doubt 
competent  for  Members  of  the  Committee 
to  ^ive  evidence,  he  thought  such  a  course 
— where  there  was  no  necessity  for  it — 
had  better  be  avoided;  and  that  as  plenty 
of  other  witnesses  to  the  law  were  acces- 
sible, he  thought  it  would,  on  the  whole, 
be  better  that  those  Gentlemen  who  were 
afterwards  to  deliberate  and  decide  on  the 
evidence,    should   not  themselves  be  wit- 
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nesses.  He  was  not  examined,  neither 
was  liis  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  he  helieved  they 
had  shrunk  from  the  proof  of  their  case, 
when  they  refused  to  receive  the  evidence 
of  those  respectable  persons  whom  it  had 
been  proposed  to  call  as  witnesses  against 
the  Bill.  With  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  as  regarded  this  Bill,  he 
thought  they  had  learned  this  important 
lesson,  that  Scotch  business  ought  to  be 
better  treated  than  it  was.  This  was  the 
first  four  hours  during  the  whole  Session 
that  had  been  devoted  to  a  consideration 
of  the  affairs  of  Scotland.  With  regard 
to  the  Bill  'itself,  he  believed  that  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland  was 
most  decidedly  opposed  to  it.  He  had 
himself  presented  petitions  from  Leith, 
Perth,  and  numerous  other  places  against 
the  Bill.  He  was  perfectly  prepared  to 
vote  with  the  Government  in  favour  of  a 
measure  for  the  abolition  of  Gretna-green 
marriages,  and  he  believed  the  people  of 
Scotland  would  generally  be  favourable  to 
such  a  measure.  Ho  regretted  to  find  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
so  determined  to  proceed  with  this  Bill, 
against  the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  peo- 
ple. It  had  been  said  that  the  law  of 
marriage  in  Scotland  was  worthy  only  of 
a  semi-barbarous  country.  He  denied 
that  such  was  the  case.  As  countries 
became  civilised,  institutions  changed 
and  accommodated  themselves  to  the  im- 
provements which  were  constantly  being 
made.  There  was  nothing  in  the  morality 
of  Scotland  to  show  that  there  was  any- 
thing barbarous  in  its  institutions.  On 
the  contrary,  a  comparison  between  the 
two  countries  would  show  a  decided  ad- 
vantage in  favour  of  Scotland.  It  had 
been  said,  as  one  reason  for  passing  this 
Bill,  that  it  had  been  sent  down  by  the 
House  of  Lords  three  times.  He  hoped  it 
would  be  sent  down  thirty  times.  The  very 
fact  of  its  having  been  sent  down  so  often 
proved  that  it  was  utterly  worthless,  for 
there  never  was  a  Bill  that  was  worth 
anything  treated  in  such  a  manner.  He 
trusted  either  that  the  House  would  re- 
ject the  Bill,  or  that  the  Government 
would  withdraw  it,  in  order  to  prevent 
its  rejection  by  the  House. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words 
*  Monday  next  *  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  73  ;  Noes 
68  :     Majority  5. 
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Alcock,  T. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baincs,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir.  F.  T. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bright,  J. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.E. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Cowan,  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Duff,  G.  S. 

Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
EUice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ellice,  E. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitaPatrick,  rt.  hnJ.W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawcs,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L, 
Ilodges,  T.  L. 


Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  0. 
Laboucl|ere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W,  S. 
Lewis,  G.  O. 
Lushington,  O. 
Mahon,The  O'GonnaB 
Melgund,  Visot. 
MUner,  W.  M.  £. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  Bf.  L. 
O^Bries,  J. 
0*ConneU,H.J. 
Ogle,S.  0.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Perfect,  R. 
Power,  Dr. 
Prioe,  Sir  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rich,  H. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somerville,  rt.hn,S^W. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Towneley,  J, 
Traill,  G. 
Tufhell,  H. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

mil,  Lord  M. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
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Anderson,  A. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
Beresford,  W. 
Bouverie,  hon,  E.  P. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brooke,  Sir  A. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Conolly,  T. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd.  G. 

Drumlanrig,  Visot. 
Duff,  J. 

Dimcan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fergus,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 


Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
FuUer,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  1^ 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Ilallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0. 
Hastie,  A. 
Herbert.  H.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lennox,  Lord  H,  G. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
M'Neill,  D. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Morrison,  Sir  W, 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Naas,  Lord 
OswiUd,  A. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Scott,  hon.  F, 
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Sotheron,  T,  H.S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  U. 

Thompson,  Col, 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S, 

TBLLBRS. 

Mackeniie,  W.  F. 

Dundas,  G. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the 
Bill  he  read  the  Third  Time  upon  Monday 
next." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  expressed  his  hope 
that,  after  the  division  which  had  just 
taken  place,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  would  not  press  the  Bill  further  this 
Session.  Though  not  a  Scotch  Member 
himself,  yet,  from  his  connexion  with  Scot- 
land, he  knew  well  the  state  of  feeling  in 
that  country  with  regard  to  this  Bill;  and 
he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
I^nd  learned  Lord  that  his  case,  viewed  as 
a  Parliamentary  one,  had  virtually  been 
abandoned  by  him.  He  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  whether,  when  he 
or  the  Committee  went  so  far  as  to  admit 
the  necessity  of  taking  evidence  on  this 
Bill,  and  then  refused  to  take  evidence  be- 
yond a  certaiij  point,  they  were  justified  in 
80  doing,  if  they  intended  to  press  the  Bill 
this  Session  ?  On  that  ground  the  case 
for  the  Bill  was  not  a  good  one.  Every 
one  who  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Argyllshire,  must  have  felt  that  he  had 
urged  with  resistless  force  the  claims  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  the  necessity 
for  fuller  inquiry  into  a  matter  so  closely 
connected  with  their  feelings,  before  they 
proceeded  to  legislate  upon  it.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  after  what  they  had  seen  of 
the  sense  of  the  House  in  connexion  with 
the  sense  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  no 
further  attempt  would  be  made  to  proceed 
with  the  measure,  and  that  the  time  of  the 
House  would  not  be  further  wasted  with 
diseusiiops  regarding  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  could  not  admit 
that  the  time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted 
by  a  Motion  which  had  afforded  an  oppor^ 
tunity  for  the  important  speech  of  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  Argyllshire,  in 
which  he  had  stated  his  reasons  against 
the  Bill,  After  hearing  the  debate  they 
bad  just  had,  all  he  would  pow  do  was  to 
ask  the  House  to  allow  him  a  certain  time 
to  deeide  on  the  course  the  Government 
Bhould  adopt.  He  did  not  wish  for  any 
long  time,  and  would  fix  the  Bill  for  Thurs- 
day, when  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  announce  whether  they  would 
proceed  with  it  or  not. 


RAILWAYS  AND  DISTRESSED  UNIONS 
(IRELAND). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  CHANCELLOR 
OF  THE  EXCHEQUER,  the  House  re» 
solved  itself  into  Committee  on  an  advanoci 
for  Railways  and  Distressed  Unions  in  Ire^ 
land. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHEi. 
QUER  said,  that  the  object  of  the  Motioii 
which  he  was  about  to  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Chairman  was  to  enable  the  Gov 
vemment  to  make  advances  for  the  con^ 
struction  of  a  railway  between  the  towiif 
of  Athlon  e  and  Gal  way.  The  Government 
had  received  applications  from  several 
parts  of  Ireland  for  advances  of  publio 
money  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  or 
finishing  lines  of  railway  in  Ireland.  They 
had  been  asked  to  make  advances  in  soma 
instances  because  the  lines  were  nearly 
finished,  and  in  other  cases  because  they 
had  not  boen  commenced ;  and  in  eac^ 
case  the  parties  no  doubt  thought  they 
had  adduced  most  excellent  reasons.  Up 
admitted  that  it  would  be  most  advau^ 
tageous  for  Ireland  if  some  of  theso 
railways  were  completed ;  hut,  for  th^ 
reasons  which  he  had  formerly  explaiqed, 
he  did  not  think  it  was  the  duty  of  th^ 
Government  to  make  advances,  gener&Uji 
for  the  construction  or  completion  of  linei 
of  railway.  In  stating  this,  however,  ho 
felt  bound  to  say,  after  the  fullest  consi« 
deration,  that  he  thought  a  special  casci 
had  been  made  out  for  an  advance  for  thq 
construction  of  a  trunk  line  to  the  we^t  of 
Ireland,  on  the  same  ground  as  that  qq 
which  they  formerly  {advanced  a  sum  fpF 
the  completion  of  a  line  to  the  south  an4 
south-west  of  Ireland.  They  had  alsQ 
taken  into  consideration  the  extreme  dis^ 
tress  which  existed  in  the  west  of  Irelandf 
and,  with  a  view  to  the  employment  of  tb^ 
inhabitants  of  those  parts,  they  felt  th(^t 
nothing  could  be  better  than  to  promote 
the  opening  of  a  direct  line  of  railway  be^ 
tween  Dublin  and  Galway,  The  parts  pf 
the  country  which  would  be  affected  were 
known  in  that  House  as  some  of  the  mo^t 
destitute  unions,  where  the  sufferings  of  tho 
people  were  extremely  great.  A  company 
had  been  formed  in  Ireland,  and  had  obtain- 
ed Acts  to  construct  a  line  of  ri^ilway  from 
Dublin  to  Galway.  A  portion  of  this  line 
was  actually  open,  namely,  from  Dublin  tQ 
MuUingar,  a  distance  of  nearly  fifty  miles; 
and  not  only  was  this  existing  line  between 
Dublin  and  MuUingar  reported  pf  in  th^ 
most  favourable  mi^qner,  bi|t  the  qo^pftPy 
deserved  every  pMit  for    %}i^  mo^e  in 
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which  they  had  proceeded.  There  was  a 
Bccoiid  portion  of  the  line,  namely,  from 
Mullingar  to  Athlone,  a  distance  of  twenty- 
eight  miles,  on  which  the  works  to  a  small 
extent  had  been  carried  on  ;  and  the  com- 
pany had  undertaken  to  complete  it  within 
a  limited  period.  This  was  as  much  as 
could  be  expected  under  the  circumstances. 
Early  in  the  Session  the  Government  had 
had  under  their  consideration  projects  for 
facilitating  the  communication  with  the 
west  of  Ireland.  Several  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  west  of  Ireland,  and  more 
especially  with  Galway,  had  held  repeated 
communications  with  them  on  the  subject, 
and  arrangements  had  at  last  been  come 
to,  which  had  met  with  the  concurrence 
of  all  parties  interested,  and  which,  if 
the  House  would  sanction,  would  insure 
the  completion,  before  the  expiration  of 
two  years,  of  a  railway  between  Dublin 
and  Galway.  As  he  had  already  stated, 
the  company  had  constructed  the  railway 
from  Dublin  to  Mullingar  by  their  own 
funds;  and  there  was  a  fair  presumption 
that  the  line  from  Dublin  to  Athlone 
would  shortly  be  completed,  for  the  amount 
of  the  debt  of  this  railway  company,  be- 
yond that  for  the  purchase  of  a  canal, 
did  not  exceed  20,000^.  The  estimate 
for  the  formation  of  the  line  between 
Mullingar  and  Athlone  was  300,000/., 
while  that  for  the  line  between  Athlone 
and  Galway  was  about  500,000/. ;  but  he 
believed  the  expense  might  be  reduced 
below  the  latter  sum.  He  would,  however, 
take  500,000/.  as  the  sum  to  be  advanced  by 
the  Government,  and  in  this  sum  there  was 
included  the  charge  for  two  aqueducts  over 
the  rivers  Shannon  and  Suck.  This  mo- 
ney would  be  advanced  at  the  rate  of  3^ 
per  cent,  and  the  repayments  were  to  com- 
mence after  a  period  of  ten  years,  when 
the  debt  was  to  be  paid  by  instalments. 
For  such  repayments  it  was  intended  to 
take  as  security  the  receipts  of  the  whole 
line.  There  would  be  ample  guarantee 
for  the  amount  of  interest  payable  to  the 
Government,  for  the  baronies  on  the  line 
were  bound  to  make  good  to  the  company 
the  difference  between  the  profits  of  the 
line,  and  the  interest  due  by  them  to  the 
Government.  In  order  to  ascertain  clearly 
and  distinctly  the  state  of  the  property, 
an  auditor  would  be  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, whose  duty  it  would  be  to  in- 
vestigate the  accounts  of  the  company, 
and  his  decision  was  to  be  final  as  to  the 
proportion  in  which  the  interest  on  the 
sum  advanced  should  be  shared,  between 


the  company  and  the  baronies.  In  ad- 
vancing this  sum  for  the  constmction  of 
the  Hue  between  Athlone  and  Galway, 
they  did  not  consent  to  do  so  without  at 
the  same  time  insisting  that  contempo- 
raneously with  this  the  company  should  con- 
struct out  of  their  own  capital  the  line  be- 
tween Mullingar  and  Athlone,  and  stipula- 
tions had  been  entered  into  for  this  pur- 
pose. Before  any  instalment  was  ad- 
vanced, the  Government  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  company  were  prepared  to  expend 
three-fifths  of  that  sum  on  the  line  be- 
tween Mullingar  and  Athlone.  Thus, 
for  every  100,000/.  advanced  by  the  Go- 
vernment, 60,000/.  must  be  advanced  out 
of  the  fimds  of  the  company.  The  whole 
of  it  must  be  completed  by  December, 
1851,  and  the  Government  would  have 
power  to  take  possession  of  the  whole  if 
the  line  was  not  completed  at  the  expira- 
tion of  that  period.  The  whole  amount 
to  be  expended  was  800,000/.;  500,000/. 
advanced  by  the  Government,  and  the 
rest  by  the  company.  This  would  con- 
fer great  benefit  on  the  districts  through 
which  it  passed,  in  the  employment  of 
the  poor  labourers  along  the  line,  and 
it  would  also  tend  to  the  improvement 
of  the  districts  lying  near  the  line. 
An  annual  report  of  progress,  and  the 
cfiBct  which  the  employment  of  labour 
had  produced,  would  be  furnished  to 
the  Government,  and  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from 
Sir  John  Macneil,  an  engineer  of  the  first 
eminence  in  Ireland,  in  reply  to  a  re- 
quest from  the  secretary  of  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  to  know 
his  opinion  of  the  effect  which  the  works 
of  that  company  had  produced  in  certain 
counties.     The  letter  was  as  follows : — 

**  In  reply  to  your  letter  requesting  to  know 
my  opinion  irn  to  the  amount  of  good  which  the 
works  of  the  company  have  done  in  the  counties 
of  Tipperary,  Limerick,  and  Cork,  I  beg  to  state 
that  the  number  of  persons  employed  by  Mr.  Dar- 
gan  alone,  in  the  excavations  and  embankments, 
in  the  gravel-pits  and  quarries,  and  along  the 
line,  exclusive  of  masons,  carpenters,  and  other 
mechanics,  has  exceeded  15,000  a  day.  These 
men  had  an  average  of  9s.  a  week  each,  which 
they  regularly  received,  and  were  by  that  means 
enabled  to  support  themselves  and  their  families. 
The  total  amount  of  individuals  thus  supported 
<;ould  scarcely  be  less  than  80,000.  Had  it  not 
been  for  the  timely  advance  made  by  Government 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  the  greater  part  of 
these  people,  if  not  the  whole,  would  have  been 
thrown  on  the  parishes  or  died  of  starvation. 
Most  of  the  men  employed  on  the  works  were 
from  the  immediate  locality  of  the  different  works, 
though  there  were  some  from  distant  parts  of  the 
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country.  Tho  giving  of  this  emplo3nnent,  and 
keeping  so  many  people  from  the  demoralising  in- 
fluence of  the  poorhouse,  are  not  the  least  of  the 
benefits  which  have  been  aflforded  by  the  advance 
of  the  public  money;  for  the  men  so  employed 
have  been  taught  such  habits  of  labour,  and  are 
80  much  improved  in  physical  strength  and  effi- 
ciency of  working,  that  they  are  now  better  worth 
9«.  a  week,  even  as  farm  servants,  than  they  were 
before  worth  5«.;  and  it  is  a  fact  well  known, 
that  in  every  instance  tho  men  who  have  been 
employed  in  railway  works,  under  regular  con- 
tractors, and  obliged  to  give  full  labour  for  their 
wages,  have  seldom  a&rwards  wanted  work. 
They  readily  find  employment,  either  in  this  coun- 
try or  on  public  works  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and,  in  most  cases,  would  prefer  taking  work  by 
contract  than  by  day's  wages  ;  which  is  very  con- 
trary to  what  they  were  accustomed  to  do,  and 
proves  as  clearly  as  anything  can,  that  their  for- 
mer slothful  and  idle  habits  have,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, been  overcome,  and  changed  into  an  ener- 
getic desire  to  improve  their  condition  by  exertion 
and  labour — a  feeling  which  it  is  most  desirable 
to  promote  and  encourage,  and  which,  I  believe, 
cannot  be  better  accomplished  than  by  such  em- 
ployment." 

The  House  would  be  gratified  to  hear  this 
account  of  the  improvement  of  the  work- 
ing classes  in  that  part  of  Ireland  by  the 
expenditure  of  the  money  which  had  been 
advanced  by  Government;  and  it  was  ob- 
vious that  a  great  many  of  the  labouring 
poor  living  in  the  districts  along  the  pro- 
posed linf ,  would  be  employed  with  simi- 
lar benefit  to  the  country  and  to  them- 
selves. That  this  would  be  the  case  was 
generally  felt  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
proposed  railway;  and  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  resolution  passed  at  a  large  public 
meeting  held  at  Galway,  expressing  the 
greatest  satisfaction  on  learning  that  this 
line  was  to  be  constructed.  He  was  con- 
vinced it  was  utterly  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  undertake  works  of  this  de- 
scription on  a  large  scale :  the  improvement 
of  the  country  must  arise  out  of  individual 
energy,  enterprise,  and  expenditure.  It 
might  be,  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  pro- 
perty in  this  part  of  Ireland  must  change 
hands;  but,  at  the  same  time,  means  might 
be  taken  to  enable  proprietors  who  con- 
tinued on  their  estates  to  improve  them  to 
their  own  benefit  and  that  of  the  country 
too.  He  was  happy  to  hear  that  there  was 
an  increasing  disposition  to  purchase  and 
take  on  lease  in  that  part  of  the  country; 
and  he  knew  of  nothing  better  calculated 
to  encourage  such  a  disposition  than  in- 
creased means  of  communication,  and  fa- 
cilities for  the  transmission  of  produce  to 
this  country.  The  construction  of  this 
line  might  be  of  great  advantage  in  the 
development  of  the  fisheries  off  that  coast; 


and  as  he  saw  no  other  possible  means  of 
effecting  tho  beneficial  objects  to  which 
he  had  adverted,  he  ventured  to  ask  the 
House  to  sanction  this  advance  of  500,000^. 
towards  the  construction  of  this  line  of  rail- 
way on  the  terms  he  had  already  stated. 

*'  Res.  1. — That  tho  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to  direct  Ad- 
vances to  be  made  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land to  the  Exchequer  Loan  Commissioners,  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  500,000^.,  to  be  by  them 
applied  by  way  of  loan,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing a  Railroad  between  Athlone  and  Gal- 
way." 

Mr.  FITZSTEPHEN  FRENCH  rose, 
pursuant  to  notice,  **  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  necessity  of  securing 
the  completion  of  trunk  lines  of  railway 
throughout  Ireland."  He  would  not  enter 
on  the  details  of  the  Government  measure, 
until  the  Bill  by  which  it  was  to  be  carried 
out  was  in  the  hands  of  Members.  To 
some  of  its  provisions,  as  explained  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  —  for  instance,  the  liabilities 
sought  to  be  imposed  on  the  counties — he 
was  strongly  opposed;  they  were  unjust, 
and  not  to  be  defended  on  principle,  and  if 
carried,  would  be  the  foundation  of  bitter 
animosity  and  litigation  between  the  rail- 
way proprietors  and  tho  landholders  in  the 
districts  through  which  they  were  to  be 
made.  Still,  on  the  whole,  he  was  happy 
to  be  able  to  say  that  he  regarded  this  pro- 
position as  one  of  the  most  statesmanlike 
measures  that  had  emanated  from  the  Go- 
vernment. It  went  in  the  right  direction, 
though  he  thought  not  far  enough.  It  was 
his  opinion  that  the  employment  afforded 
by  the  railways  in  England  had,  far  more 
than  the  new  poor-law,  tended  to  check 
pauperism  here;  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  extension  of  railways  in  Ireland  would 
tend  to  the  same  happy  result  there.  There 
had  hitherto  been  far  too  little  done  by  the 
Government  of  this  country  in  the  promo- 
tion of  railways,  despite  the  admirable 
examples  shown  them  by  far  less  wealthy 
and  commercial  countries.  In  England, 
up  to  1847,  109,000,000Z.  were  expended 
in  the  construction  of  railways,  the  income 
from  which  is  9,000,000Z.  In  addition  tp 
this  sum  expended,  there  is  a  yearly  outlay 
of  30,000,000/.  on  the  lines  in  progress  of 
construction.  Up  to  the  end  of  1848, 
about  200,000,000?.  had  been  laid  out; 
and  by  the  report  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners, it  appears  probable  that  a  further 
outlay  of  90,000,000/.  will  take  place  on 
lines  authorised  by   Parliament.      There 
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are  now  3,918  miles  open  in  England. 
In  1847,  when  about  2,600  miles  were 
in  operation,  60,000,000  of  passengers, 
20,000,000  of  tons  of  goods,  2,000.000  of 
sheep,  500,000  black  cattle,  and  500,000 
pigs,  were  carried;  the  traffic  and  works 
affording  permanent  employment  to  50,000 
persons,  and  temporary  work  to  254,000, 
making  a  total  of  no  less  than  304,000 
persons  employed  about  railways  during 
the  year.  This,  too,  was  exclusive  of  col- 
liers, of  men  employed  in  iron  works, 
engine  and  coach  factories,  and  brickfields. 
If  the  estimate  were  made  to  include 
400,000  heads  of  families,  it  would  not  be 
too  much,  and  that  would  give  2,000,000 
of  individuals  fed  through  railway  employ- 
ment in  England.  His  belief  was,  that  the 
enormous  amount  of  wages  annually  paid 
on  the  lines,  the  saving  in  the  transit  of 
passengers,  and  the  facilities  for  the  trans- 
port of  goods  and  produce,  were  much 
larger  items  in  the  aggregate  of  Eng- 
land's prosperity  than  many  might  sup- 
pose. The  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
railways  had  struck  foreign  Governments 
so  forcibly,  that  they  had  not,  as  in  Eng- 
land, waited  for  private  capitalists  to  come 
forward,  but  had  advanced  sums  from  the 
resources  of  the  State.  What  had  been 
done  by  the  Belgian  Government  under  M 
Nothomb's  administration,  was  familiar  to 
everybody;  but  he  doubted  if  what  had 
been  effected  by  other  Continental  States 
was  equally  well  known.  In  the  smaller 
Gorman  States,  up  to  1845,  541  miles  had 
been  constructed,  at  a  cost  of  9,676,249^., 
in  this  proportion  : — 


Baden 


Distance. 

Miles. 
96  .. 


Brunswick  and  Ha- 
nover     38  . 

Brunswick  and  Oeh- 
torleben 48  . 

Brunswick  <b  Ham- 
burg   27i. 

Hamburg  to  Bergc- 
dorf  lOJ. 

Altonato  Kcil 64  . 

Leipzig  to  Dresden TlJ. 

3axon  Bavari<in  ...  51  . 

Taunus  Railway  ...  28  . 

Munich  to  Augs- 
burg   , 37i. 

Louifl,  Southern  and 
Northern  70  . 

Nureinburg  and 
Furth    4  . 


Cost. 
£ 
.1,704,306  Govemment 

line 

.    209,707  ditto 

.    240,000  ditto 

.    127,500  ditto 

.  191,332 

..  882,500 

,.  976,000 

.  900,000  J  by  State 

.  291,666 

..    350,000  Purchased  by 
GoveriUQent 

..4,286,600  Government 

..      17,708 


In  Prussia,  a  comprehensive  system  of 
lines  was  traced  out  to  the  extent  of  3,200 


miles,  of  whieb,  up  to  18i5,  652  mWm 
were  completed  at  a  eost  of  7,017,198^., 
in  this  proportion : — 


Berlin  and  Anhalt 

Berlin  and  Potsdam  ... 

Berlin  and  Stettin 

Berlin   and  Frankfort 
on  Oder 


Distance.  Cosl. 

...  93i *n«.MS 

...   1«  900,000 

83  78J,600 


49i ^0,OOQ 

/  SJper^ 
cent 


Lower  Silesian  184 

Upper  ditto    49|" 


Breslaw  and  Schwoid- 

nitz 

Madgeburg  and  Leipsio 
Ditto  and  Halberstadt 
Dusseldorf  and  Elber- 

feld 

Cologne  andAix-la-Cha- 
pelle 


guaran- 
teed b7 
Qovem- 
ment 


1,900,000 

oao,ooo 


87  «8«,000 

071 015,000 

35} 980,155 

J«  804,170 

52  , 1,495,000 


Ditto  and  Bonn 18| 181,400 


652 


£7,017,198 


In  Austria,  the  foUowin^^  lines  had  l>e«i 
made : — 

Distance,  Cort. 

Budweis  Linzguimden  ...119  iC849,000 

Emp.  Ferdinand's  Nor...  179  1,700,000 

Vienna  to  Glognitz   46  1,050,000 

Olmutz  and  Prague  151  1,848,7^ 

Murzusoblag  and  Gratz  .    5^\ 600,000 

£5,580,895 

In  France,  ahout  1,360  miles  of  railway 
had  heen  opened.  In  Belgium,  there  haa 
been  347  miles  constructed  by  the  Sti^to 
at  a  cost  of  5,945,1482. 

In  Sweden,  the  State  guarantees  4  pof 
cent  for  fifteen  years  :  repayment  of  any 
money  paid  by  the  Government  no%  to 
take  place  for  ten  years,  and  then  only  to 
be  made  from  half  the  surplus  profit  ovep 
6  six  per  cent,  the  terms  being  these; 
the  lines  to  be  purchased  by  the  Govern-, 
ment  for  twenty  years,  unless  at  a  bonua 
of  25  per  cent ;  to  be  exempted  from  ordir 
nary  taxation  ;  Crown  lands  to  he  given 
free,  and  the  labour  of  soldiers,  paupers, 
and  convicts  at  the  disposal  of  Govern- 
ment, to  be  given  to  the  companies  at  re- 
duced wages.  Electric  telegraphs  to  be 
erected  at  the  public  expense.  Even  in 
our  own  colonies  the  principle  has  been 
acted  upon.  By  an  Act  of  the  Legislature 
of  New  Brunswick,  6  per  cent  was  guaran- 
teed to  the  St.  Andrew  and  Quebec  Rail- 
way. This  Act  was  sanctioned  by  Her 
Majesty  in  Council.  The  East  India  Com- 
pany guaranteed  to  the  shareholders  in 
the  Great  Indian  Peninsula  Company  a 
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dmdend  of  6  per  cent;  and  the  11  and  12 
Vic,  c.  130,  authorised  Her  Majesty  to 
guarantee  4  per    cent  for   loans  for  the 
construction  of  railways  in  the  West  Indies 
and  the  Mauritius.     Eleven  years  ago,  the 
attention  of  the  Government  was  drawn  to 
the  expediency  of  developing  the  resources 
of  Ireland  by  advances  to  Irish  railways, 
and  a  measure  was  introduced  by  Lord 
Morpeth  for  applying  two  millions  and  a 
half  to  the  purpose,  but  this  proposal  had 
not  been  carried  out.     Since  that  time, 
Acts  had  been  obtained  for  the  construc- 
tion of  thirty   lines,   extending  to   1,676 
miles.     Fifteen  of  these  lines  were  open, 
or  in  progress,   extending  to  450    miles 
altogether,  361  miles  being  actually  open, 
leaving  1,200  miles,  which  the  Legislature 
had  decided  to  be  necessary  and  remu- 
nerative, not  commenced,  nor  likely  to  be 
commenced.     The  lines  open  were  Kings- 
town,   Drogheda,  •  Great     Southern    and 
Western,  Midland  Great  Western,  Ulster, 
Ballymena.      Those  in  progress  are  the 
Belfast  Junction,  Newrv  and  Enniskillen, 
Dundalk    and    Enniskillen,    Belfast    and 
County  Down,  Warrenpoint  and  Rostre- 
vor,  Waterford  and  Limerick,  Waterford 
and  Kilkenny,  Cork  and  Bandon,  South 
Eastern.      It  was  no  great  wonder  that 
hitherto  capitalists  had  been  deterred  from 
entering  more  largely  upon  railway  schemes 
in  Ireland,  when  consideration  was  applied 
to  the  enormous  sums  which  had  been  ex- 
pended here  upon  railways.     In  England, 
up  to  the  present  time,  a  sum  of  nearly 
200,000,000Z.  had  been  spent  in  the  con- 
struction of  railways,  the   cost  per  mile 
being  — Blackwall,   289,980Z. ;    Croydon, 
80,400Z.;  Manchester  and  Bury,  70,000^.; 
Manchester  and  Leeds,   64,582Z. ;  Man- 
chester and  Birmingham,  61,624i.  ;  Man- 
chester and  Sheffield,  56,316i.;  Brighton, 
56,98H.  ;     Eastern   Counties,   46.355^  ; 
Great  Western.  46,870Z. ;  South  Eastern, 
44,412?.;  North  Western,  41,6121.;  South 
Western,  28,004^    And  not  much  wonder 
at  this  cost  when  you  considered  the  mon- 
strous  expenditure  for  land   and  Parlia- 
mentary charges.     The  cost  per  mile  for 
these  items  were — - 

Parlia- 
For  Land,    mentary 
Expenses. 

Eastern  Countiea £15,881  ...  £886 

Brighton  10,106  ...  4,806 

Great  Western 6,421  ...     985 

Manchester  and  Birmingham     16,252  ...  5,100 

The  Parliamentary  expenses  of  the 
Grand  Junction  were  1,527^.  a  mile;  of 
.the  BliMkwaU,    14,414?.      Contrast  this 


with  the  cost  of  railways  elsewhere,     Mr. 
Preston,  in  a  letter   lately  addressed  by 
him  to  Lord  John  Russell,  states  that  the 
entire  cost  of  the  German  lines,  up  to  the 
present   time,   averages    only  10,940?.  a 
mile.     In  Belgium,  the  line  from  Ghent  to 
Bruges  cost  7,6751.  ;  that  from  Ghent  to 
Courtrai,  6,620Z.  per  mile.     Of  the  Ame- 
rican railways,  the   Columbia  and  Phila- 
delphia cost   10,000?.  ;    the   Boston   and 
Worcester,  7,700?.;  the  Western,  7,300?.; 
the   Camden  and  Amboy,    4,100?.  ;    the 
Utica  and  Syracuse,  3,600?.  ;  the  Rich- 
mond and  Potomac,  3,600?. ;  the  Florida, 
3,200?. ;  Auburn,   2,990?.  ;  South   Caro- 
lina, 2.600?. ;  Central,  2.400?.;  Attica  and 
Buffalo,  1,600?.;  of  single  lines,  the  ave-. 
rage  cost  in  America  has  been  5,000?.  per 
mile.     There  was  no  reason  why  the  lines 
in  Ireland  should  not  be  constructed  upo^ 
as  economic    a   scale,   for   the   landlords 
would  be  ready  to  meet  the  various  com- 
panies upon  the  most  liberal  terms,  reflect- 
ing, as  they  must,  upon  this  among  other 
considerations  of  vital  benefit  to  themselves 
and  to  their  country,  that  the  60  per  cent 
of  outlay  paid  to  unskilled  labourers  would, 
to  that  enormous  extent,  lighten  the  rates, 
and  that  the  character  of  the  labour  would 
permanently  raise  the  character  and  views 
of  the  labourers.      In  the  county  he  had 
the    honour  to   represent,  the    landlords 
gave  up  all  claim  to  remuneration  for  the 
land  taken  by  the  Board  of  Works  in  1847* 
Lord   Lorton   gave  up  900?.  ;    Lord   de 
Freyne,  800?.  ;  Lord  Westmeath  and  Mr. 
Will,  all  gave  up  the  sums  for  which  they 
held  the  Board's  certificates  ;    and  a  simi- 
lar course  would,   he  was   confident,   be 
adopted  by  the  Western  landlords.     He 
did  not  contend  that  it  would  be  advisable 
to  assist  in  the  construction  of  the  1,200 
miles  of  railway  now  left  untouched,  even 
although  it  might  be  shown  that  the  re- 
turns would  cover  the  expense.    To  secure 
to  Ireland  the  advantage  of  trunk  lines  of 
railway  would  not  require  a  larger  advance 
altogether  than  2,000,000?.  ;  and  he  was 
prepared  to  show  that,  should  Government 
adopt  his  plan,  the  produce  from  the  tax 
on  passenger  traflSc  would  produce  them 
an  income  of  16,000?.  a  year  over  and 
above  any  liability  to  which  they  would  be 
subjected,  should  there  be  no  surplus  reve- 
nues from  the  lines.    He  was  deeply  grate- 
ful for  the  advance  now  proposed  ;  but  he 
feared  that,  in  the  districts  not  immediately 
benefited,  it  would  be  considered  a  mani- 
festation of  favouritism  towards  a  particular 
line  ;  and,  at  lea^t,  as  another  illustration 
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of  that  bit-by-bit  legislation  which  had 
long  been  the  subject  of  complaint  on  the 
part  of  Ireland  against  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. The  whole  of  the  western  dis- 
trict was  without  railways,  and  what  he 
would  propose,  under  the  circumstances, 
was,  that  the  State  should  construct  about 
110  miles  of  railway,  commencing  at  Mul- 
lingar,  and  ending  at  Ballina,  with  branches 
to  Sligo  and  Westport.  Such  a  line  would 
run  through  the  very  centre  of  the  dis- 
tressed unions — Ballina,  Swinford,  Castle- 
bar,  Westport,  Ballinrope,  Roscommon, 
and  Castlerea — all  which  places  were  suf- 
fering from  the  irapossiblity  of  trasmitting 
their  produce — the  cost  of  carrying  being 
often  25  per  cent  of  the  value;  so  that 
cultivation  was  almost  at  a  stand.  This 
would  cost  about  880,000^.,  or,  if  the  plan 
of  Sir  John  M*Neil  were  adopted  in  the 
construction,  only  400,000?.,  a  fair  interest 
for  which,  say  2  per  cent,  should  be  gua- 
ranteed by  the  counties  which  received  the 
benefit  of  the  line.  Unless  facility  of  carriage 
was  provided,  it  was  unreasonable  to  ex- 
pect that  either  capital  or  enterprise  would 
be  applied  to  agriculture  in  these  districts. 
No  investment  would  be  made  so  long  as 
the  market  for  the  produce  is  so  distant 
from  the  place  where  it  was  grown,  and 
the  mode  of  reaching  it  so  dilatory  and  ex- 
pensive. This  State  outlay  would  form 
the  necessary  basis  of  the  work,  and  he 
would  further  propose  to  stimulate  and  en- 
courage the  investment  of  private  capital 
by  a  loan  of  1,500,000^  upon  the  terms 
of  double  the  amount  lent  being  expended 
by  the  companies.  He  would  propose  to 
make  this  loan  to  the  existing  companies 
in  the  following  proportions : — To  the  Mid- 
land Great  Western,  460,0002. ;  the  Bel- 
fast Junction,  300,000?.;  the  Dundalk  or 
Newry  and  Enniskilleu,  200,000?.;  the 
Londonderry  and  Enniskillen,  100,000?.; 
the  Watci-ford  and  Limerick,  200,000?.; 
the  Killarney  Junction,  50,000?.;  and  the 
Limerick  and  Ennis,  70,000?.;  the  Cork 
and  Bandon,  80,000?.;  tlie  South  Eastern, 
40,000?.  The  security  he  proposed  was  a 
lien  on  the  entire  lines  on  which  the  paid- 
up  capital  of  the  companies  had  been  ex- 
pended. Were  this  done,  Ireland  would 
be  put  in  a  fair  way  to  work  out  her  own 
regeneration.  A  Northern  trunk  line  would 
thus  be  secured,  connecting  Dublin,  Drog- 
heda,  Dundalk,  Newry,  Belfast,  Castle- 
blancy,  Armagh,  Enniskillen,  Strabane, 
Londonderry,  and  Coleraine.  A  Southern, 
connecting  Dublin,  Cork,  Limerick,  Ban- 
don, Killarney,  Ennis,  Carlow,  Kilkenny, 


and  Waterford;  and  a  Western,  connecting 
Dublin,  Galway,  Sligo,  Ballina,  and  Water- 
ford.  The  effect  of  affording  this  assist- 
ance would  be  to  seure  an  outlay  of  about 
5,000,000?.  in  Ireland  during  the  next 
three  years.  Employment  would  thus  be 
given  at  once  to  40,000  heads  of  families, 
and  thus  a  maintenance  afforded  to  the 
200,000  souls  dependent  upon  them.  To 
provide  even  against  the  possibility  of  loss 
on  the  lines  executed  by  Government,  a 
guarantee  of  2  percent  should  be  given  by 
the  counties  or  baronies  benefited.  A  lia- 
bility of  this  kind  could  not  fairly  be  ob- 
jected to,  as  they  would  receive  a  very 
considerable  increase  to  the  value  of  their 
property.  The  line  to  Birmingham,  about 
the  same  length,  is  shown  to  have  added 
360,312?.  to  the  value  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty, exclusive  of  all  contingent  advan- 
tages, while  a  description  of  property 
would  be  created  which  would  not  alone 
give  employment  to  their  ablebodied  la- 
bourers, but  contribute  largely  to  their 
poor-rates.  Railways  had  always  been 
found  to  create  the  means  of  permanent 
employment — they  never  contributed  large- 
ly to  the  direct  easement  of  the  burden  of 
poor-rate. 

£    8.     d, 
London  and  North  Western,  pays 

in  parochial  taxes,  per  aci*e 13     6     0 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  14  10     0 

Brighton    14     0     0 

Dover     14    6     0 

Great  Western 9  16     0 

Southwestern 7  16     0 

Midland 7     6     0 

The  effects  they  would  have  on  Ireland, 
and  on  the  development  of  its  great  mine- 
ral resources,  was  very  ably  shown  in  the 
pamphlet  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tewkes- 
bury, on  Irish  Wants  and  Practical  Me- 
medics.     He  says — 

"  Putting  aside,  for  the  present,  the  more  pro- 
minent features,  usually  considered  in  reference 
to  railway  traffic,  the  rapid  transit  of  passengers, 
the  greater  cheapness  of  fares,  and  the  greater 
safety  in  travelling,  we  have  to  consider  more 
particularly  how  a  railway  system  will  a£fcct  the 
agricultural  interests  of  Ireland,  which  is  so  pecu- 
liarly dependent  on  those  resources." 

He  we  have  the  very  valuable  evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Committee  in  1846 
on  the  Railway  Acts'  Enactments.  That 
competent  authority,  Mr.  Smith,  of  Dean- 
ston,  then  said,  that  on  a  farm  of  200  acres 
on  a  six  course  shift,  with  fifteen  miles  of 
transport,  the  charges  of  carriage  by  the  old 
mode  would  be  142?.  6s.  3d.  and  by  rail- 
way it  would  be  only  40?.  85.  9d.,  which 
is  a  yearly  saving  of  10s.  per  acre;  a  sum 
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"wluch  in  itself  individually  is  small,  and  at 
once  commands  our  belief,  but  in  the  ag- 
gregate is  immense.  Mr.  Smith,  it  must  be 
remembered,  applied  his  data  to  Scotland 
and  England,  while  in  Ireland  the  system 
of  carriage  is  much  ruder,  and  more  ex- 
pensive. The  census  for  1841  estimates 
the  number  of  cultivated  acres  in  Ireland 
at  13,464,300,  from  which  there  would 
result,  if  it  were  possible  to  apply  a  com- 
plete system,  a  gross  saving  of  6,000,000/. 
or  nearly  7,000,000Z.  yearly — a  vast  poor- 
rate,  which  would  very  much  diminish  the 
amount  of  human  suffering  in  that  coun- 
try. To  carry  a  railway  to  every  corner 
of  the  land  is  impracticable,  but  it  is  prac- 
ticable to  give  the  accommodation  to  a 
very  great  part  of  Ireland;  and  if  only  to 
the  extent  of  one-half  the  surface,  an  im- 
mense saving  would  still  be  effected,  ' 
amounting  to  the  gross  sum  of  3,000,000?. 
yearly — a  fund  which  would  be  invaluable 
to  Ireland.  Mr.  Smith  stated  before  that 
Committee  that  land  along  the  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow  Railway,  previously  not  worth 
58,  per  acre,  is  now  worth  between  30«. 
and  40^.  an  acre.  He  farther  stated,  that 
railways  with  low  rates — 

"  would  very  greatly  tend  to  the  increased  con- 
sumption  of  manures,  and  to  the  transport  of 
earth  for  agricultural  purposes  ;  that  this  would 
give  a  much  increased  produce  to  the  land,  which 
would  enable  the  agriculturist  to  furnish  his  com- 
modity at  a  lower  rate." 

There  are  seven  coal-fields  in  Ireland — one 
in  Leinster,  two  in  Munster,  three  in  Ul- 
ster, one  in  Connaught — and  were  proper 
means  of  transit  provided,  coals  could  be 
supplied  throughout  the  country  at  one- 
third  of  their  present  cost,.  An  eminent 
writer  says —  1 

"  If  food  be  of  importance  to  mankind,  so  is  ' 
fuel,  though  its  value  is  vulgarly  apt  to  be  under-  | 
rated.     To  supply  an  increased  quantity  of  fuel  i 
to  the  population  is  to  increase  their  comforts, 
and  to  add  to  the  value  of  human  life." 

Mr.  Brown  says — 

"  What  effect  an  abundant  and  cheap  supply  of 
fuel  produces  we  know  by  such  examples  as  the 
removal  of  the  iron  works  from  Surrey,  Sussex, 
and  the  southern  districts,  where  wood  fuel  for- 
merly abounded,  to  Staffordshire,  South  Wales, 
and  the  coal  counties.  The  effect  of  the  present 
monopoly  prices  of  coal  is  often  to  prevent  iron- 
foundries,  brick-fields,  potteries,  breweries,  and 
many  common  works  from  being  carried  on  in 
parts  of  the  country,  though  there  are  large  po- 
pulations to  consume  the  produce.  Wherever  an 
increased  supply  of  coal  is  brought,  the  benefit  to 
the  population  is  great,  by  the  better  provision 
of  fuel,  and  by  the  establishment  of  such  home 
manufactures  as  before  were  kept  away  by  the 
inability  to  produce  at  such  low  rates  as  to  suit 


the  markets  and  to  compete  with  other  wares. 
Where  there  is  a  want  of  mill-power  by  water, 
cheivp  coal  will  enable  steam-power  to  be  applied, 
and  here  again  the  opportunity  is  afforded  for  new 
branches  of  manufacture  to  be  established.  In  those 
districts  of  Scotland  where  fuel  is  cheap,  the  steam- 
engine  is  employed,  with  advantage,  to  drive  the 
thrashing  machine,  to  pound  bones,  cut  chaff, 
raise  water,  grind  corn,  and  turn  many  of  the 
farm  machines.  Coals  at  30«.,  35«.,  and  40«.  a  ton, 
afford  but  poor  encouragement  to  the  energetic 
agriculturist  to  resort  to  additional  machinery. 
As  the  consumption  of  coal  extends,  the  agricul- 
turist also  profits  by  the  supply  of  ashes  as  ma- 
nure, and  of  breeze  or  small  coal  at  a  cheap  rate 
for  burning  bricks  on  the  London  plan." 

With  regard  to  the  pecuniary  result  to 
Ireland  from  saving  in  the  supply  of  fuel 
by  railway,  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  it, 
because  Ireland  is  now  insufficiently  sup- 
plied with  fuel.  Fuel  could,  however,  be 
carried  a  hundred  miles  in  Ireland  for  85. 4d. 
per  ton,  or  Id,  per  ton  per  mile;  whereas 
now  it  cannot  be  carried  more  than  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  miles  for  85.  4d. ;  and  thus 
the  local  collieries  of  Kilkenny  and  Leitrim 
are  rendered  less  beneficial,  while  the  sup- 
ply of  sea-coal  is  likewise  restricted.  It 
will,  however,  be  allowed  by  the  most  pre- 
judiced opponent,  that  advantages  to  the 
extent  at  least  of  1,000,000^  per  annum 
could  be  afforded  to  Ireland  in  the  supply  of 
coal  and  other  fuel.  There  are  three  groups 
of  copper  mines,  the  yield  of  which  was 
at  30,000  tons  yearly.  This  might  be 
doubled,  as  was  the  produce  of  the  Cornish 
mines  in  the  last  twenty  years — 2,000  tons 
of  lead  ore,  100,000  tons  of  iron  pyrites, 
besides  immense  quantities  of  slates,  mar- 
bles, &c.,  were  annually  raised.  Great 
and  inexhaustible  as  was  the  supply  of 
'  fish  on  the  western  coast,  it  was,  for  want 
of  a  market,  unworked.   The  Government, 


by  bounties,  endeavoured  to  encourage 
these  fisheries,  but  they  left  the  main  point 
undone,  which  was,  to  make  a  market. 
This  can  alone  be  done  by  extending  the 
railways  to  the  coast.  The  western  fishe- 
ries have  been  untouched  since  the  days  of 
Charles  the  Second,  when  the  Dutch  paid 
5,000^  a  year  for  liberty  to  fish  them. 
There  are  not  above  60,000  persons  em^ 
ployed  in  the  fisheries  throughout  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  In  the  zenith  of  her  prospe- 
rity, 450,000  persons  in  Holland  received 
direct  employment  from  the  fisheries — one 
in  five  of  her  population.  In  Ireland  but 
one  in  136  is  so  employed.  The  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  fish  in  England  since 
the  introduction  of  railways  was  very  re- 
markable. The  quantity  earned  inland 
had  from  nothing  come  up  to  30,000 
tons;  in  Birmingham,  the  consumption  of 
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fish  in  1827  was  370  tons;  last  year  it  was 
over  6,000  tons. 

To  the  trade  of  Ireland  a  railway  system 
would  do  much  good;  for  while  the  natural 
resources  of  Ireland  already  attract  capi- 
talists, good  and  cheap  means  of  convey- 
ance would  do  more.  Besides  the  great 
staple  of  the  linen  manufacture  carried  on 
in  the  north,  the  manufacture  of  lace,  em- 
broidery, and  other  branches  of  industry, 
have  been  introduced  into  the  west,  where 
female  labour  can  be  had  cheaply;  any  em- 
ployment of  this  kind  would,  therefore,  be 
a  great  relief  to  Ireland. 

In  1839  there  were  in  Ireland  twenty- 
five  cotton  mills  employing  4,622  persons, 
thirty-eight  woollen  mills  employing  1,231 
persons,  and  forty-four  flax  mills  employing 
9,017  persons.  The  flax  crop  in  1844 
was  estimated  at  39,000  tons,  worth 
2,000,000^.,  and  the  value  of  linen  yarn 
exported  to  foreign  countries  was  172,602Z. 
According  to  the  population  returns  in 
1841,  the  number  of  spinners  was  485,878, 
and  of  weavers  117,847. 

It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  point  out  how 
valuable  railway  communication  must  be 
for  Government  purposes,  whether  in  the 
conveyance  of  mails,  or  in  economising  the 
expenditure  of  police  and  military,  by  en- 
abling a  smaller  force  to  be  employed.  It 
is  to  be  further  observed,  that  it  will  great- 
ly increase  the  Government  revenues  by 
developing  the  resources  of  the  country, 
and  stimulating  the  consumption  of  articles 
which  contribute  to  the  customs,  excise, 
and  stamps. 

The  completion  of  the  Irish  railways 
will  be  of  vast  benefit  to  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  England;  it  will  facilitate  her 
communication  with  the  western  world. 
The  passage  from  Gal  way  to  Halifax  will 
be  made  in  5 J  days;  the  dangerous  navi- 
gation of  the  Channel  will  be  avoided  by 
her  merchant  ships.  The  average  loss  to 
England  from  shipwrecks  in  the  Channel 
is  estimated  at  2,000,000Z.  a  year;  out  of 
400  vessels,  which  is  about  the  average 
number  of  those  lost,  300  are  lost  in  the 
Channel.  England  now  requires  3,000,000 
quarters  of  com  more  than  she  grows. 
Ireland,  if  you  give  such  facilities  of  trans- 
port as  will  render  agriculture  remunera- 
tive, can  supply  10,000,000  quarters  more 
than  she  now  does — a  subject  of  vital  im- 
portance to  this  c<      ^ry  if,  through  war  or 
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expenditure  as  well  as  by  the  increase  of 
revenue.  Mr.  Stanley  shows  that  if  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland  was 
raised  to  that  of  the  people  of  England, 
there  would  be  an  increase  in  the  excise 
alone  of  6,000,0002.  a  year.  From  the 
changes  effected  by  the  introduction  of 
steam  vessels  into  naval  warfare,  should 
unfortunately  any  difference  take  place  be- 
tween this  country  and  France,  the  mer- 
chant vessels  of  England,  no  matter  how 
numerous  her  men-of-war  might  be,  dare 
not  attempt  to  pass  through  the  Channel; 
small  steamers,  drawing  a  few  inches  of 
water,  with  one  gun,  darting  out  from  the 
creeks  on  the  French  coast,  would  cut  them 
off;  complete  the  Irish  railways,  and  a 
couple  of  steam  frigates  lying  off  Berehaven 
would  secure  the  commerce  of  England 
from  the  French  privateers.  Government 
had  but  to  adopt  his  proposal  to  secure  its 
success.  The  House  was  ready  and  anx- 
ious to  support  any  measure  which  was 
really  for  the  advantage  of  Ireland.  It 
they  had  not  hitherto  done  so,  it  was  be- 
cause Government  had  not  asked  them  to 
do  so.  The  able  and  enlightened  states- 
man at  the  head  of  affairs  in  Ireland  had 
pledged  himself  to  do  all  in  his  power  to 
secure  to  that  country  the  advantage  of 
railway  communication.  He  felt,  in  the 
words  of  Mr.  Drummond — 

"  That  it  was  a  waste  of  tho  public  available 
resources  to  suffer  so  large  a  portion  of  the  empire 
to  lie  fallow,  or  to  leave  it  to  struggle  by  slow  ad- 
rances  and  with  defective  means  towards  its  own 
improvement,  when  the  judicious  aid  of  the  State 
might  quickly  make  it  a  source  of  common 
strength  and  advantage." 

They  had  now  -an  opportunity  of  laying  a 
foundation  on  which  the  structure  of  Ire- 
land's future  prosperity  could  be  securely 
raised.  The  policy  of  doing  so  was  un- 
questionable. It  was  acknowledged  to  be 
necessary  in  the  colonies,  and  how  much 
more  so  in  an  integral  part  of  the  united 
kingdom,  where  neither  the  land  nor  the 
population  can  continue  to  be  useless  with- 
out being  hurtful  at  the  same  time  and  in 
the  same  degree.  The  wealth  of  London 
was  ready  to  pour  into  the  distressed  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  if  encouraged  to  do  so; 
and  great  would  be  the  responsibility  of 
Government  if  their  remissness  or  contract- 
ed views  should  leave  Ireland  to  drift,  as 
she  now  was  doing,  to  destruction. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  he  should  take 
that  opportunity  of  making  a  few  obser- 
vations on  the  question  involved  in  the  vote 
which  they  were  asked  to  sanctiooi  beoauga 
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hd  6otlld  ftot  but  think  the  subject  was  one 
of  retj  great  importance,  and  one  that 
was  pregnant  of  consequences  to  the  coun- 
try. He  should  not  follow  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  into  the 
question  which  he  discussed  as  to  the  pro- 
bable advantages  likely  to  accrue  to  the 
country  from  the  completion  of  certain 
l^ilways.  He  thought  that  great  benefit 
must  result  to  any  country  which  was  in  a 
Condition  to  require  extraordinary  or  ordi- 
nary means  of  conveyance,  and  which  pos- 
sessed a  traffic  in  heavy  goods  in  quantities 
to  be  conveyed.  But  although  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this,  that  the  speech  he  had  made 
was  perfectly  appropriate  to  the  subject 
before  them.  It  showed  the  House  what 
ihey  were  to  expect  as  the  ultimate  results 
of  this  proposed  advance.  They  were  re- 
lieving one  particular  district  by  the  line 
Of  railway  which  it  was  intended  to  con- 
struct ;  but  they  must  remember,  if  they 
meant  to  benefit  Ireland,  they  must  ex- 
tend the  principle  on  which  they  had  en- 
tered; they  must  carry  out  the  system,  and 
have  all  those  lines  completed  at  the  ex- 
cuse of  the  Government,  which  were  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  which 
he  set  down  at  a  cost  of  2,500,0007. ,  being 
four  or  five  times  the  amount  for  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  asked. 
This,  then,  was  the  proper  time  for  the 
House  to  consider  whether  they  were  pre- 
pared to  enter  upon  this  principle  of  voting 
iUMlistance — whether,  in  the  present  state 
of  the  revenue,  they  believed  that  they 
Bhould  have  resources  sufficient  to  meet  the 
Advances  required  of  them,  not  only  in  the 

t resent  but  in  future  years;  for  they  were 
ound  now  to  consider  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  carry  the  principle  further 
than  the  present  vote  before  they  adopted 
it  at  all,  and  to  consider  whether  the 
tDoney  so  advanced  for  the  construction  of 
railways  might  not  be  applied  to  a  better 
Jmrpose.  He  recollected  that  a  similar 
proposid  to  this  was  made  on  a  former  oc- 
Msion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the   Exchequer,   when  he 

{roposed  to  advance  to  the  Cork  and 
rimeriek  line  a  sum  of  600,000^.— a  line 
In  the  south  of  Ireland.  Ho  (Mr.  Goul- 
bttlrn)  at  that  time  called  the  attention  of 
the  nouse  to  the  difficulties  involved  in 
fnaking  such  a  grant,  and  he  particularly 
|Uted  to  the  House  that  if  the  grants  were 
IUuIq,  the  calls  they  should  have  upon  the 
yidkQD  trOMolj  would  be  so  many,  that  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  quite  unable 
to  meet  them.  They  saw  now  that  the 
prophecy  he  then  made  was  so  far  made 
good  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
compelled  again  to  come  to  the  House  for 
another  vote  of  500,0007. ;  and  let  them 
believe  him,  the  time  was  not  far  distant 
when  the  House  would  be  called  on  to 
meet  the  expectations  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Roscommon,  and  to 
show  cause  why  they  were  not  prepared 
to  complete  the  railroads  he  had  mentioned. 
He  (Mr.  Goulburn)  could  well  understand 
the  principle  of  this  application  to  Parlia- 
ment, if  the  Government  had  taken  the 
whole  making  and  management  of  the 
railways  into  their  own  hands.  A  propo- 
sition to  that  effect  was  made  when  Lord 
Morpeth  was  Secretary  for  Ireland.  That 
proposition  was  not  adopted  by  the  House; 
and  now,  let  him  ask,  what  were  the  con- 
sequences that  followed  ?  Why,  it  led  to 
this — that  the  capitalists  of  England  im- 
mediately did  embark  their  money  in 
the  making  of  railways  in  Ireland;  and 
they  had  at  this  moment  railways  formed 
by  private  capital,  three-fourths  of  which 
belong  to  Englishmen,  and  one-fourth  to 
Irishmen ;  they  had  that  accomplished  by 
private  enterprise  which  the  House  had 
refused  to  sanction  as  a  work  to  be  under- 
taken by  the  Government.  Now,  then, 
they  were  again  asked  to  make  an  advance 
to  particular  railways,  and  that  was  the 
ground  of  his  objection  to  it.  As  he  had 
stated,  he  could  understand  a  principle 
that  led  Government  to  take  up  a  general 
system,  which,  without  conferring  favour 
upon  any  one  particular  district,  would 
equally  benefit  all  the  districts  of  the  coun- 
try. But  if  they  sanctioned  advances  to 
special  cases,  and  if  they  could  induce  the 
belief  that,  by  having  the  merits  of  parti- 
cular districts  ably  represented  by  friends 
to  the  Government,  with  some  little  pres- 
sure upon  the  Treasury,  they  could  obtain 
that  assistance  which  was  denied  to  other 
railways,  the  effect  would  be,  conviction 
produced  on  the  public  generally  of  par- 
tiality in  the  Government,  and  of  favour 
for  particular  districts  of  the  country.  But, 
said  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Roscommon,  the  scheme  would  open  up  a 
great  extent  of  country  now  suffering  from 
distress.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  put  out 
of  consideration  altogether  the  relief  which 
would  bo  contributed  to  the  existing  dis* 
tress  in  Ireland;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  that  this  money  should  be 
advanced  gradually  in  the  course  of  the 
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next  two  years ;  so  that,  although  the 
existing  distress  had  been  brought  forward 
as  an  argument  for  advancing  this  sum 
of  500,000^,  it  could  have  no  effect  what- 
ever towards  relieving  the  present  distress, 
for  before  it  could  bo  advanced,  the  next 
potato  harvest  must  be  gathered,  and, 
whether  scanty  or  abundant,  the  character 
of  that  harvest  was  only  a  question  that 
could  affect  the  future.  The  question, 
therefore,  before  the  House  was,  whether, 
upon  individual  cases,  they  were  prepared 
to  sanction  advances  from  the  public  trea- 
sury ?  Now,  at  what  were  they  proposing 
to  make  the  advance  ?  They  proposed  to 
give  this  money  at  SJ  per  cent — a  rate  of 
interest  at  which  the  best  railways  in  the 
country  could  not  obtain  money;  and  yet 
other  railways  in  Ireland  which  had  been 
made  by  private  enterprise  were  called 
upon  to  compete  with  lines  formed  by 
money  advanced  by  Government  on  terms 
so  advantageous.  This  was  a  railway  in- 
tended to  go  through  a  great  part  of  the 
county  of  Galway.  He  asked  them  whe- 
ther this  was  a  line  at  all  likely  to  be  pro- 
ductive, and  to  repay  the  loan  about  to  be 
advanced  ?  He  confessed  that  when  he 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was 
almost  convinced  he  was  listening  to  the 
auctioneer  for  the  sale  of  Mr.  Martin's 
estate;  for  he  proceeded  to  tell  them  that 
they  were  to  make  a  railway  through  Mr. 
Martin's  estate — [The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer:  No,  no!] — that  the  estate 
would  then  be  conveyed  for  sale  to  the 
most  advantageous  market — and  he  ended 
by  assuring  the  future  fortunate  purchaser 
that  his  bargain  would  turn  out  almost  an- 
other California.  But  he  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
entertained  some  doubt  whether  railways  in 
a  country  not  ripe  for  the  reception  of  them, 
would  prove  so  remunerative  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  expect.  He 
did  not  know  that  Galway  stood  in  need  of 
railways.  He  recollected  that  in  a  former 
year  Government  was  directed  to  make 
public  roads  through  that  country,  and 
these  were  made  at  a  considerable  expense, 
and  much  to  the  benefit  of  the  country; 
but  whether  railways  were  required  by  the 
traffic  and  condition  of  the  country,  was  a 
question  on  which  the  House,  he  thought, 
would  require  some  more  evidence  than 
they  possessed,  before  they  sanctioned  the 
making  of  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  had  told  the  House  of  the  carriage  of 
fish  as  an  article  likely  to  employ  the  rail- 
way; but  would  he  tell  them  to  what  ex- 
tent the  carriage  of  fiah  had  already  gone 


on  the  railway  which  they  had  opened  in  a 
previous  year  ?  for  he  considered  that  the 
port  of  Limerick  was  as  likely  to  be  avail- 
able for  fish  as  any  of  those  on  the  ocean. 
He  said  the  Shannon  fishery  was  as  likely 
to  be  productive  as  those  carried  on  upon 
the  coast  of  Galway.  At  all  events,  they 
were  bound  to  estimate  that  of  which  they 
knew  nothing,  by  that  which  they  did 
know — the  Shannon  fishery.  Well,  but 
the  important  question  before  the  House 
was,  whether  they  were  prepared  to  extend 
the  principle  further  than  the  present  vote, 
and  to  repeat  the  same  sum  of  money  the 
next  and  the  following  year  for  the  assist- 
ance of  Irish  railways.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  course  he  was  now  adopting  might 
seem  like  a  want  of  feeling  for  the  distress 
of  Ireland;  but  he  was  sure  that  no  such 
accusation  could  be  made  either  against 
himself  or  the  House.  That,  however, 
was  not  the  question  before  them.  He 
said,  in  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  difficulties  in  which  the  House  was 
placed  by  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  was  only  anxious  to  impress 
upon  them  the  consequences  of  the  course 
upon  which  they  were  entering;  that  al- 
though the  system  of  advances  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund  by  way  of  loan  was  an 
easy  way  of  expending  the  public  money, 
unless  they  would  look  after  the  loans  thus 
made,  and  be  quite  sure,  before  making 
them,  of  the  probability  of  their  being  re- 
paid to  the  country,  they  would  involve 
the  country  in  difficulties  which  it  would 
be  impossible  to  reduce,  without  imposing 
upon  the  people  burdens  which  they  might 
be  unwilling  to  bear  when  the  period  ar- 
rived, and  which,  perhaps,  it  was  not 
right  should  be  borne  by  the  public.  On 
thnt  account  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  cau- 
tion with  which  they  should  ever  tliink  of 
advances  such  as  were  now  proposed. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  as  a  general  rule,  he 
had  been  accustomed  to  look  upon  all  ad- 
vances by  Government  with  jealousy,  but 
on  this  occasion  the  vote  had  his  entire  ap- 
proval. He  understood  that  this  advance 
was  to  be  made  by  Exchequer  Commis- 
sioners, and  was  made  not  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  Government  the  entire  man- 
agement of  the  railway,  but  to  assist  a 
company  in  completing  a  line,  in  the  mak- 
ing of  which  they  had  already  expended 
800,000?.,  having  opened  fifty  miles  of  the 
railway.  Their  returns  were  about  1,000( 
a  week,  nearly  the  amount  which  they  ori- 
ginally estimated.     The  completion  of  the 
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line  was  likely  to  be  of  the  greatest  advan- 
tage to  the  country;  it  would  open  up  an 
extensive  district  to  the  markets  of  the 
north,  and  the  line  was  in  all  probability 
one  that  would  be  remunei-ative;  it  would 
also  give  employment  to  labour  and  induce 
regular  habits  of  industry.  The  company 
were  to  advance  300,000Z.  more  than  they 
had  already  paid  up,  and  500,000?.  was 
proposed  from  the  Government  in  order  to 
complete  the  railway.  He  considered  that 
this  case  was  exceptional,  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  credit  of  the  country  could 
be  safely  given,  it  ought  to  obtain  it.  For 
security,  they  were  not  merely  to  have  the 
line  already  made,  but  in  case  the  returns 
were  not  sufficient  to  cover  the  liabilities, 
they  could  fall  back  upon  the  baronies  alonp^ 
the  line,  which  they  held  as  an  additional 
security.  They  besides  advanced  the 
money  by  instalments  of  100,000^,  each 
of  which  must  have  been  laid  out  in  effec- 
tive works  before  another  was  advanced 
to  the  company.  He  was  disposed,  there- 
fore, to  say  that  the  2,000,000Z.  ah^ady 
advanced  for  the  same  purpose  in  Ireland, 
had  been  applied  to  a  good  and  proper  end. 
But  when  Lord  Morpeth  introduced  his 
measure  with  regard  to  Irish  railways,  his 
objection  to  that  Bill  was,  that  it  proposed 
giving  to  Government  the  entire  manage- 
ment and  control  of  the  whole  system  of 
railways  in  Ireland.  He  begged  the  House 
to  consider  at  what  moment  they  were  now 
making  this  advance.  When  the  company 
be^n  the  line,  they  were  paying  14Z.  or 
151.  per  ton  for  the  iron,  but  now  they 
might  complete  the  line  at  4?.  or  51.  a  ton, 
M>  that  at  this  lower  rate  they  were  confer- 
ring a  lasting  benefit  upon  the  country. 
As  the  means  of  employment  for  the  la- 
bouring poor,  and  as  a  proper  measure  to 
be  taken  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland,  he 
ahould  give  the  vote  his  support. 

Mr.  ORMSBY  gore  concurred  with 
the  hoo.  Member  for  Montrose  in  the  view 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  of 
the  subject.  With  regard  to  what  had 
fdlea  mm  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University,  he  begged  to  say, 
that  the  railway  did  not  pass  through  Mr. 
Martin's  property;  it  went  through  the 
beat  and  most  productive  part  of  the  county 
of  Oalwaj,  as  fine  a  district  for  a  railway 
aa  anj  in  the  empire.  Again,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  a  competing  rail- 
way; but  there  was*  nothing  of  the  sort. 
There  was  not  a  railway  in  the  whole  pro- 
I  of  Connaught,  and  this  would  pass 
"  i  the  very  centre  of  that  province, 
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in  fact,  through  the  heart  of  Ireland. 
Taking  it  from  its  source,  from  Dublin  to 
Gal  way,  it  cut  the  country  exactly  in  two; 
and  hereafter  branch  lines  might  be  struck 
out  from  the  main  trunk  with  immense  ad- 
vantage. The  railway  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  ran  parallel  with  the 
coast.  This  ran  directly  across  the  coun- 
try, from  sea  to  sea,  and  was  the  most 
valuable  line  that  could  be  established  in 
Ireland.  It  was  a  railway  that  must  com- 
mand a  considerable  amount  of  traffic. 
There  was  no  sort  of  danger  of  its  not 
being  amply  remunerative,  and  he  should 
imagine  that  the  security  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  satisfy  the  Government.  He 
begged  leave,  therefore,  to  return  his  sin- 
cere thanks  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  this  measure  in  favour  of  Ireland.  This 
was  the  sort  of  legislation  that  they  wanted 
there.  They  wanted  the  encouragement 
of  industry  in  that  country.  They  wanted 
legislation  that  would  secure  employment 
to  the  population.  They  wanted  to  encou- 
rage in  the  minds  of  the  lower  order  of  the 
Irish  those  industrious  habits  which,  ho 
regretted  to  say,  now  prevailed  in  only  a 
small  part  of  that  country.  He  did  not 
like  any  of  the  other  measures  that  had 
been  carried  out,  because  they  had  not  had 
this  object  in  view.  For  instance,  he 
looked  upon  the  poor-law,  even  amended 
as  it  was,  as  a  bonus  upon  idleness.  Ho 
spoke  as  the  owner  of  property  in  five  dif- 
ferent counties  of  Ireland;  and  he  anxiously 
desired  that  the  industry  of  the  people 
should  be  encouraged,  and  that  they  who 
had  hitherto  been  satisfied  to  rely  upon  the 
potato  for  subsistence,  whilst  they  idled 
away  the  rest  of  their  time,  should  be 
taught  to  put  forth  their  energies,  and  ex- 
ercise their  honest  industry  for  the  purpose 
of  elevating  themselves  in  the  scale  of  so- 
cial existence.  They  must  recollect  that 
here,  in  England,  they  had  substantial 
farmers  with  larpfe  capital,  and  farms  of 
from  500  to  1,000  acres,  and  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  employment  of  the  labourers 
upon  those  farms,  this  country  did  not 
suffer  the  distress  that  was  experienced  in 
Ireland.  There,  in  many  parts,  they  had 
nothing  of  the  kind,  but  a  cottier  tenantry 
who  lived  merely  from  hand  to  mouth,  and 
had  no  stimulus  to  industry.  It  was  that 
stimulus  which  was  required,  and  he  im- 
plored the  Government  therefore  to  persist 
in  that  course  of  legislation,  of  which  he 
hoped  this  was  but  the  commencement. 

Mil.  ROEBUCK    said,    although    the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was,  with  him, 
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a  great  authority  on  these  subjects,  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  upon  the  present  oc- 
casion he  felt  obliged  reluctantly  to  diflPer 
from  him.  He  felt  obhged  to  look  at  his 
own  country — he  felt  bound  to  consider 
the  position  of  England  as  well  as  of  Ire- 
land; and  when  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  —  an  Irish  landlord,  hold- 
ing land  in  ^ve  counties  —  said  this  was 
just  the  sort  of  legislation  he  would  like, 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  could  very  well  under- 
stand that  statement,  coupled  as  it  was 
with  a  denunciation  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law,  and  with  other  measures  which  had 
been  recently  passed,  obliging  Ireland  to 
support  her  own  poor.  The  feeling  of  dislike 
to  the  rate  in  aid,  and  the  poor-law,  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was  the 
result  of  the  state  of  mind  which  approved 
of  this  advance  or  loan.  But  he  (Mr. 
Koebuck)  had  to  look  at  another  part  of 
the  question.  How  was  the  money  to  be 
obtained  ? — where  would  it  come  from  ? 
And  if  from  the  hard  earnings  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  were  they  able  to 
endure  it?  What  were  they  going  to  do? 
With  a  failing  exchequer — with  a  revenue 
unequal  to  the  expenditure,  they  were 
about  to  advance  money  to  Ireland.  He 
well  remembered  the  manner  in  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  combated  the 
proposal  of  the  late  Lord  George  Bentinck. 
It  was  very  seldom  he  quoted  Hansard, 
but  he  thought  it  was  most  appropriate  on 
the  present  ocaasion.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  say  ? 

**  I  do  not  like  to  see  the  State  become  a  lender. 
If  the  parties  have  good  security  to  offer,  and  if 
the  speculation  be  a  fair  speculation,  I  have  never 
known  any  di£Bculty  in  obtaining  loans  from  pri- 
vate individuals." 

Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what  it  was  that 
had  changed  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  since  that  period — or  what  had 
rendered  the  position  he  then  laid  down 
less  valid  or  applicable.  In  1847,  Lord 
George  Bentinck  proposed  to  the  House 
A  general  scheme  of  railways  in  Ireland. 
Hi^  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  wished  to  accept 
of  any  plan  of  money-lending,  he  would 
have  accepted  that  plan.  But  here  was  a 
case  less  plausible  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  to  promote,  al- 
though he  vehemently  opposed  that  pro- 
ject. Uie  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Jiontrose  1  the  prospect  was  excellent, 
that  I      I  would  be  good,  that  the 

1  be  unexceptionable,    and 

!       DO  doubt  of  the  return  of 
not  all  these  cir- 


cumstances calculated  to  induce  private 
individuals  to  make  the  loan?  and  if  they 
would  make  the  advances,  why  should  the 
State  become  a  lender  ?  But  if  a  private 
lender  could  not  be  found,  then,  as  there 
was  abundance  of  capital  in  this  country* 
it  followed  that  such  a  state  of  circum- 
stances did  not  exist,  and  therefore  the 
Government  ought  not  to  incur  the  risk  of 
non-payment.  One  of  two  things  must  be 
— either  there  was  ample  security  and 
no  risk,  or  the  security  was  insufficient. 
In  the  former  case  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  wrong,  according  to  his 
doctrine,  as  had  been  quoted — in  the  lat- 
ter the  Government  was  not  justified,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  public  finances,  in 
making  the  loan.  What  was  the  condition 
of  England?  Was  it  not  notorious  that 
in  almost  every  union  in  England  the 
poor-rates  had  been  increased  ?  In  Scot- 
land the  poor-rates  had  increased  to  a 
fearful  extent.  The  poor-rate  in  Scot- 
land had  been,  a  few  years  ago,  only 
40,000?.;  last  year  they  were  500,000f.; 
and  this  year  it  was  believed  they  would 
amount  to  600,000?.  Never  before  was 
there  so  heavy  a  poor-rate  in  Scotland. 
Such  was  the  state  of  things  in  hard- 
working, industrious  Scotland.  And  what 
were  they  going  to  lend  this  money  for  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Salop  said  they  were 
going  to  lend  it  to  teach  the  people  to  be 
industrious;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  had  formerly  stated  that  money 
lent  for  railroads  did  not  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  sufiering  and  destitute 
poor.  It  was  dispensed  among  the  able- 
bodied  poor — amongst  the  skilled  and  not 
the  starving  labourers  —  not  unlikely 
amongst  labourers  from  England.  Was 
the  money  to  be  expended  in  charity  or 
was  it  not  ?  Let  the  House  understand 
that.  It  was  the  destitute  and  the  suf-* 
fering  who  most  needed  aid — it  was  the 
strong  and  ablebodied  who  would  partici^ 
pate  in  this  advance.  If  the  money  were 
to  be  expended  in  remunerative  and  well- 
secured  labour,  why  then,  as  he  said  be- 
fore, let  the  Irish  railway  directors  bor- 
row as  others  borrowed — if  otherwise,  and 
for  charitable  purposes,  he  grieved  to  say 
that  his  own  overtaxed  and  heavily  bur» 
dened  countrymen  could  not  afford  it.  He 
had  no  objection  to  Xhe  right  hon.  (}en« 
tleman  raising  the  money  amongst  the 
Members  of  his  own  party;  but  on  behalf 
of  the  hardworking  artisan  and  ike  m* 
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dustrionsy  overtaxed  labourer  of  his  own 
eoUDtrj  he  protested  against  this  advance 
as  most  unjust — a  loan  which  would  bur- 
den them  still  more  heavily,  and  the  only 
purpose  of  which  was  to  drive  railroads 
through  Ireland.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
an  Irish  landlord  to  say  that  this  was  just 
the  kind  of  legislation  he  desired;  but  the 
English  people,  however  charitable,  must 
not  quite  forget  the  taxgatherer.  The 
skilled  artisan  and  the  poor  throughout 
this  country  would  be  called  to  pay  in- 
creased taxes  on  account  of  this  loan;  and 
when  he  looked  upon  their  sufferings  and 
when  he  saw  amongst  every  class  of  la- 
bourers, whether  skilled  or  unskilled,  con- 
siderable privation  and  fear  and  trembling 
lest  things  might  become  worse — when  he 
■aw  that  the  expenditure  of  this  country 
already  exceeded  the  income,  he  did  not 
think  England  ought  to  be  called  to  aid 
a  country  which  had  not  yet  unfortunately 
aided  itself. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  it  was  altogether  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  any  additional 
taxation  would  be  caused  by  this  grant. 
The  credit  of  the  Government  would  be 
pledged  to  enable  certain  individuals  who 
had  advanced,  or  who  would  advance, 
l,100,000i.  to  raise  other  500,0001.  at 
3^  per  cent,  the  interest  being  paid  by 
them;  and  not  a  single  shilling  would  be 
paid  either  by  the  artisans  or  anybody 
else  in  this  country.  Even  should  the 
nilroad  entirely  fail.  Government  would 
have  recourse  to  the  baronies  which  had 
become  security.  Meantime  3^  per  cent 
would  be  paid  on  the  money  raised  on  the 
credit  of  the  Government ;  and  wherever 
the  public  money  could  be  lent  so  as  to 
open  np  new  sources  of  traffic  and  indus- 
tfjt  it  ought  to  be  done.  When  the  pro- 
poaed  line  was  completed,  the  carriage  of 
•heep  from  Gal  way  to  Dublin,  now  3;.  or 
3s,  M,  a  head,  would  be  reduced  to*  Sd. 
or  lOd.  In  every  way,  this  appeared  to 
bim  a  measure  which  ought  to  be  pro- 
moted. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  heartily  rejoiced 
Ibai  the  hen.  Member  for  Montrose  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  at 
loDgth  found  that  the  scheme  of  his  noble 
and  lamented  Friend  (Lord  George  Ben- 
tinck)  waa  practicable,  was  applicable  to 
tte  eonditbn  of  Ireland,  and  would  inflict 
■o  undue  burden  upon  the  resources  of 
Kngland.  No  one  could  say  that  England 
na  now  aa  prosperous  as  when  his  lament- 
«i  Vriend  brought  forward  his  plan;  but 
I  thai  plan  was  developed  it  was  scout- 


ed as  unsound  in  principle  and  impractica- 
ble in  operation.  Why,  now,  did  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  adopt  its  principle  ? 
Why,  but  that  he  at  length  was  forced  to 
recognise  its  soundness  and  utility.    It  was 
lamentable  that  the  Government  had  not 
long   ago  yielded  to   those  arguments  of 
which  they  to-night  silently  confessed  the 
truth  and  the  force.    Bitter  experience  had 
taught  them  the  wisdom,  the  genius,  and 
the  high  and  generous  feeling  which  had 
dictated    that    grand    and    statesmanlike 
scheme;  and  happy  would  it  have  been  for 
the  ill-fated  country  for  whom  it  was  in- 
tended if  it  had  been  then  adopted  and  put 
in  force.      The  Governmeut  only  now  saw 
what  the  foresight  of  his  lamented  Friend 
had  long  since  sketehed  out.     Why,  the 
debate  to  which  they  had  just  been  listen- 
ing was  but  a  travestie  of  the  debate  which 
occurred  at  the  period  to  which  he  referred; 
and  he  could  not  help  observing,  whilst  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  spoke,   that  his 
speech  was  but  an  echo  of  that  which  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  used 
against  the  scheme  of  his  noble  and  la- 
mented  Friend.     The   old  arguments   of 
insufficient  security  for  the  loan — that  it 
would  not  be  employed  in  the  manner  they 
wished — and  that  it  was  improper  for  the 
Government  to  join  with  private  specula- 
tors in  the  formation  of  great  public  works, 
were  all  hashed  up  and  served  out  anew. 
Experience  had,  however,  taught  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  that  such  arguments  were 
inapplicable  to   the  condition  of  Ireland. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had   supported  the 
proposition    of    his    noble   and    lamented 
Friend.     He   felt   then,  as   now,   that  if 
they  would  govern  successfully  a  country 
in  such  difficulties  as  Ireland,  they  must 
assist  in  the  employment  of  its  labour  and 
in  the  development  of  its  resources.     It 
was  not  enough  to  tell  the  suffering  people 
to  help  themselves,  and  enunciate  some  of 
the   dry  principles  of  political   economy. 
They  had  a  right  to  demand  and  expect 
from  the  Legislature  and  Government  that 
they  would  assist  them  in  the  hour  of  need, 
and  that  means  would  be  afforded  them  to 
raise  them  from  their  difficulties.     He  had 
often  before  declared  his  opinion,  and  he 
again  avowed  it,  that  it  was  an  erroneous 
and  a  fatal  principle  in  a  Government  or 
Legislature  to  stand  by  inactive  and  indif- 
ferent whilst  a  portion  of  their  fellow-sub- 
jects were  endeavouring  to   struggle   out 
of  extraordinary  difficulties  and  to  contend 
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against  severe  sufferings  and  privations. 
The  first  function  of  a  Government  was  to 
assist  the  helpless,  to  succour  the  industri- 
ous, and  to  stimulate  the  inactive.  He 
was  rejoiced  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  who  in  1846 
declared  that  he  accepted  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  as  a  great  scheme, 
involving  as  it  did  a  principle  then  per- 
fectly new — of  fostering  no  interest,  but 
leaving  each  to  flourish  or  to  fade  as  best 
it  might — by  this  proposal  declared  that 
scheme  to  be  impracticable.  He  had  only 
once  more  to  lament  that  the  Government 
needed  such  bitter  experience  before  this 
truth  was  brought  home  to  their  under- 
standing, and  he  hoped  they  would  have 
the  good  sense  to  reject  those  bastard  no- 
tions of  political  economy  before  the  ruin 
which  their  operation  involved  was  more 
widely  extended. 

Mr.  roebuck,  in  explanation,  said, 
his  argument  was  not  against  Irish  land- 
lords deriving  benefit  from  this  mischievous 
mode  of  proceeding.  But  he  could  very 
well  understand  the  feeling  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  approved  of  one  sort  of  legislation 
and  not  of  another.  As  to  what  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  said 
about  this  being  a  loan,  and  the  security  of 
Government,  he  (Mr.  Roebuclc)  contended 
that  if  the  name  of  the  Government  was 
necessary,  the  Government  must  incur  some 
risk.  If  it  were  not  necessary,  what  was 
to  prevent  private  individuals  from  lending 
the  money?  The  fact  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment lent  the  money  because  nobody 
else  could  be  found  to  lend  it.  Why  should 
they  do  so  ? 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  had  an  exact  an- 
swer  to  the  question.  By  a  return  lately 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  would 
find  that  no  less  a  sum  than  7,600,000/. 
had  been  advanced  by  the  State  in  England 
in  speculative  concerns.  But  the  indigna- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
liad  not  been  in  any  way  excited  by  those 
or  advances.  It  was  not  a  paltry 
I  of  500.000^.  or  600,000?.  to  benefit  a 
1  |H     )le  that  was  advanced  in  the 

i  J         id,  but  millions — in  England, 

wj     9  »ne  capital  was  so  abundant, 
lere,  as  the  Times  daily  told  them, 
were  seeking  modes  of  investing 
«i  a  Tenr  low  rate  of  interest.  Upon 
reinm,  he  found  that  for 
of  canals,  bridges,  &c„ 
been  adyanced,  for  rail- 


roads 600, 000^,  for  building  poorliouses, 
1.900,000?.,  for  waterworks  70,000?.,  and 
for  the  Thames  tunnel  250,000?.;  and 
these  loans  and  advances  were  made  with- 
out the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  saying 
— **  I  protest  against  the  advances  on  be- 
half of  the  skilled  labourer,  on  behalf  of 
the  artisans,  and  on  behalf  of  the  unskilled 
labourers  of  this  country.  They  will  have 
to  pay  this  tax.  They  are  already  too  hea- 
vily burdened."  Where  was  the  patriotism, 
where  the  economy  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  when  those  advances  were  asked 
for  and  made?  Oh  no  !  it  was  only  when 
a  loan  was  made  at  what  might  be  called  a 
usurious  rate  of  interest  that  the  bile  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  ex- 
cited. There  was  an  anti-Irish  feeling  in 
his  blood,  in  his  mouth,  and  on  his  tongue; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made 
these  appeals  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
the  prejudices  and  arousing  the  animosity 
of  the  English  people.  The  English  la- 
bourer or  artisan  would  have  nothing  to 
pay;  and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  really  ignorant  upon  this  subject, 
he  would  sliow  him  from  the  official  returns 
that  these  loans  had  been  previously  made 
with  a  positive  advantage  to  the  Exchequer. 
[A  laugh.]  Yes,  he  repeated,  with  an  ad- 
vantage; for  whereas  the  Government  bor- 
rowed the  money  at  three  per  cent,  they  lent 
at  three  and  a  half  per  cent,  upon  the  most 
unexceptionable  security.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet then  quoted  various  instances  where 
monies  had  been  advanced  in  loans,  for 
Irish  purposes,  and  punctually  repaid,  with 
interest,  and  at  a  profit  to  the  Exchequer; 
and  quoted  the  opinion  of  Government  offi- 
cials as  to  the  good  which  had  accrued, 
and  wliich  was  likely  to  accrue,  from  such 
advances  if  well  directed.  He  concluded 
by  expressing  his  earnest  and  hearty  ap- 
proval of  the  Government  proposition. 

Mr.  OTLAHERTY  was  sure  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  had 
travelled  through  the  distressed  unions  of 
Ireland,  or  if  lie  credited  the  testimony  of 
those  who  had  seen  them  as  to  the  misery 
existing  there,  he  would  cordially  support 
this  measure.  He  assured  the  House  that 
no  proposition  ever  introduced  to  their  at- 
tention was  of  more  consequence  to  the 
people  than  this;  and  the  Government  de- 
served the  best  thanks  of  the  country  for 
it.  It  would  contribute  to  induce  capital- 
ists to  invest  in  the  country,  and  render 
most  assistance  to  the  operation  of  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Act.  He  hoped  Eng- 
lish Members  would  consent  to  look  at  this 
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question  upon  a  broad  scale,  for  tbey  were 
greatly  interested  in  it;  but  at  the  same 
time  be  assured  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common tbat  not  one  of  bis  constituents 
would  coincide  witb  bim. 

Sir  T.  D.  ACLAND  said,  be  bad  op- 
posed tbe   proposition   of  bis   late   noble 
and  lamented  Friend  for  an  advance  of  six- 
teen millions  to  assist  Irisb  railways,  be- 
cause be  tbougbt    it   too   large    and  un- 
manageable.    But   in   tbe   same  year  be 
supported  a  smaller  advance  for  a  similar 
purpose,  because  it  was  for  a  definite  ob- 
ject— for  an  object  as  to  wbicli  tliere  were 
clear  and  distinct  plans;   and  it  was  pre- 
cisely because  tbose  conditions  were  ful- 
filled in  tbe  present  caso  tbat  he  should 
support  tbe  proposition  of  his  right  bon. 
Friend    tbe    Chancellor    of    the    Exche- 
quer.    Englishmen   could   not  be   better 
employed  than  in  lending  a  helping  hand 
to  the  sister  country;  and  though  he  had 
not,  like  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Shropshire,  property  in  five  Irish  coun- 
ties, or  even  in  one,  be  felt  tbe  interests 
of  the  two  countries  were  so  much  identi- 
fied, that  tbey  should  be  treated  in  that 
House  exactly  alike.  The  benefit  to  be  de- 
rived from  this  loan  would  not  stop  at  Mul- 
lingar,  at  Gal  way,  or  at  Dublin.     It  would 
extend  to  Liverpool  and  to  London;   for 
improvements  in  tbe  means  of  communica- 
tion were  not  limited  to  the  locality  where 
tbey  were  effected.     He  hoped  the  bon. 
and  learned   Member  for  Sheffield  would 
not  be  displeased  with  him,   if  he  added, 
that  if  similar  propositions  were  made  to 
extend  railway  communication  from  Gal- 
way  to  Cork,  Limerick,  Belfast,  and  Dcrry, 
he   should   not   oppose   them.     With  the 
view,  however,  of  putting  an  end  to   all 
doubt  as  to  the  security,  he  would  put  one 
question  to  bis  right  bon.  Friend.    It  was, 
whether  there  was  one  shilling  due  that 
had  not  been  punctually  paid  upon  the  rail- 
way advances  of  1847  ?    If,  as  he  appre- 
hended, such  was  the  case,  notwithstand- 
ing the  existence  of  very  severe  disticss 
among  all  classes,  it  was  idle  to  talk  of 
risk.     If  the  payments   bad   been  punc- 
tually made,   how  could  tho  IIouso  say, 
upon  the  first  occasion  that  presented  it- 
self, *•  We  know  you  have  fulfilled  your 
engagements,  but  we  will  not  trust  you 
again  ?"  Let  tbe  House  trust  them  again, 
and  he  would  answer  for  it  tbe  money  would 
be  repaid.     Act  liberally  and  kindly  to- 
wards them;    tbat  was  the  road   to  the 
Ifuliinan*8  heart. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUBB  said,  if  be  had  entertained  any 


doubt  as  to  tho  success  of  the  proposal 
he  had  made,  it  would  have  been  removed 
by  the  eloquent  speech  of  his  bon.  Friend. 
He  had  risen,  however,  to  say  he  could 
bear  tbe  most  satisfactory  testimony  to  tbe 
fact  that  every  sixpence  of  interest  due 
from  railways  in  Ireland  had  been  punc- 
tually paid. 

Mr.  PETO  supported  the  proposition, 
and  begged  the  Government  to  accept  bis 
thanks  for  it,  being  convinced  that  it  would 
prove  of  infinite  benefit  to  Ireland.  He 
begged  to  inform  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  that  it  would  be  alto- 
gether unnecessary  to  carry  railway  la- 
bourers from  England  to  Ireland,  for  some 
of  the  best  **  navvies  **  employed  in  this 
country  were  Irishmen;  and  they  were  re- 
markable for  their  industry,  temperance, 
and  constant  application  to  work.  Irish 
labour  needed  development.  Looking  at 
the  superior  advantages  of  locomotion  pre- 
sented by  railways,  he  hoped  this  would 
be  only  tho  beginning  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  similar  pledges 
of  credit,  where,  having  been  well  consider- 
ed, they  could  be  safely  bestowed. 

Mr.  FREWEN  knew  the  country  ex- 
ceedingly well  through  which  the  railway 
was  intended  to  pass,  and  he  thought 
the  estimate  of  the  expense  between  Ath- 
lone  and  Galway  an  exceedingly  safe 
one.  He  considered  that  the  estimate  of 
500,000^.  for  the  making  of  tbe  railway 
was  exceedingly  large.  He  thought  that 
450,000^  would  have  been  a  sufficient  es- 
timate. Tho  Great  Southern  and  Western 
line  cost  only  12,000^  a  mile;  and,  as 
land  and  labour  were  less  valuable  in  Con- 
naught  than  in  Leinster,  it  was  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  the  present  line  would  not 
cost  so  much  per  mile.  His  impression 
was,  that  there  would  bo  a  much  larger 
amount  of  traffic  than  bon.  Members  seem- 
ed to  expect — even  those  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  country.  The  wages 
paid  for  labour  upon  the  works  would  be  of 
great  service  in  the  locality;  for  he  assured 
the  House  that  the  correspondence  be  had 
received  that  morning  represented  the  dis- 
tress as  most  appalling. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  hoped  tho  House 
would  consider  the  present  Motion  as  not 
involving  any  question  between  England 
and  Ireland,  but  rather  regard  the  whole 
proceeding  as  a  sending  out  of  capital  from 
the  centre  to  a  remote  part  of  tbe  empire; 
it  was  a  spreading  of  concentrated  capital 
over  the  kingdom.  He  claimed,  however^ 
for  tbose  parts,  their  proper  share  in  the 
benefits  of  enterprise  and  industry.     A  fa. 
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mine  had  fallen  upon  the  land;  and,  had 
it  not  been  for  that  visitation  of  Providence 
on  the  western  counties  of  Ireland,  they 
would  have  exhibited  as  much  industry,  as 
much  cultivation,  and  as  many  resident 
gentlemen  setting  an  example  to  their  ten- 
antry as  might  be  seen  in  any  other  part 
of  the  British  empire.  If  the  House  were 
pleased  to  express  kindly  feelings,  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  accepted  them;  but  they 
wished  for  no  aid  except  upon  grounds  that 
hon.  Members  could  fully  justify  before 
their  constituents.  He  was  happy  to  hear 
from  many  hon.  Members,  that  they  could 
do  so  in  the  conscientious  discharge  of 
their  duty  towards  those  who  had  elected 
them. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  after  the 
account  of  the  punctual  payment  of  inte- 
rest upon  loans  to  railway  companies,  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  to  a  memo- 
rial he  had  the  honour  to  present  to  him 
lately.  If  the  manner  in  which  the  pre- 
sent proposition  had  been  received  by  the 
House,  should  encourage  him  to  take  the 
prayer  of  that  memorial  into  consideration, 
he  would  confer  a  benefit  upon  a  part  of 
the  country  where  it  would  be  received 
with  thankfulness. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  by  the  next  resolution  he 
should  propose  a  further  advance  of  money, 
in  addition  to  that  which  the  House  had, 
upon  a  former  occasion,  sanctioned,  for 
the  relief  of  distress  in  the  western  unions 
of  Ireland,  to  be  secured  upon  the  rate  in 
aid.  He  had  stated,  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  the  demands  for  assistance  would 
necessarily  increase  as  the  summer  ad- 
vanced, and  that  for  the  three  months  pre- 
ceding the  harvest  they  would  extend.  But 
destitution  had  increased  in  the  west  to 
such  an  extent  that  a  larger  sum  than  the 
100,000?.  already  voted  had  been  ad- 
vanced. The  difference  between  the 
100,000?.  already  voted  and  the  sum  ad- 
vanced, had  been  obtained  by  issues  from 
the  civil  contingencies.  Up  to  about  the 
beginning  of  June,  the  issues  did  not  ex- 
ceed more  than  10,000?.  per  week;  but 
now  the  weekly  demand  was  15,000?.,  and 
he  did  not  suppose  it  could  be  less  until  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  early  crops, 
which  he  was  happy  to  say  were  exceed- 
ingly good  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  could 
be  brought  to  market.  The  sum  advanced 
in  the  first  inttanoe  was  50,000?.  That 
before  tbe  passing  of  the  Act.  Since 
,  124^000f«  liad  been  advanced,  making 


altogether  nearly  175,000?.  ;  and  this 
morning  he  had  directed  a  further  issue  of 
15,000?.,  being  an  aggregate  advance  of 
about  190,000?.  The  sum  he  now  pro- 
posed to  ask  the  House  for  was  150,000?., 
in  order  to  cover  all  contingencies.  This 
was  merely  for  the  relief  of  distress;  and 
though  1 30,000?.  might  possibly  be  enough, 
he  did  not  think,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  it  would  be  safe  to  take  a  vote  for  a 
less  sum  than  150,000?.  He  should  there- 
fore ask  the  House  to  sanction  that  ad- 
vance. He  had  intended  to  ask  for  autho- 
rity to  readvance  any  portions  of  the  sums 
repaid  of  workhouse  loans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  new  workhouses,  but  he  would  pro- 
pose another  Committee  with  that  view; 
and  he  only  mentioned  the  subject  to  show 
that  it  had  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 

Res.  2.  "  That  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  bo  authorised  to  direct  Ad- 
vances to  bo  made  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  of  any  sum  not  exceeding  150,000?.,  for 
affording  Relief  to  certain  distressed  Poor  Law 
Unions  in  Ireland,  the  same  to  be  charged  on  any 
Rate  to  be  levied  in  each  Union  in  Ireland,  under 
an  Act  of  the  present  Session,  for  a  General  Rate 
in  Aid  of  certain  distressed  Unions  and  Electoral 
Divisions  in  Ireland." 

Mr.  STAFFORD  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  lay  upon  the 
table  a  list  of  the  unions  which  had  been 
assisted;  also,  whether  the  GoTemment 
would  make  the  repayment  of  workhouse 
loans  more  stringent  than  thej  had  been; 
and  whether  they  were  prepared  to  enter 
into  further  details  with  regard  to  the  new 
workhouses  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  ho  oould  at  once  state  the 
unions  to  which  advances  were  made. 
There  were  twenty-three,  and  among  them 
were  Ballina,  Ballinrobe,  Bandon,  Castle- 
reagh,  Castlebar,  Carrick-on-Shannon,  In- 
nistimon,  Ennis,  Dingle,  and  West^rt. 
The  amount  expended  in  these  unions  for 
the  relief  of  distress  in  the  week  before 
last  was  14,9342.;  the  estimate  for  the  last 
week  was  15,059^. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  asked  how 
far  the  collection  of  rates  had  been  pro- 
ceeded with  in  those  unions?  Had  pay- 
ment been  enforced  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OP  thb  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  the  collection  had  been  en- 
forced to  the  utmost  practical  extent  in  all 
the  distressed  unions.  He  oould  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  there  was  no  slackness  in 
that  respect. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
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ResoIatioDs  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
House  resumed. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Bill  read  a  Third  Time. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  a  clause  relating  to  the  appointment 
of  chaplains  to  workhouses.  His  object 
was  to  provide  that  the  person  appointed 
as  Catholic  chaplain  to  a  workhouse  should 
be  a  Catholic  priest,  and  have  the  attesta- 
tion of  his  bishop  as  to  his  fitness  for  the 
office.  He  supposed  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  not  object  to  have  the 
same  rule  applied  to  the  chaplains  of  their 
persuasion,  but,  if  they  had,  he  was  willing 
to  alter  the  clause  so  as  to  make  it  applica- 
ble to  Catholics  only.  It  happened  unfor- 
tunately that  a  very  serious  difference  had 
recently  arisen  between  a  Catholic  arch- 
bishop and  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  of 
Ireland,  which  rendered  it  necessary  that 
Booh  a  clause  as  the  present  should  be  in- 
troduced; but  he  did  not  rest  his  case  on 
that  circumstance  alone,  as  he  thought  the 
want  of  a  clause  to  this  effect  a  serious 
omission  in  the  poor-law.  He  thought  the 
commissioners  could  not  have  a  better 
guarantee  for  the  fitness  of  a  chaplain 
than  the  sanction  of  his  bishop.  In  the 
case  to  which  he  had  alluded — that  of  the 
Catholic  chaplain  to  the  Tuam  workhouse 
— a  case  had  arisen  during  the  absence  of 
the  archbishop  which  the  commissioners 
required  the  chaplain  to  account  for.  The 
chaplain  admitted  that  he  was  answerable 
to  the  commissioners  on  all  civil  matters; 
but  aa  the  case  in  question  was  one  of  a 
purely  religious  nature,  he  declined  to  enter 
into  any  explanation,  except  to  his  ordi- 
nary. The  commissioners  then  dismissed 
him,  and  called  on  the  archbishop  to  ex- 
preas  his  concurrence  by  recommending 
Another  chaplain.  The  archbishop  refused 
to  do  BO  without  investigating  the  case,  and 
the  commissioners  then  sent  an  emissary 
among  the  clergy  of  the  archdiocese  in 
order  to  try  to  find  a  person  who  would 
accept  the  office,  in  defiance  of  the  arch- 
bishop. The  case  gave  rise  to  great  in- 
conTcnience,  because  the  archbishop — 
bound  by  a  solemn  oath  to  discbarge  the 
daticB  confided  to  him — could  not  give 
way.  He  wished  to  confine  the  authority 
of  the  ordinary  to  strictly  religious  mat- 
ion;  and  if  there  were  any  authority  in 
tho  PrcBbyterian  Church  to  which  their 
clergy  yielded  obedience,  he  would  be 
happy  to  introduce  words  that  would  in- 
dndo  PrcBbyterian  chaplains  also.  The 
'^      of  the  law,  as  it  now  stood,  was  to 


make  the  commissioners  a  pope  and  coun«^ 
cil;  and,  what  was  worse,  the  chief  com* 
missioner  was  made  pope  for  a  religion  to 
which  he  did  not  belong.  He  would  ask, 
why  should  two  Protestant  commissioners 
have  authority  to  decide  in  religious  mat- 
ters affecting  Catholics?  or  why  should 
the  third  commissioner,  who  was  a  Catholic, 
have  a  similar  power  with  regard  to  Pro* 
testaut  chaplains  ?  He  submitted  the  clause 
for  the  approbation  of  the  House,  with  a 
view  to  facilitate  the  working  of  the  poor- 
law,  as  well  as  on  the  grounds  of  common 
sense  and  common  fairness. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  First 
Time. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLB  hoped  the 
House  would  not  be  induced  to  consent  to 
the  introduction  of  the  clause,  which  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  facilitating  the  opera*- 
tion  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law.  If  there  were 
one  thing  upon  which  the  guardians  were 
more  jealous  than  another,  it  was  the  ap- 
pointment and  control  of  their  officers,  and 
although  it  was  true  the  chaplains  were 
appointed  by  the  commissioners,  and  not 
by  the  guardians,  still  the  greatest  care 
had  been  taken  to  keep  these  appointments 
independent  of  the  bishops.  He  doubted 
very  much  whether  the  clause,  as  it  was 
at  present  worded,  would  apply  to  Catholic 
clergymen  at  all.  He  knew,  however,  that 
especial  care  was  taken  by  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  consult,  as  far  as  possi* 
ble,  and  in  a  respectful  manner,  the  wishes 
of  tho  Roman  Catholic  bishops  or  arch- 
bishops, who  were  the  ecclesiastical  supe- 
riors of  the  clergy  about  to  be  appointed. 
But,  if  this  were  carried  further,  there 
would  be  two  distinct  authorities  in  every 
workhouse  in  Ireland.  The  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  had  laid  down  certain  rules 
respecting  the  performance  of  the  duties  of 
chaplains,  and  the  clergy  must  submit  to 
some  authority  —  that  proper  authority 
clearly  being  the  commissioners.  The  hen. 
Member  had  alluded  to  a  case  in  the  Tuam 
workhouse,  and  had,  on  a  previous  occa* 
sion,  moved  for  the  papers  connected  there- 
with; but  the  hon.  Member  had  not  moved, 
as  he  (Sir  W.  Somerville)  wished  he  had, 
that  those  papers  should  be  printed.  In 
that  case,  as  in  others,  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners had  not  departed  from  their  or- 
dinary mode  of  proceeding.  One  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  (Mr.  Redington) 
was  a  Catholic,  and  he  would  be  the  last 
man  to  do  anything  disrespectful  to  the 
Church  of  which  he  was  a  member. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  his  objection 
was  not  founded  on  the  fact  of  two  of 
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.tho  commistsiouers  being  Prntcstatits.  He 
bIiouW  ol>jcct  to  the  interference  of  a  ]&y 
Catliolie  as  mueli  as  to  tliat  of  a  rmtes- 
tant  on  any  (]^uestion  atlecting  the  Catholic 
rchnrion. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  inquired  who  was  to 
be  the  authority  to  tleeido  what  <iueatiou8 
were  **  purely  civir'  if  the  clnuse  were 
adopted  ?  lie  was  aware  that  there  would 
Lave  he  on  g^reat  difficulties  with  regai'd  to 
the  conduct  of  chaplains  in  the  part  of  Ire- 
]and  with  whicli  ho  was  connected,  were  it 
not  that  the  Roman  Catholics  there  were 
presided  over  hy  so  estimable  a  man  as 
Dr.  Uyan.  lie  he[,'gcil  to  take  the  oppor^ 
tunity,  while  referring  to  this  aiihjeet,  to 
thank  the  ncihlo  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  for  the  excellent  appointment 
which  he  had  recently  mnde  to  the  see  of 
Limerick. 

Mr,  SCULLY  wished  to  know  if  the 
commissioners  churned  a  power  to  remove 
a  chaphiin  for  carrying  out  his  own  religi- 
ous views  and  those  of  his  bishop  ? 

Sm  W.  SOMERYILLE  said,  the  com- 
missioners hat!  laid  down  certain  rules  for 
the  guidance  of  the  chaplains*  and  ho  con- 
eidored  that  it  was  for  the  comnuBsioners 
to  decide  whether  these  rules  were  neg- 
lected or  otherwise. 

Mu.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  for  a  division,  as 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  so  clearly 
against  him.  He  shoidd  he  exceedingly 
sorry  to  give  a  vote  apparently  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  authorities  of  the  Church  to 
which  lie  belonged,  and  to  his  hon.  Priendj 
but  still  he  should  feel  bound  to  vote  against 
the  latter  part  of  the  clause.  There  wotdd 
bo  a  groat  difficulty  in  drawing  a  line  be- 
tween civil  and  religious  matters;  as,  for 
instance*  the  celeb  ration  of  divine  service 
was  a  purely  religious  question,  and  still, 
if  a  chaplain  neglected  that  duty  without 
cause,  it  was  clearly  a  case  in  which  the 
commissioners  ought  to  interfere. 

Sir  1L  W.  BAKROxX  also  hoped  that 
the  hon»  Member  would  not  divide,  as  the 
votes  would  be  misunderstood  in  Ireland. 
Ho  believed  the  word  '*  ordinary"  in  the 
clause  would  not  apply  to  Roman  Catholic 
bishops.  The  House  would  not  wish  to 
leave  the  dismissal  of  the  chaplains  of 
workhouses  in  the  hands  of  any  bishops, 
whether  Catholics  or  Protestants.  Ho 
thought  the  present  practice  was  found, 
upon  the  whole,  to  work  conveniently.  One 
case  of  dispute  had  indeed  arisen  in  Tuam, 
but  the  House  ought  not  to  legislate  for 
that  single  case.  All  that  the  House  knew 
of  that  case  was,  that  Dr.  M'Halc  had  dif- 


fered from  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
respecting  tlie  dismissal  of  a  chaplain; 
but  further  tliati  that  the  House  knew 
nothing. 

Motion  made  nud  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time.** 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  3;  Noes  74  : 
Majority  71. 

Mr.  GROGAN  then  moved  a  clause  to 
enable  justices  of  the  peace,  in  cases  whero 
tenants  of  premises  for  a  term  not  exceed- 
ing a  month,  at  a  rent  not  exceeding  IL 
per  niontli,  held  over  the  premises  after 
the  teim  had  ceased,  or  notice  to  quit  had 
been  served  upon  thern^  to  order  a  consta- 
ble to  take  possession  of  the  premises; 
provided  alwa^^s  that  no  such  entry  should 
ha  made  on  a  Sunday,  Good  Friday,  or 
Chri.?tnias-day»  or  at  any  time  except  be- 
tween nine  in  the  morning  and  four  iu  the 
afternoon;  and,  also,  that  nothing  therein 
contained  should  be  deemed  to  protect  any 
person  by  whom  the  warrant  for  taking 
possession  should  be  sued  out  from  any 
action  which  might  be  brought  against 
him  by  any  such  tenant  or  occupier  in  re- 
spect of  such  entry  and  taking  possession, 
where  such  person  had  not,  at  the  time  of 
suing,  lawful  right  to  the  possession  of  the 
premises. 

Sjrt  L,  O'BRIEN  supported  the  clause. 

Sir  G.  grey  .said,  that  the  clause  was 
totally  foreign  to  the  purpose  of  the  Bill ; 
the  clause  was  to  facilitate  ejectment  m 
certain  cases,  and  had  notliing  to  do  witli 
the  relief  of  the  poor.  If  the  clause  was 
added ^  the  title  of  the  Bill  ought  to  bo 
altered. 

Clause  negatived  without  a  division. 

Mr.  GROGAiS  then  moved  a  chiuse, 
which  be  contended  was  strictly  within  the 
ptuviewa  of  the  Bill,  declaring  that  when 
a  party  iu  possession  of  more  than  a  quar- 
ter of  an  aero  of  land  applied  for  relief 
upon  a  certificate  of  the  guardians  to  that 
ett'ect,  it  should  vitiate  the  tenure  of  hi.*j 
land. 

Sir  G.  grey  called  attention  to  the 
fact,  that  by  the  pre  sent  law  tlie  poordaw 
guardians  were  prohibited  from  a  Wording 
relief  to  any  persons  who  were  in  the  oc- 
cupation of  more  than  a  quarter  of  an  acre. 
To  ask  the  guardians,  therefore,  to  certify 
that  they  had. given  relief  to  persons  in 
possession  of  more  than  a  quarter  of  an 
acre,  would  be  requiring  from  them  a  cer- 
tificate that  they  had  violated  the  law. 
That  could  not  bo  expected  of  them,  and 
therefore  he  must  oppose  the  clause, 

Caitain  jokes  Bupported  the  clause, 
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because  if  some  such  provision  were  not 
adopted,  the  landlord  could  not  cultivate 
the  land  which  his  tenant  had  deserted 
without  being  liable  to  be  prosecuted  for 
trespassing  on  the  land. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  opposed  the  clause 
as  an  attempt  to  make  still  more  stringent 
the  provisions  of  a  law  which  was  too  se- 
vere already. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  supported  the 
clause,  as  he  had  known  instances  of  laud 
being  deserted  by  the  occupiers  who  re- 
ceived relief,  and  when  the  landlords  pro- 
ceeded to  cultivate  the  soil  the  same  occu- 
piers came  forward  to  claim  their  land  so 
cultivated,  and  said,  here  is  our  lease,  and 
we  have  never  been  put  legally  out  of  pos- 
session. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  was  certain  that  the 
clause  would  not  keep  a  tenant  to  his  sur- 
render, as  assumed  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 
The  clause  would  enable  the  landlord  to 
come  in,  and  over-ride  the  lease  if  he  were 
80  minded. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  his  hon. 
Friends  who  had  opposed  the  original 
clause  saw  the  evils  which  that  clause  had 
produced,  but  they  did  not  see  the  greater 
evils  which  that  clause  had  prevented.  He 
was  satisfied  that  if  an  unlimited  right  to 
relief  had  been  given,  without  requiring 
a  surrender  of  land,  the  Consolidated  Fund 
itself  would  not  have  satisfied  the  claims 
which  would  have  been  made.  The  doubts 
which  had  arisen  respecting  the  working 
of  the  quarter-acre  clause,  as  it  was  termed, 
had  been  brought  before  an  eminent  barris- 
ter, Mr.  Henn,  who  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  a  legal  surrender  of  the  land  was  not 
necessary;  that  all  that  was  required  was 
cessation  to  occupy.  But  other  doubts  had 
since  sprung  up,  and  he  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  now  to  clear  them 
up.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
come  forward  and  settle  the  law  upon  this 
subject. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  said,  this 
was  a  new  ejectment  clause.  He  thought 
the  evil  of  the  quarter-acre  clause  was  that 
persons  applying  for  relief  were  required 
to  surrender  the  whole  of  the  land  they 
occupied,  with  the  house  they  lived  in :  he 
did  not  think  the  operation  of  the  law 
would  be  so  much  complained  of  if  parties 
were  only  required  to  surrender  the  sur- 

Slus  of  the  land  they  held,  and  were  al- 
wed  to  retain  their  house  and  a  quarter 
of  an  acre. 

Sib  L.  0*BRIEN  said,  that  the  language 
wUeh  liad  been  used  in  that  House  upon 
the  Bobjeot  of  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Member 


for  Stroud,  had  done  more  to  sow  dissen- 
sion in  that  country  between  landlord  and 
tenant  than  anything  else.  He  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  grapple  with  the 
landlord  and  tenant  question,  for  under  the 
existing  law  ejectments  were  constantly 
taking  place.  There  was  in  the  sixth  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  a  passage  bearing  on  the  subject 
which  was  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  said, 
with  regard  to  the  dispute  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clare  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stroud,  he  must  say  that  though 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  might  some- 
times be  misinformed,  there  was  generally 
a  strong  foundation  for  his  facts.  All  the 
evidence  that  had  been  laid  before  the 
Committee  of  which  he  was  a  Member 
confirmed  this  fact,  that  the  wretched  con- 
dition of  the  peasantry  in  the  west  of  Ire- 
land was  to  be  attributed  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  landlords — to  their  exaction  of 
large  rents,  which  had  reduced  the  pea- 
santry to  the  lowest  description  of  food, 
and  that  in  the  smallest  quantities. 

Sir  R.  FERGUSON  said,  it  was  clear 
that  the  clause  would  not  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  brought  up.'* 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  23  ;  Noes 
97  :  Majority  74. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  a  clause  to  alter  the  liability  of 
lessors  for  rates  in  respect  of  tenements 
not  exceeding  the  value  of  four  pounds,  to 
a  value  not  exceeding  two  pounds.  He 
was  certain  from  his  own  experience  that 
the  present  clause  operated  very  injuri- 
ously, and  gave  much  dissatisfaction.  He 
thought  the  alteration  he  proposed  would 
very  much  mitigate  the  mischief  com- 
plained of — the  extent  of  which  might  be 
conceived  when  he  stated  that  the  number 
of  4Z.  holdings  in  Ireland  was  493,783. 
The  valuation  of  4Z.  was  so  far  injurious 
as  it  prevented  occupiers  from  endeavour- 
ing to  raise  the  value  of  their  land  above 
the  value  of  4^.,  as  they  would,  in  such 
case,  be  liable  to  the  poor-rates.  He 
trusted  that  Government  would  take  this 
most  important  matter  into  its  favourable 
consideration. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  First 
Time. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  clause  hav- 
ing been  only  that  day  printed,  ho  had 
only  just  seen  it.  Now  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  went  much  further  than  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  an  intention 
of  doing,  he  having  said  that  his  object 
was  merely  to  reduce  the  limitation  from 
42.  to  21,  No  doubt  some  hardship  arose 
out  of  the  4Z.  clause;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's arguments  tended  rather  to  support 
a  Motion  for  the  repeal  of  the  clause  al- 
together than  for  its  reduction  in  terms 
from  4^.  to  2^.  He  could  not  assent  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  NAPIER  then  proposed  a  clause 
to  alter  the  present  deductions  of  pound- 
age from  tithe  rent. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  First 
Time. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  there  really 
was  very  great  difficulty  attending  the  sub- 
ject. But  it  was  not  a  new  subject  of  con- 
sideration for  the  House.  When  the  pre- 
sent existing  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act 
was  passed  in  1847,  a  proposition  similar 
to  that  now  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  made.  But,  after  con- 
siderable discussion,  the  House  agreed,  in 
preference,  to  adopt  a  proposition  of  his 
(Sir  G.  Grey's),  to  place  the  tithe-owners 
in  Ireland  upon  precisely  the  same  footing 
as  they  stood  in  England.  A  clause  to 
that  effect  was  agreed  to,  and  it  was  even 
assented  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Recorder  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  who 
then  represented  the  University.  But 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House,  after  the  clause  had  been  seen 
in  Ireland,  the  opinion  of  the  clergy  was 
collected,  and  they  were  decidedly  against 
it.  They  preferred  the  law  remaining  as 
it  stood,  and  the  clause  was  accordingly 
withdrawn.  So  that  it  was  upon  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  clergy  themselves  that  the 
law  upon  that  point  remained  unaltered. 
He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  landlords  did  not  in  some  cases 
obtain  an  unfair  advantage  under  the  law 
as  it  stood,  but  he  did  not  think  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  clause  would 
cure  the  defect.  He  would  be  ready  to 
attend  to  such  a  proposition  as  that  which 
had  been  assented  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Recorder  of  Dublin,  namely,  the 
placing  of  the  tithe-owners  in  Ireland  upon 
the  same  footing  as  those  of  England;  but 
there  were  so  many  and  so  great  objections 
to  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  he  could  not  assent 
to  it. 

Mr.  NAPIER  could  not  accept  the  offer 
0f  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     From  the 


evidence  of  most  intelligent  witnesses  ex- 
amined on  this  subject,  it  appeared  that  it 
would  come  to  the  same  thing  in  result 
whether  what  was  required  to  be  done  was 
effected,  as  proposed  by  the  clergy,  by  a 
separate  rating,  or  in  the  way  proposed  in 
his  (Mr.  Napier's)  clause.  The  two  sorts 
of  tithe  property  in  England  and  Ireland 
were  very  different,  as  regarded  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House;  and,  in  order  to 
rate  the  clergy  separately  in  Ireland,  they 
must  undo  what  was  done  by  the  Tithe 
Rent  Charge  Bill,  and  then  they  would 
have  the  old  state  of  things  brought  back 
again  which  the  clergy  had  given  up 
twenty-five  per  cent  of  their  property  to 
get  rid  of.  This  was  not  a  question  be- 
tween the  clergy  and  the  poor;  and  the 
clause  he  proposed  would  not  make  one 
II.  of  difference  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
poor-rate.  He  contended  also  that  it 
would  prevent  many  inconveniences  to  the 
landlord,  in  which  opinion  he  was  most 
completely  borne  out  by  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  by  whom  this  question  was  gone 
into  very  fully.  The  injustice  of  the  Bill 
in  this  respect  was  so  apparent,  that  it 
had  even  received  the  condemnation  of 
many  Roman  Catholio  proprietors.  His 
proposition  would  render  the  law  consistent 
with  itself,  and  would  prevent  the  Bill  from 
making  the  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Aet  a  nul- 
lity. He  therefore  trusted  that  the  House 
would  permit  the  introduction  of  this 
clause. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  supported  the  clause, 
and  thought  the  Irish  landlords  should 
vote  for  it,  if  they  wished  to  do  justice  to 
the  tenantry  and  the  clergy. 

Sir  J.  YOUNG  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  clergy  had  not  some  grievance  to 
complain  of ;  but  it  fell  very  far  short  of 
the  half-rate  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  wished  to  deduct.  If,  therefore, 
he  pressed  his  Motion,  he  (Sir  J.  Tonng) 
should  feel  bound  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  G.  HAMILTON  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  had  endea- 
voured to  establish  an  analogy  between  the 
clergy  and  a  landlord  in  occupation,  and 
he  had  argued,  that  because  the  landlord  in 
occupation  pays  the  entire  poundage,  it  is 
therefore  just  that  the  entire  poundage  of 
the  poor-rate  should  be  deducted  from  the 
clergyman  or  other  owner  of  tithe  rent- 
charge.]  But  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  must 
maintain  that  no  such  analogy  eiists.  He 
had  always  understood  that  the  principle 
on  which  the  constitution  of  poor-rate  in 
Ireland  was  settled  in  the  onginal  poor- 
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law,  was  that  the  tenant  should  pay  one- 
half  of  the  poor-rate  poundage  in  respect 
of  his  profits  as  occupier;  and,  that  the 
landlord  should  pay  the  other  half — it 
heing  deducted  hy  the  tenant — in  respect 
of  his  rent  or  advantage  as  owner.  Ob- 
viously the  owner  of  tithe  rent-charge  has 
none  of  the  profits  of  an  occupier;  and, 
therefore,  the  analogy  does  not  hold  in 
that  respect.  Besides,  none  of  the  inci- 
dents of  occupation  belong  to  tithe  rent- 
charge.  The  clergyman  or  tithe  rent- 
charger  has  no  advantage  from  the  im- 
proved value  of  the  land.  He  has  no  power 
of  controlling  the  expenditure  of  the  rates, 
or  of  keeping  down  pauperism;  or,  as  a 
rent-charger,  of  giving  employment.  In 
none  of  these  respects  does  any  analogy 
exist  between  him  and  the  landlord  in  oc- 
cupation. It- should  also  be  remembered 
that  he  is  rated  on  a  gross,  while  the  land- 
lord in  occupation  is  rated  on  a  net  and 
low  valuation.  He  was  glad,  however,  to 
find  that  his  hon.  Friend  admitted  that  an 
injustice  and  hardship  existed.  He  (Mr. 
Hamilton),  on  a  former  occasion,  had  given 
several  instances  of  the  immense  injustice 
of  the  present  system  upon  the  incomes  of 
the  clergy.  He  would  only  trouble  the 
House  with  one  in  addition,  and  he  used  it 
as  an  illustration  of  th*e  system.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  statement  of  the  particulars 
of  a  parish  with  a  population  of  1,231 
memhers  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
income  of  the  clergyman  was,  from  rent- 
charge,  1047.  and  glebe.  111,  3s.,  in  the 
whole  115?.  3s,  From  this  there  were  ne- 
cessary deductions  in  the  shape  of  pay- 
ments, which  the  incumbent  was  compelled 
to  make.  Instalment  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  advances  made  to  his 
predecessor  for  building  or  repairing  the 
glebe  house — a  charge  on  the  benefice  to- 
wards a  perpetual  curacy,  and  other  items 
amounting  to  351,  Ss,  Ad,,  leaving  the  in- 
cumbent's actual  income  at  79^  lis,  Sd. 
Now,  what  would  the  House  suppose  the 
dednctions  made  by  the  landlord  during 
the  year  1848  on  account  of  poor-rate  on 
this  79L  lis.  Sd,  to  have  been  ?  It  was 
no  less  than  7H.,  leaving  the  incumbent 
of  this  populous  parish  with  an  income  for 
hia  support  out  of  his  benefice  of  SI,  lis,  Sd., 
being  a  sum  not  equal  to  the  salary  of  his 
clerk  or  sexton,  and  making  no  allowance 
for  cost  of  collection,  schools,  or  charities. 
Hia  (Mr.  Hamilton's)  Colleague  had  argued 
the  question  so  ably  that  he  did  not  think 
U  necessary  to  trouble  the  House  further. 
He  would  only  say  that  if  the  clause 
thcndd  QOt  be  adopted,  he  trusted  the  Go- 


vernment would  not  allow  a  case  of  such 
admitted  injustice  to  remain  without  re-^ 
dress,  and  that  they  would  propose  some 
other  remedy. 

Sir  DENHAM  NOftREYS  agreed  that 
it  was  a  hardship  that  this  particular  charge 
should  be  liable  to  a  greater  amount  of  rate 
than  any  other  charge.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  divided  the  House  he 
would  vote  for  the  clause;  but  in  case  it 
were  lost,  he  thought  that  they  would  do 
well  to  adopt  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  remarked  that  it 
was  the  friends  of  the  Church  who  were 
always  ripping  up  this  subject.  With  re- 
spect to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow,  he  believed  that  that 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  tithe-owner  himself, 
and  he  thought  that  he  was  now  very 
much  in  the  position  of  a  man  becoming 
his  own  counsel.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  take  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  Church  the  poor-rate,  and 
to  place  the  burden  on  other  parties,  the 
consequence  of  which  would  be  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  liabilities  of  the  landowner 
and  occupier.  There  was  no  property  so 
much  exempt  from  taxation  or  from  other 
liability  as  the  Irish  Church. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said  a  few 
words  in  explanation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  50  ;  Noes 
125 :  Majority  75. 

On  the  Question  that  this  Bill  do  pass, 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said  the  Bill  was  di- 
vided into  two  parts,  the  latter  part  coming 
strictly  within  the  title  which  had  been 
given  to  it,  while  the  first  part  did  not 
come  within  the  title,  being  less  calculated 
to  amend  the  law  than  to  introduce  into  it 
two  new  and  vicious  principles.  Against 
the  first  clause  of  the  Bill  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  had  recorded  their 
strongest  protest;  and  against  the  second 
clause  a  majority  of  two  to  one  had  also 
recorded  their  votes.  Whatever  there 
might  be  inhuman  in  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  therefore,  and  however  unjust  and 
impolitic  the  second  clause  might  be,  for 
that  inhumanity  and  injustice  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  not  responsible.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  from  the  third  clause 
to  the  end  of  the  Bill  considerable  im- 
provements had  not  been  introduced  into 
the  present  poor-law;  but  he  must  say  that 
the  principle  of  the  maximum  rate  had 
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been  entirely  forgotten  from  the  moment 
they  had  introduced  the  margin  relating  to 
the  debts.     How,  after  the  sixpenny  rate 
in  aid,  the  Government  advances,  the  out- 
standing  debts,  and  the  emigration  rate, 
they  could  talk  of  a  maximum  rate,  he  did 
not  understand.  The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester had  given  them  most  valuable  aid 
in  Committee,  but  he  had  never  come  for- 
ward to  give  them  any  assistance  in  the 
debate.     The   right   hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  too — he  who  had 
early  in  the  Session  propounded  a  scheme 
so  magnificent  that  none  of   them  could 
understand  it — he  who  so  readily  catched 
hold  of  the  imagination  of  an  imaginative 
people — who  felt  that  there  was  an  abso- 
lute necessity  to  introduce  capital  into  Ire- 
land, did  not,  by  his  presence  in  these  de- 
bates, show  that  he  had  any  conviction  of 
the  intimate  connexion  that  subsisted  be- 
tween  every  clause  of  this  Bill   and  the 
introduction  of  capital  into  Ireland.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon 
did  the  Irish  Members  the  honour  and  him- 
self the  justice  of  bestowing  his  patient 
attention  to  the  discussions  in  Committee 
on  this  question,  and  the  Irish  Members 
were  much  obliged  to  him  for  it.    In  order 
not  to  let  the  capitalist  purchase  land  un- 
awares, let  them  consider  how  under  this 
Bill  his  property  would  be  taxed.     By  the 
first  clause  there  was  a  maximum  rate  of 
58.,  and  he  might  possibly  purchase  under 
the   delusive    belief    that   that   maximum 
would  not  be  exceeded.    Imagine  him  then 
to  be  called  upon  for  an  Ss.  rate.     **  Why 
is  this  ?  *'    he  asks.      **  I  thought  I  was 
not  to  pay  more  than  5s.  V*     **  Yes,"  is 
the  answer,    **  but  in  Committee  Parlia- 
ment found   it  necessary  to  include   the 
debts  of  the  union,  which  require  a  rate  of 
2s.   6d.  additional,  and  then  there  is  a  6d. 
for  a  rate  in  aid,  and  that  makes  the  85." 
But  beyond  this  he  will  be  called  upon  for 
2s,    Ad.    rate   for   promoting    emigration. 
•*  But,"  says   the   purchaser,    **  I    don't 
want  to  send  out  emigrants."     **  No,"  is 
the  reply,   **  but  one-half  of  the  electoral 
division   have  refused  to  pay  their  rates, 
and  the  board  of  guardians  have  therefore 
determined  to  send  them  out  as  emigrants, 
and  you  must  pay  a  rate  of  2s.  4c?."  Thus 
lOs.  4d.   for   rates   was   arrived   at.     Of 
coarse  the  purchaser  now  thinks  that  he 
has  arrived  at  the  end  of  his  liabilities; 
bat  not  so.     Another  collector  arrives  and 
demands  a  rate  of  2s.  more  in  the  pound. 
"What  is  this?"    asks   the   purchaser. 
"      ly, "  says  the  collector,  "  the  maximum 
has  been  reached,  and  the  Poor  Law 


Commissioners  have  a  right  to  collect  2s. 
in  the  pound,  and  they  have  accordingly 
imposed  that  rate  upon  you."  Thus,  in- 
stead of  5s.  being  the  maximum  rate, 
i2s.  4d.  would  be  the  actual  amount  of  the 
charge  upon  the  land  purchased  by  the 
English  capitalist.  The  maximum  was  a 
mere  delusion,  and  was  used  in  the  Bill  as 
an  engine  for  a  union  rate,  and  to  enable 
the  commissioners  to  levy  a  tax  of  10  per 
cent  upon  the  whole  rateable  property  of 
Ireland.  This  was  the  justice  of  the  Whig 
Ministry  towards  the  property  of  Ireland; 
and,  so  far  as  the  liberties  of  the  country 
were  concerned,  the  same  Ministry  had 
taken  care  of  them  by  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  wished  to  say  two  or 
three  words  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  was  obliged 
to  plead  guilty  as  to  his  absence  while  the 
measure  was  being  discussed,  and  the  chief 
reason  why  he  had  felt  less  disposed  to  take 
part  in  the  discussions  in  the  House  was 
this — that,  after  having  sat  in  the  Com- 
mittee, he  was  as  much  in  the  dark  on  the 
subject,  if  not  more  in  the  dark,  than  he 
was  when  the  Committee  commenced  its 
sittings.  If,  then,  he  had  voted  on  the 
various  clauses,  he  must  have  voted  in 
deference  to  authority  on  one  side  of 
the  House  or  on  the  other;  and  under 
these  circumstances  he  had  not  meddled 
with  the  Bill  in  the  House.  He  had  doubts 
so  strong  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  maximum 
rate,  that  had  he  been  present  he  should 
certainly  have  voted  against  it,  because 
the  sum  fixed  by  the  Government  was 
much  smaller  than  in  his  opinion  it  was 
desirable  to  fix.  If  they  were  to  have  a 
poor-law  on  the  principle  of  the  one  in 
England,  then  the  principle  of  a  maximum 
rate  was  a  very  hazardous  one,  and  if  to- 
lerated at  all  it  should  be  fixed  so  high 
that  it  would  not  be  likely  to  be  easily 
reached.  He  was  willing,  too,  that  it 
should  be  temporary  in  its  duration,  in 
order  that  it  might  not  be  made  a  prece- 
dent for  the  adoption  of  the  same  principle 
hereafter  by  other  parts  of  the  united 
kingdom.  Had  he  been  present,  he  would 
have  voted  with  those  who  opposed  the 
maximum  rate.  On  the  general  question 
of  the  Bill  itself,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  result  would  be  nil,  or  next  to  nil,  in 
Ireland.  It  would  not  remedy  the  com- 
plaints made  relative  to  the  poor-law;  and 
indeed  it  was  impossible  by  any  shape  of 
a  poor-law  whatever  very  materially  to  di- 
minish the  pressure  which  the  pauperism 
existing  in  Ireland  was  bringing  oa  the 
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Irish  proprietors.      He  thought  the  Irish  I 
proprietors    in    that    House,    instead    of 
making  pauperism  bearable,  which  it  never  | 
could  be  in  Ireland,  ought  to  look  to  the  : 
source  whence  it  sprung,  and  to  the  mca-  ' 
sures  which  might  remove  it,  for  the  feel- 
ing of  the  people  only  tended  to  destroy, 
and  did  not  in  any  sensible  degree  stimu- 
late, industry.     Efforts  should  be  made  to 
withdraw  from  dependence  on  those  who 
were  employed,  vast  numbers  of  those  who  ! 
were  unemployed.     Ho  confessed  that  he  ' 
looked  to  other  measures  which  had  passed, 
and  were  passing,  infinitely  more  for  any 
advantage  to  Ireland,  than  he  did  to  the 
present   Bill.     He   should  be   glad  if  he 
were  mistaken,  and  if  the  Bill  made  pau- 
perism bearable  by  the  complete  emanci- 
pation of  the  soil ;    and  he  should  vote  in 
Its  favour,   because  there  seemed   to   be 
nothing  better  to  propose  instead  of  it. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  had  one  word 
to  say  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  he  knew  had  paid  great  atten- 
tion to  the  evidence  ;  and  he  appealed  to 
him,  and  challenged  any  other  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, to  show  one  single  sentence  of  the 
evidence  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  a 
union  rating.  But  English  Members  had 
forced  upon  Irish  Members  that  principle 
of  a  union  rating,  though  it  had  been  ad- 
mirably argued  against  by  the  English 
commissioner.  It  was  a  principle  against 
which  the  most  distinct  evidence  was  given 
by  Mr.  Twisleton. 

Bill  passed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half- after  One 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  10, 1849. 

MiifVTBS.]    PuBUC  Bills.— 1*  The  Trustee  Act  (1849); 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland) ;  Hotue  of  Lords  CoAts  Taxation. 

9M Cooiolidated  Fund;    Marriages  in  Foreign  Countriee 

FadUUting. 
Bfported. — Incloiure  Act  (Extension  of  Powers). 
3*  Silrer  Coinage;  Mutiny  and  Desertion  (India). 
PsTiTiONft  PaBss.fTKD.     By  the  Bisho|is  of  Rochester  and 
St.  Aaaph,  firom  the  Clergy  of  Colchester,  fiocking,  and 
Eftex,  for  a  Reduction  in  the  Assessment  on  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Rent  Charge.— By  the  Earl  of  Marrowby, 
ftom  Newfoundland,  complaining  of  the  existing  Treaties 
idatiDg  to  the  Fisheries,  and' praying  for  Redress. 

AFFAIRS  OF  THE  RIVER  PLATE. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  the  question  of  which  he 
bad  given  notice,  with  respect  to  the  paci- 
fieation  of  the  countries  hordering  on  the 
lEiif&t  Plate.  He  felt  it  was  unnecessary 
to  trouble  their  Lordships  with  any  obser- 


vations on  the  subject,  as  this  matter  had 
been  so  recently  brought  before  the  House 
by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross  benches  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby),  when  the  state  of  the 
negotiations  at  the  time  had  been  so  fully 
explained  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne).  However,  he  con- 
sidered it  was  of  imj)ortance  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  brought  forward  from  time 
to  time  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  in- 
formation ;  and  he,  therefore,  begged  to 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  what  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  negotiations  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Buenos  Ay  res  relative  to  the  paci- 
fication of  the  countries  bordering  on  the 
River  Plate  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  he  entertained  a  confident  expectation 
that  the  negotiations  were  now  in  such  a 
state  as  would  lead  to  a  speedy  and  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  matters  in  dis- 
pute in  that  part  of  the  world.  Indeed, 
he  had  hoped  that  by  this  time  he  should 
have  been  enabled  to  communicate  infor- 
mation of  the  settlement  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  hostile  parties;  but,  for  reasons 
which  would  be  obvious  to  the  House  and 
to  the  public,  he  could  not  as  yet  give  any 
precise  information  on  the  subject.  The 
Government  of  this  country  had  been  en- 
gaged with  the  Government  of  France  in 
negotiating  such  a  treaty,  and  the  two 
Governments  were  becoming  joint  parties 
to  an  arrangement  which  would  insure 
tranquillity  to  that  part  of  the  world,  and 
would  be  beneficial  to  its  trade  and  com- 
merce. We  had  already  an  extensive  com- 
merce on  the  River  Plate;  and  that  com- 
merce would  soon  become  much  more  ex- 
tensive if  security  could  be  established  in 
the  countries  adjacent  to  it.  He  did  hope, 
that  by  the  concurrence  of  the  two  Go- 
vernments of  England  and  France,  that 
object  would  be  accomplished;  at  the  same 
time,  if  diflficulties  should  occur  on  the  part 
of  the  French  Government,  he  would  not 
say  that  it  would  not  be  our  duty  to  adhere 
to  the  arrangement  which  we  had  made 
separately  with  the  Governments  on  the 
River  Plate. 

Lord  HOWDEN  said,  he  was  aware 
that  he  was  somewhat  irregular  in  rising 
on  the  present  occasion;  but  as  he  had 
been  personally  alluded  to  in  a  former 
debate,  he  threw  himself  on  their  Lord- 
ships' consideration  while  he  addressed  to 
them  a  few  observations  on  the  subject  to 
which  their  attention  had  been  called  by 
his  noble   Friend.      Although  his  noble 


91 


Affairs  of  the 


{LORDS} 


Bmr  Plate. 


Friend  had  receiyed  information  from  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  which  it  was 
neither  in  his  (Lord  Howden's)  province 
nor  in  his  power  to  give,  yet  as  he  had 
been  personally  alluded  to,  and  as  he 
was  not  in  the  House  when  this  question 
was  under  discussion  some  months  ago,  he 
now  begged  to  make  a  few  remarks  re- 
specting it.  When  the  subject  was  pre- 
viously under  discussion,  many  strong  and 
severe  animadversions  had  been  made  on 
his  proceedings.  He  had  not,  and  might 
not  have  again,  an  opportunity  of  meeting 
them,  and  therefore  he  appealed  to  their 
Lordships'  kindness,  and  in  some  degree 
to  their  sense  of  justice,  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  occupy  their  attention  for  a 
very  short  time.  By  stating  a  few  facts 
he  wished  to  prevent  a  recurrence  in 
that  House  to  a  subject  which  had 
become  threadbare  and  exhausted,  and 
must,  he  was  convinced,  be  unpalatable 
to  the  majority  of  the  House.  To  him 
nad  been  assigned  the  subordinate  task  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  instructions  of 
others.  The  defence  of  those  instructions 
when  attacked  would  fall  into  other  and 
abler  hands  than  his;  the  execution  of 
them  was  performed  by  him  to  the  best  of 
his  ability,  and  he  would  leave  the  appre- 
ciation of  his  conduct  to  the  candour  and 
kindness  of  their  Lordships.  He  would 
not  refer  back  to  the  entire  history  of  the 
intervention.  He  had  never  been  able  to 
ascertain  whether  it  originated  in  France 
or  England,  for  both  countries  appeared  to 
him  rather  to  reject  than  claim  the  honour 
of  its  parentage;  but  be  that  as  it  may, 
its  result,  like  the  result  of  all  equivocal 
measures,  had  not  been  satisfactory  or  suc- 
cessful. Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
at  the  first  blockade  of  Buenos  Ayres  Ge- 
neral Oribe  was  deposed  because  he  re- 
fused to  allow  Argentine  prizes,  made  by 
the  vessels  of  the  French  blockade,  to  be 
sold  in  the  ports  of  Monte  Video — that  is, 
he  objected  to  the  confiscation  of  the  ships 
of  an  ally  in  his  ports;  but  his  successor, 
General  Ribeira,  was  not  so  scrupulous, 
and  he  was  made  President  through  French 
influence.  After  a  blockade,  in  which  we 
blockaded  nothing  but  our  own  commerce, 
and  after  an  action  in  the  middle  of  what 
we  called  profound  peace,  things  were  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  state,  without  presenting 
any  prospect  of  amelioration.  What  added 
greatly  to  the  practical  difficulty  was,  that 
there  was  no  legality  on  either  side.  The 
president  without  the  town,  President 
Oribe,  who  had  with  him  the  immense 


majority  of  the  Oriental  population  —  of 
that  there  could  be  no  sort  of  doubt  nume- 
rically— had  no  right  to  the  title,  because 
he  had  solemnly  renounced  it;  and  the  Pre- 
sident within  the  walls  had  been  elected  in 
a  packed  assembly  totally  unknown  to  the 
constitution.  Therefore,  the  attempt  to 
settle  their  differences  was,  in  fact,  not  an 
attempt  to  do  justice  to  any  party,  but 
merely  an  attempt  to  make  something  out 
of  nothing.  At  that  time  a  confidential 
agent  (Mr.  Hood)  was  sent  from  this  coun- 
try with  instructions  that  were  to  serve  as 
the  basis  of  a  reconciliation.  That  basis 
was  accepted,  but  to  it  were  appended  cer- 
tain addenda  required  by  the  Government 
of  Buenos  Ayres.  Mr.  Hood  was  not  of 
sufficient  professional  calibre  to  make  head 
against  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  France 
and  England,  who  were  both  opposed  to  him 
in  their  views.  In  the  spring  of  1847,  he 
(Lord  Howden),  being  then  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  was  ordered  to 
proceed  to  the  River  Plate  to  try  to  effect 
a  settlement  of  this  question.  He  was  the 
bearer  of  a  tripartite  convention  that  was 
to  be  signed  conjointly;  but  the  idea  of 
that  conjoint  arrangement  engendered  dif- 
ficulties in  limine,  because  the  Buenos 
Ayrean  Government  refused  to  assent  to 
anything  in  the  shape  of  an  arrangement 
conjointly  with  Monte  Video.  The  English 
and  French  Plenipotentiaries  were  there- 
fore obliged,  on  their  own  responsibility, 
to  make  three  separate  conventions,  to  be 
signed  separately  by  the  respective  par- 
ties. There  were  at  that  moment  two  cir- 
cumstances which  most  injuriously  affected 
that  mission.  The  first  was,  that  the 
blockade,  which  was  supposed  would  be  a 
valid  means  of  coercion,  had  turned  out  a 
complete  failure;  the  second  was,  that  Ge- 
neral Ribeira  and  his  party  had  been  com- 
pletely beaten,  and  things  appeared  in  a 
very  fair  way  of  settling  themselves  in  a 
more  speedy  and  far  more  agreeable  man- 
ner than  could  be  efiected  by  tlie  unpopu- 
lar agency  of  the  foreigner.  The  preli- 
minaries of  the  convention  being  settled, 
the  negotiations  proceeded  favourably  until 
they  came  to  the  clause  relating  to  the 
River  Parana.  General  Rosas,  smarting 
under  a  most  unjustifiable  attack  upon 
the  territory  of  the  Argentine  Confeder- 
ation without  any  declaration  of  war — 
and  labouring — perhaps  naturally — under 
an  exaggerated  susceptibility — required 
something  more  categorical  and  formal 
than  what  was  offered  in  the  clause  as 
agreed  upon  by  the  Foreign  Minitleni  U| 
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London  and  at  Paris;  and  the  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  Her  Britannic  Majesty — seeing 
that  the  River  Parana  ran  between  two 
banks,  both  of  which  were  Argentine,  and 
that  whatever  might  be  the  imperfect 
rights  of  the  countries  above,  yet  certainly 
as  far  as  that  river  did  run  between  two 
banks  that  were  Argentine,  it  was  as 
much  a  part  of  the  Confederation  as  the 
River  Thames  was  English  or  the  River 
Seine  French — made  no  objection  to  ad- 
mitting the  proposition  made  at  Buenos 
Ayree  about  that  river;  but  the  Minis- 
ter of  France  did  not  think  himself  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  He  (Lord  Howden)  was 
not  at  liberty  to  state  what  the  views  of 
the  French  Minister  were  with  regard  to 
this  subject;  but  he  must  say,  that,  while 
employed  on  preliminaries  at  Paris,  he 
plainly  saw  the  failure  of  the  negotiation 
under  that  head.  Had  the  admission  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  Parana,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Uruguay  would  have  been  al- 
lowed to  stand  over  for  reference  to  the  two 
Governments  at  home.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that  the  discussions  at  Buenos  Ayres  were 
broken  off  upon  the  subject  of  the  Parana. 
The  great  object  of  the  mission  having  fail- 
ed, the  next  object  was  to  avoid  the  useless 
efl^sion  of  blood;  and  the  two  Plenipoten- 
tiaries proceeded  to  the  other  side  of  the 
Plate  to  endeavour  to  arrange  an  armistice 
between  the  two  belligerents,  till  an  answer 
was  received  from  England  and  France  at 
Monte  Video.  The  armistice  was  offered  to 
the  two  parties;  at  that  time  the  military 
situation  of  General  Oribe  was  infinitely  su- 
perior to  that  of  the  Monte  Videan  Govern- 
ment; and  it  was  supposed  that  Oribe  would 
be  the  person  to  refuse  the  armistice,  if  it 
was  to  bo  refused  at  all.  He  (Lord  Howden) 
begged  particular  attention  to  the  circum- 
•tance  that  it  was  stated  to  Oribe  by  both 
the  Plenipotentiaries,  that  if  be  agreed  to 
the  armistice,  the  blockade  should  be  raised. 
General  Oribe  did  agree,  and  the  English 
Plenipotentiary  felt  it  his  duty  to  perform 
his  part  of  the  agreement,  and  he  forth- 
with directed  the  blockade,  so  far  as  Eng- 
land was  concerned,  to  be  raised.  He  (Lord 
Howden)  believed  that  few  of  their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  of  what  the  nature  of  a 
blockade  of  the  River  Plate  was,  as  regard- 
ad  Buenos  Ayres,  of  what  was  the  rea- 
■oning  by  which  it  was  justified,  or  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  carried  on.  In 
tha  first  place,  you  did  not  blockade  Bue> 
apt  Ayrea — you  do  not  obstruct  the  small 
HAi  vesBeLi  of  the  country  that  can  sail  in 
l£dIow  iratefy  bat  you  blockade  the  fine 


square-rigged  vessels  of  London  and  Liver- 
pool, and  you  blockade  also  the  vessels 
belonging  to  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, which  was  becoming  a  very  serious 
question.  The  mode,  too,  in  which  the 
blockade  was  carried  on,  made  it  the  most 
extraordinary  blockade  ever  imagined.  It 
was  stated,  by  diplomatic  authority  at 
Monte  Video,  that  it  was  a  political  and 
not  a  commercial  blockade.  Now,  what 
that  meant  he  would  leave  entirely  to 
their  Lordships,  for  it  had  always  been 
beyond  his  comprehension.  He  could  never 
understand  why  a  measure  intended  to 
cripple  the  trade,  and  injure  the  resources 
of  General  Rosas — why  a  measure  intend- 
ed to  be  a  means  of  coercion  against  a  re- 
fractory Government,  was  to  be  all  at  once 
deflected  from  its  original  purpose,  and 
made  to  become,  against  all  precedent  and 
all  public  law,  a  means  of  bolstering  up 
the  decaying  finances  of  Monte  Video.  In 
order,  however,  to  carry  out  this  idea,  it 
was  arranged  that  all  vessels  willing  to  pay 
a  certain  sum  for  the  support  of  the  cus- 
tom-house at  Monte  Video,  which  main- 
tained a  bevy  of  foreign  speculators,  should 
be  allowed  to  proceed  to  Buenos  Ayres. 
That  was,  **  blackmail''  (for  he  could  use 
"no  more  appropriate  word)  was  to  be  ex- 
acted from  English  vessels  belonging  to 
English  merchants,  to  enrich  a  company 
of  loan-mongers  who  devoured  the  re- 
sources of  the  State,  and  battened  upon 
its  miseries  and  misfortunes.  The  garri- 
son of  the  town  at  the  time  was  almost 
entirely  composed  of  Frenchmen  and  Ita- 
lians, although  there  were  also  a  few  ma- 
numitted slaves;  and  it  was  commanded 
by  a  person  to  whom  he  was  glad  to  be 
able  to  pay  this  tribute — that  he  stood  a 
disinterested  individual  among  those  who 
only  sought  their  own  personal  advantage 
-»-lie  meant  a  person  of  great  courage  and 
military  skill,  who  had  a  great  claim  upon 
their  sympathies,  considering  the  unjus- 
tifiable intervention  of  the  French,  and 
the  recent  extraordinary  and  unnatural 
events  that  had  taken  place  in  Italy.  He 
alluded  to  General  Garibaldi.  But  since 
the  blockade  had  been  abandoned,  our 
trade  was  gradually  regaining  its  for- 
mer healthy  state,  and  was  now  in  a  satis- 
factory condition.  And  this  fact  was  at- 
tested even  by  what  appeared  every  month 
in  the  newspapers,  almost  all  of  which, 
were  in  the  pay  of  the  Monte  Videan  con- 
tractors. On  one  sheet,  containing  the  poli- 
tical article,  were  to  be  found  the  most  vio- 
lent and  unscrupulous  diatribes  against  the* 
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policy  of  the  English  Government,  whilst  on 
the  very  next  sheet,  in  the  money  market  ar- 
ticle, were  to  he  found  the  most  ample  ac- 
counts of  the  revival  of  trade.  With  regard  to 
the  independence  of  Monte  Video,  an  error 
very  widely  spread,  and,  he  admitted,  very 
honestly  helieved,  though  not  so  honestly 
circulated,  prevailed  on  this  subject.  It 
was  said  that  in  the  negotiations  of  1828, 
at  Rio  Janeiro,  hetween  the  United  Pro- 
vinces of  La  Plata,  and  England,  and  Bra- 
zil, that  England  was  a  party  to  guaran- 
tee the  independence  of  Monte  Video. 
Now  it  happened  that  the  fact  was  pre- 
cisely the  reverse  of  this.  The  Argentine 
Plenipotentiary,  General  Guide,  wrote  a 
letter  during  the  negotiations,  categori- 
cally asking  Lord  Ponsouby  if  he  would 
guarantee  the  independence  of  that  State; 
and  Lord  Ponsonby  stated  as  categorically 
that  he  was  not  authorised  by  his  Govern- 
ment to  enter  into  any  such  guarantee. 
But  knowing  as  he  did  the  exaggerations 
in  which  the  organs  of  the  Monte  Videan 
contractors  so  unscrupulously  dealt,  he 
wished  to  say  that  his  own  opinion  was, 
broadly  and  decidedly — and  he  was  glad  of 
an  opportunity  of  declaring  it  in  the  most 
public  manner — that  it  ought  to  be  the 
undeviating  policy  of  England  to  maintain 
the  independence  of  the  Banda  Oriental, 
and  not  allow  a  country  so  unequalled  in 
extent,  climate,  and  fertility,  to  be  an- 
nexed to  any  Government,  whatever  it 
might  be.  He  heard  with  satisfaction 
from  the  noble  Marquess  the  President  of 
the  Council,  that  there  was  a  chance  of  a 
favourable  termination  of  this  much-vexed 
question.  He  (Lord  Howden)  had  never 
for  one  moment  abandoned  his  belief  in 
the  possibility  of  Great  Britain  making  a 
convention  with  General  Rosas.  His  no- 
ble Friend,  who  was  best  able  to  judge 
of  the  general  policy  of  the  Government, 
said  that  the  negotiations  now  going 
on  were  likely  to  lead  to  a  favour- 
able issue;  but  he  (Lord  Howdon)  must  be 
allowed  to  say — merely  as  a  private  Mem- 
ber of  their  Lordships*  House,  and,  with- 
out at  all  compromising  the  Government, 
or  wishing  to  say  anything  disrespectful  to 
France,  the  advantage  of  whoso  alliance 
he  prized  as  much  as  any  one — that  ho  be- 
lieved the  objects,  the  interests,  and  the 
necessities  of  this  country  were  so  idio- 
syncratic, and,  from  the  complication  of 
its  internal  interests,  so  peculiar  to  itself, 
that  it  was  with  a  feeling  of  regret  that 
he  saw  us  embarking  in  company  with 
Other  nations  in  political  voyages  which  he 


was  convinced  we  could  effect  much  faster, 
and  with  far  more  safety,  if  we  prosecuted 
them  alone.  He  had  also  a  word  which  he 
must  say  about  General  Rosas,  against 
whom  he  knew  there  was  a  very  great  feel- 
ing in  this  country,  from  the  stories  that 
had  been  circulated  with  regard  to  him; 
but  with  which,  whether  true  or  false,  wo 
had  no  concern.  Wherever  he  (Lord  How- 
den)  had  the  honour  of  being  employed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  he  should  al- 
ways look  at  persons  and  things  just  in  the 
relation  in  which  they  stood  to  the  honour 
and  interests  of  this  country.  He  cared 
nothing  of  General  Rosas's  general  ad- 
ministration, or  his  alleged  private  delin- 
quencies. If  he  was  a  tyrant,  let  the  peo- 
ple immediately  concerned  get  rid  of  him 
or  retain  him,  as  they  thought  fit;  but 
what  he  (Lord  Howden)  knew  was  of  more 
consequence,  and  it  was  this  —  that  in 
whatever  way  General  Rosas  treated  his 
own  fellow-citizens,  foreigners  were  inva- 
riably protected  by  him,  even  when  they 
were  attacking  him  in  his  own  territories; 
and  he  believed  that  there  were  few  men 
more  convinced  that  it  was  to  his  interest  to 
maintain  a  good  and  advantageous  connex- 
ion with  this  country,  than  was  General 
Rosas;  and  nobody  was  more  willing  than 
that  individual  to  preserve  such  an  under- 
standing with  Great  Bntain.  The  inter- 
ests of  England  and  France  in  the  Plate, 
in  many  important  respects,  did  not  concur; 
all  that  England  wanted  for  her  trade  was 
— all  that  the  trade  of  England  ever  did 
want — that  it  should  be  allowed  to  flow 
quietly  and  uninterruptedly  in  the  channel 
that  it  had  scooped  out  for  itself.  The  trade 
of  France,  on  the  other  hand,  was  very 
inconsiderable,  and  she  was  endeavouring 
to  extend  her  dominions,  as  weU  as  her 
trade,  by  means  which  would  certainly  be 
resisted.  There  was  no  real  cause  for  dis- 
sension between  us  and  Buenos  Ayres; 
but  there  was  one  feeling  always  ferment- 
ing in  the  Governments  of  South  America 
which  deserved  some  attention,  and  that 
was,  a  deep-seated  hatred  of  the  intermed- 
dling of  transatlantic  Powers;  and  General 
Rosas,  not  unnaturally,  experienced  this 
feeling.  The  noble  Marquess  (the  President 
ofthe  Council),  in  1824,  was  the  first  to  move 
in  that  House  that  the  States  of  South  Ame- 
rica should  be  formally  recognised  by  this 
country;  and  he  would  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess what  sort  of  independence  that  was 
when  these  States  were  constantly  exposed 
to  the  action  of  coercive  measures  which 
no  Minister  would  ever  dream  of  applying 
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to  the  most  insignificant  GoYernments  of 
the  Old  World?  He  (Lord  Howden)  be- 
lie?ed  that  whilst  it  was  our  best  policy  to 
leave  all  other  countries  to  manage  their 
own  affairs  without  our  interference,  it  was 
especially  so  when  the  people  in  question 
were  a  people  of  Spanish  origin,  possessed 
of  an  innate  and  hereditary  hatred  of  fo- 
reign interference;  to  which  was  added  the 
jealousy  of  newly-acquired  independence, 
and  all  the  weakness  arising  from  social  dis- 
organisation and  the  precarious  tenure  of 
power.  He  wished  further  to  say — and  he 
only  said  it  because  it  had  been  somewhat 
pertinaciously  doubted — that  he  had  re- 
cei?ed  the  highest  approbation  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  every  part  of 
his  conduct  in  connexion  with  this  question 
— and  he  thanked  their  Lordships  for  the 
attention  they  had  given  to  a  statement 
which  he  could  not  conceal  from  himself 
was  made  under  circumstances  of  irregu- 
larity. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY,  who  was 
very  imperfectly  heard,  said,  if  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord,  the  armistice  which 
he  proposed  had  been  accepted  by  General 
Oribe,  and  rejected  by  the  Government  of 
Monte  Video;  but  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  the  armistice  at  first  pro- 
posed by  himself  and  the  French  Minister 
did  not  contain  a  stipulation  that  the  town 
of  Monte  Video  should  be  opened  to  the 
country  during  the  armistice;  and  whether 
Oribe  had  not  objected  to  that  condition, 
and  the  noble  Lord  in  consequence  had 
withdrawn  it  ?  He  would  further  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  it  was  not  in  eouse- 
quence  of  the  rejection  of  that  stipulation 
by  Oribe,  that  the  armistice  sought  to  be 
imposed  without  it  was  rejected  by  the 
Uonte  Videans  ? 

Lord  HOWDEN  was  understood  to  say 
it  had  not  been  withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  certainly 
understood  that  the  terms  of  the  armistice 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  had  been  mo- 
dified to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  be- 
sieging general;  indeed,  he  had  seen  in 
print  the  conditions  of  the  armistice  as 
originally  proposed — to  which  Monte  Video 
made  no  objection.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  did  not 
think  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  armistice  proposed  by  him  had  been 
accepted  by  Oribe,  but  rejected  by  the 
Honte  Videans,  was  quite  a  fair  one;  and 
jet  upon  the  armistice  thus  modified  by 
Oribe  in  a  most  material  and  essential 
pointy  not  being  immediately  acceded  to  by 
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the  Government  of  Monte  Video,  his  Lord- 
ship immediately  sailed  away,  and,  without 
notice  to  the  Monte  Videan  Government, 
or  communication  with  them  or  with  his 
French  colleague,  raised  the  blockade  of 
Buenos  Ayres,  thus  throwing  all  the  weight 
of  England  into  the  scale  of  that  party 
which  had  rejected  all  our  overtures,  and 
effectually  ruining  the  party  whom  we 
came  and  were  bound  to  protect.  Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  the  individuals 
who  advanced  the  loan  upon  the  security 
of  the  custom-house  at  Monte  Video,  and 
they  had  been  termed  loan-mongers;  but 
the  fact  was,  they  were  British  and  French 
merchants  of  high  character,  who  had  come 
forward  to  advance  money  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Monte  Video  very  much  against 
their  wishes,  but  at  the  urgent  instance  of 
the  Ministers  of  their  respective  Govern- 
ments, for  a  public  object.  In  fact,  these 
parties  had  been  sacrified  to  their  reliance 
upon  the  faith  of  their  own  Governments. 
With  respect  to  the  independence  of  Monte 
Video,  it  was  certainly  too  much  to  say 
that  England  had  guaranteed  it ;  but 
that  State  had  been  created  under  Bri- 
tish mediation,  and  we  had  the  deepest 
interest  in  its  independent  existence.  He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  fully 
admitted  that  principle,  and  seemed  to  be 
fully  aware  both  of  the  importance  of  the 
resources  of  the  River  Plate  and  its  adja- 
cent countries;  and  that  there  could  be  no 
security  that  these  resources  would  be  fully 
developed  if  these  waters  fell  under  the 
sole  control  of  one  Power.  He  hoped  that 
he  might  accept  these  expressions  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  an  indication  of  the  princi- 
ples which  would  guide  the  Government  in 
the  pending  negotiations. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  wished  to 
make  a  very  few  observations  upon  the 
state  of  this  question  as  it  existed  at  pre- 
sent, without  going  back  to  former  nego- 
tiations. Perhaps  not  unnaturally,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  wished  to  enter 
into  a  statement  of  the  cause  of  the  failure 
of  his  negotiation  ;  but  they  must  recollect 
that  others  had  failed  before  him,  and  had 
failed  since,  employed  in  the  same  manner. 
Whether  we  were  now  to  arrive  at  a  suc- 
cessful termination  or  not,  remained  to  be 
seen.  He  was  most  happy  to  hear  that 
the  noble  Marquess  felt  himself  justified 
in  expressing  himself  with  the  confidence 
he  had  done  upon  this  subject.  At  the 
same  time,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
agreed  very  umch  with  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  last,  that  the  probability  of  sue- 
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cess  depended  ?ery  much  upon  whether  the 
questions  to  be  resolved  related  to  any- 
thing that  was  to  take  place  between  this 
country  and  France,  or  to  anything  still  to 
take  place  between  this  country  and  Buenos 
Ayres.  If  the  project  of  the  settlement 
which  had  been  sent  to  this  country  re- 
quired to  be  considered  by  England  and 
France,  with  a  view  to  coming  to  an 
agreement,  he  felt  confident  —  at  least, 
very  sanguine  —  that  such  would  be  the 
case ;  and  the  noble  Marquess  might  be 
well  founded  in  auguring  such  a  result. 
But  if,  after  England  and  France  had 
come  to  such  an  agreement,  that  proposi- 
tion was  to  be  sent  back  to  Buenos  Ayres, 
he  confessed  his  expectations  would  fall 
very  much  short  of  what  he  could  wish. 
The  whole  matter,  as  far  as  the  interest  of 
this  country  was  in  question,  rested  en- 
tirely on  the  independence  of  the  Oriental 
Republic  being  secured  ;  and  if  that  were 
the  onl^  object,  whether  General  Oribe, 
or  General  Ribeira,  or  General  Garibaldi, 
if  the  noble  Lord  behind  him  liked  it,  were 
in  possession,  was  a  matter  of  perfect  in- 
difference to  us,  provided  the  independence 
of  that  State  was  secured.  Now,  the  noble 
Marquess  said,  that  the  foundation,  the 
basis,  and,  indeed,  the  substance,  of  the 
settlement  wbich  he  expected  to  take 
place  was  that  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) sent  out  in  May,  1846,  which  was 
commonly  called  the  Hood  basis.  To  any 
modifications  of  that  he  did  not  object  the 
least  in  tbe  world,  provided  the  substance 
of  that  proposition  was  maintained ;  and 
in  proportion  as  they  adhered  to  that  pro- 
position, be  ventured  to  say,  they  would 
adhere  to  the  principles  of  justice.  But 
those  modifications  might  alter  the  charac- 
ter of  the  proceeding:  for  instance,  he 
said  tbe  independence  of  the  Oriental 
State  was  all  they  wished  ;  but  if  General 
Rosas  should  think  fit,  instead  of  accord- 
ing to  the  Hood  basis,  and  withdrawing 
his  army  from  the  Oriental  State,  should 
wish  his  army  to  remain  in  possession  of 
it,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  should  not 
call  that  a  modification,  but  the  entire  de- 
struction of  that  agreement;  and  he,  there- 
fore, could  only  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  take  care  that  in  the 
modifications  which  they  assented  to  they 
should  go  no  further  than  was  compatible 
with  the  independent  existence  of  the 
Oriental  State.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  explained,  and  most  truly,  that  this 
country  was  not  bound  to  guarantee  the 
independence  of  Monte  Video.     Certainly 


not;  but  the  creation  of  that  State  took 
place  under  the  mediation  of  this  country. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  was  at  the  For- 
eign Ofiice  in  1828,  when  that  State  was 
created,  and  he  knew  that  Lord  Ponsonby 
acted  on  his  instructions  upon  that  occa- 
sion. No  doubt  there  was  no  formal  guar- 
antee, but  that  would  give  an  interest  in 
the  future  independence  of  that  State;  and 
from  recent  transactions  we  were  bound, 
in  honour  and  in  common  justice,  to  see 
that  that  State  did  remain  independent. 
That  was  all  he  had  to  express  a  wish 
about;  and  if  when  the  noble  Marquess  an- 
nounced the  settlement  of  this  question  he 
should  also  announce  that  that  State  re- 
mained independent,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) should  think  that  the  Hood  basis 
had  been  quite  sufiiciently  fulfilled. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  wished  to  explain 
an  expression  which  he  had  used  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  and  which  he  understood 
had  given  pain  elsewhere,  and  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  cross  benches  had 
that  evening  alluded.  Certainly,  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  in  speaking  of  the  question 
of  the  custom-house  at  Monte  Video,  he 
did  describe  the  persons  who  had  raised 
that  loan  as  mere  jobbers.  He  described 
them  in  a  somewhat  similar  tone  to  that 
used  by  his  noble  Friend  that  evening. 
Since  then  he  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  who  those  sentlemen  were: 
he  had  communicated  with  some  of  them; 
and  he  now  felt  satisfied  that  the  persons 
who  came  forward  were  all  respectable 
firms,  and  that  their  object  was  not  so 
much  their  own  pecuniary  interest  with  re- 
gard to  the  custom-house  as  to  keep  the 
Monte  Videan  Government  going — not  so 
much  from  an  extreme  over-patriotic  love 
of  the  Government  (and  he  saw  no  reason 
for  any)  —  but  that,  whilst  it  was  kept 
going,  they  might  get  in  their  outstanding 
debts.  What  he  wished  to  say,  therefore, 
was,  that  he  believed,  in  what  they  had 
done,  they  had  done  nothing  discreditable 
to  themselves,  and  that  they  were  most 
respectable  and  honourable  men.  He 
hoped  that  this  was  the  last  time  this  sub- 
ject would  come  before  their  Lordships. 
For  want  of  a  better  word  he  must  charac- 
terise the  commencement  of  these  proceed- 
ings as  extremely  disgraceful.  The  com- 
mencement was  not  honourable  to  us,  and 
the  negotiations  had  been  marked  by  an 
unexampled  want  of  success. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 
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HOUSE   OP  COMMONS, 
TtMday,  July  10,  1849. 

llnnina.1  Pubuo  Bilxa— !«  Lunatie  Atylumi  (Ireluid)  i 
iflbooilBig  Poor  Aet  Amendment  (Ireland) ;  Land  Im- 
Dt  Amendment  Act  (Inland) ;  Stamp,  &c.  Al- 


I*  iBliiid  Porta  (Cokmlei) ;  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton). 

Il^^riirf  Pnnr  Relief  (Cidei  and  Borouglu)}  Boroughs 
lUUefi  Traateca  Relief ;  Municipal  Corporations  (Ire- 
iHidK 
Pannom  Pninurran.  By  Mr.  Divett.  ftom  Exeter,  for 
Uniwnal  SaflHfew— By  Sir  Hedworth  Williamson,  from 
Smidarland,  for  the  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill.— 
By  Mr.  O.  Thompson,  tnm  John  James  Beser,  for  In- 
qiifary  nspaeting  the  Death  of  his  Child.— By  Mr.  Philip 
Mik^  Dram  WiUiam  Henry  Lassalle,  of  Bristol,  for  In- 
<iulry  xcipeetittg  his  Invention  of  an  improved  Life  Boat, 
fcft'  By  Mr.  M.  Wilson,  ftom  the  Clitheroe  Union,  for  a 
Snpanuiniutloa  Fund  for  Poor  Law  0£Bcers.— By  Mr. 
RolMitai.  IkoiD  Wadebridge,  for  the  Protection  of  Wo- 
■MB  BilL— By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  Edinburgh,  for  an  Al- 
tenlioBorthe  Railways  Abandonment  BilL— By  Admiral 
DuBdaa.  from  Oreenvteh,  against  the  Sale  and  Manuflw- 
tai««fBnwlBUU 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL. 

ICb.  M.  MILNE  S  rose,  pursuant  to  notice, 
hx  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of 
IIm  HouBe  to  the  treatment  and  condition 
of  javentle  offenders  in  this  country.  He 
obierved,  that  as  he  had  given  his  notice 
*  eonsiderahle  time  ago,  he  should  now 
•ontent  himself  with  making  a  few  re- 
marks upon  the  suhject  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders, although  he  might  he  compelled 
to  proceed  no  further  in  the  matter  dur- 
ing the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  was  the  more  induced  to  trouhle 
the  House  with  a  few  ohservations  on 
the  present  occasion,  inasmuch  as  he 
wished  to  impress  on  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  on  hon.  Memhers  generally,  the  great 
imptHtance  of  the  matter  for  which  ho  de- 
•iied  to  solicit  their  consideration.  Amongst 
the  various  suhjects  which  did  and  ought  to 
occopy  the  time  of  the  Legislature  in  this 
country,  there  was  no  one  of  the  social 

Snestions  more  interesting  to  the  philan- 
biropist  than  the  discipline  and  reformation 
<tf  juvenile  offenders.  There  was  not  one 
man  in  the  country  who  gave  the  least  at- 
tention to  suhjects  of  that  class  who  would 
not  he  ready  to  admit  that  here  prevailed 
a  great  and  crying  ahuse.  It  would  he 
impossihle  for  any  one  to  visit  the  prisons 
of  kngland  without  feeling  that  the  juve- 
nile offenders  confined  in  them  did  not 
receive  the  attention  which  their  cases 
deserved.  Whether  the  question  were 
placed  on  the  highest  or  the  lowest  ground, 
there  could  not  he  a  shadow  of  douht  re- 
specting its  importance  in  a  moral  and  so- 
cial point  of  view.  When  conviction  took 
pkee,  what  was  the  condition  of  the  young 


criminal  ?  It  was  one  of  the  utmost  dan- 
ger to  himself  and  of  great  injury  to  so- 
ciety. He  wished  the  House  particularly 
to  hear  in  mind,  that  in  legislating  on  such 
a  suhject  they  were  not  dealing  with  any 
difficult  or  complicated  question.  It  was  a 
single  crime,  and  one  committed  hy  a  sin- 
gle class  of  persons.  The  crime  was,  petty 
larceny;  the  criminals,  the  children  of 
poor.  Now,  when  an  offender  of  that 
class  was  sent  to  priBon,  he  generally 
found  there  better  shelter  and  better  food 
than  he  had  previously  been  accustomed 
to,  as  well  as  companions  of  his  own 
age — companions  more  agreeable,  though 
more  dangerous,  than  those  with  whom 
he  had  previously  associated.  When  even 
the  boy  from  Parkhurst  was  thrown  upon 
the  world,  he  was  too  frequently  unfit- 
ted for  independent  action,  and  destitute 
of  the  ability  to  serve  his  country  as  an 
honest  and  independent  citizen.  It  was 
not  surprising  that  such  should  he  the 
case,  as  all  that  was  done  at  Park- 
hurst was  chiefly  calculated  to  give  the 
boy  a  strong  impression  of  punishment, 
instead'  of  improving  his  heart  or  awaken- 
ing his  conscience.  He  would  press 
upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of 
establishing  some  such  asylum  for  the 
criminal  youth  of  Great  Britain  as  that 
of  the  Philanthrophic  Institution,  which, 
under  the  able  guidance  of  Mr.  Sid- 
ney Turner,  had  been  made  to  equal  the 
Mettray  of  France.  He  believed,  that 
upon  a  rough  calculation  70,000  or  80,000 
persons  came  under  the  notice  of  the  law  in 
the  metropolis  and  surrounding  districts, 
and  at  least  a  seventh  part  of  them  were 
persons  under  thirteen  years  of  age.  Ho 
contended,  that  the  process  pursued  in  this 
country  with  juvenile  offenders  was  not  a 
curative  process;  and,  further,  he  thought 
it  would  be  a  great  improvement  if  juvenile 
offenders  were  immediately  after  conviction 
subjected  to  corporeal  punishment,  which 
should  be  inflicted  by  the  constable  of  the 
district  with  the  least  possible  delay;  that 
for  the  second  offence  they  should  be  sen- 
tenced to  two  or  three  years'  imprison- 
ment, and  sent  to  a  reforming  establish- 
ment; and  that  for  the  third  offence  they 
should  be  sent  to  a  similar  establishment 
for  five  or  six  years,  where  they  would  bo 
subjected  to  constant  and  severe  labour — 
not  without  moral  superintendence,  but  still 
to  constant  and  severe  labour — to  real,  strin- 
gent, continuous  labour,  but  still,  as  he  said, 
not  without  a  reformatory  purpose  and  pro- 
cess. Every  one  acquainted  with  the  stato 
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of  our  population  well  knew  that  it  was  for 
want  of  education  and  fair  superintendence 
that  the  children  of  the  poor  were  what 
they  were.  As  to  the  power  of  retaining 
those  children  in  custody  after  the  term  of 
their  sentences  expired,  that  was  a  matter 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  had  now  alto- 
gether in  his  own  hands.  He  regretted  to 
observe,  that  the  Bill  which  had  been  in- 
troduced at  the  instance  of  Miss  Murray — 
a  lady  whom  he  might  place  on  a  par  with 
Mrs.  Fry — had  never  been  carried  into  prac- 
tical operation;  there  was  every  reason  to 
apprehend  that  the  evils  springing  out  of 
juvenile  delinquency  would,  if  neglected, 
reach  to  a  very  formidable  extent;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
these  subjects  into  consideration  in  connex- 
ion with  plans  of  colonisation,  thus  giving 
reformed  criminals  a  chance  of  beginning 
life  anew.  Having  said  so  much,  he 
should  now  leave  the  whole  matter  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
trusting  that  they  would  turn  their  atten- 
tion to  it  during  the  ensuing  vacation;  and 
when  Parliament  met  again  he  hoped  that 
Ministers  would  be  prepared  to  make  a  step 
in  the  right  direction.  If  his  right  hon. 
Friend  neglected  to  do  so,  he  at  all  events 
would  not  abandon  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
juvenile  offenders. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  should  ra- 
ther be  disposed  to  accede  at  once  to  the 
Motion,  if  he  believed  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  really  a  Bill  in  his  possession.  Every- 
thing in  these  matters  depended,  not  on 
the  expression  of  benevolent  sentiments,  in 
which  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  House 
went  along  with  his  hon.  Friend,  but  on 
the  legal  provisions  which  were  necessary, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  practicable,  to  give 
effect  to  those  benevolent  intentions.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  much  that 
that  he  had  stated.  He  believed  that  much 
might  be  done  with  juvenile  offenders,  and 
he  considered  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  keep  in  view  the  reformation 
of  this  class  of  offenders  in  a  much  greater 
degree  than  they  were  at  liberty  to  do  with 
criminals  of  a  more  advanced  age.  The 
two  elements  of  punishment  which  ought 
to  be  kept  constantly  in  view  were  the 
element  which,  by  its  deterring  effect, 
repressed  the  commission  of  crime,  and 
that  which  led  to  the  reformation  of 
those  who  were  under  punishment.  It 
required  a  very  nice  hand  to  adjust  the 
balance  between  those  two  principles;  but 


he  admitted  that  it  was  easier  to  apply  the 
latter  in  the  case  of  juvenile  offenders. 
His  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  think  that  Park- 
hurst  was  a  penal  school,  rather  than  a 
prison,  and  he  was  very  glad  to  say  that 
the  chaplain  and  the  schoolmaster  were  en- 
titled to  every  commendation  that  might  be 
bestowed  upon  them.  At  the  same  time  it 
was  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  the  penal 
character  of  Parkhurst,  and  that  it  was  not 
a  school,  but  a  prison,  to  which  boys  under 
sixteen,  who  had  committed  offences  which 
subjected  them  to  transportation,  were  sent, 
frequently  at  the  recommendation  of  the 
Judge  who  tried  them,  or  the  chairman  of 
quarter-sessions.  If  their  conduct,  while  at 
Parkhurst,  was  good,  they  might  be  sent  to 
some  colony,  where  they  might  begin  life 
anew.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  seen 
Parkhurst,  he  should  advise  him  to  go 
there,  for  he  understood  that  the  combina- 
tion of  the  two  elements  of  penal  discipline 
there  had  fully  answered  the  end  which 
Parliament  had  in  view.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  also  referred  to  the  Philanthropic  In- 
stitution, in  the  eulogium  bestowed  upon 
which  he  entirely  concurred.  Too  much 
could  not  be  said  in  praise  of  Mr.  Turner, 
the  excellent  secretary  of  that  institution. 
He  believed  that  the  effects  produced  by 
the  training  received  there  were  of  a  most 
salutary  kind.  But  really  the  chief  evil  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  adverted,  he 
had  not  stated  expressly  in  terms — and 
that  was  the  evil  of  short  imprisonments, 
by  which  offenders  of  tender  years  were 
frequently  brought  into  contact  with  crim- 
inals of  a  more  advanced  age  and  more 
hardened  character,  and  came  out  of  prison 
tutored  in  crime,  and  much  worse  than 
they  went  in,  the  shortness  of  the  impri- 
sonment not  allowing  of  any  effectual 
means  of  reformation.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  Act  brought  in  by 
the  Member  for  Droitwich,  giving  ma- 
gistrates the  power  of  summarily  con- 
victing children  under  fourteen  years  of 
age;  and  he  was  happy  to  state  that  the 
Act  had  worked  well;  that  the  recommit- 
tals under  it  in  the  metropolitan  districts 
had  been  very  few;  and  that  the  punish- 
ment of  whipping  had  fully  answered  the 
object  which  was  intended.  He  was  wil- 
ling to  assure  his  hon.  Friend  that  his  at- 
tention would  be  directed  to  this  subject, 
and  that  if  any  fresh  powers  could  be  ob- 
tained which  would  enable  the  Government 
to  deal  with  it  more  satisfactorily,  he  should 
not  fail  to  ask  for  them.  He  must  protest, 
however,  against  his  hon.  Friend's  assump- 
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tion  that  the  path  of  legislation  on  this 
Bubjoct  was  clear  and  easy.  In  tho  me- 
morial presented  by  the  Philanthropic  So- 
ciety, they  admitted  that  the  subject  was 
really  a  very  difficult  one.  One  of  their  most 
valuable  suggestions  was  that  the  parents 
of  children  should  be  made  liable  for  their 
support  while  they  were  inmates  of  these 
reformatory  institutions,  or  houses  of  de- 
tention. This  was  a  very  valuable  prin- 
ciple; but,  at  the  same  time,  there  were 
many  difficulties  in  the  way  of  its  applica- 
tion, as  parishes  might  be  led  into  a  good 
deal  of  litigation.  He  owned,  however, 
that  it  was  desirable  that  parents  who  neg- 
lected their  children  should  be  made  re- 
•ponsible  in  a  pecuniary  sense  for  offences 
which,  in  a  great  measure,  had  been  occa- 
aioned  by  their  neglect.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  adverted  to  the  Act  of  1840,  which, 
be  believed,  had  remained  a  perfectly  dead 
letter  on  the  Statute-book,  because  that 
Act  did  not  give  any  power  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  the  machinery  of  that 
court  was  not  suited  to  the  pui'pose.  He 
believed  no  case  had  occurred  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  made  available.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend  that  he  should  be 
most  willing  to  receive  any  suggestions  on 
this  subject;  keeping  in  view  the  principle 
that  crime  required  punishment,  and  that 
those  who  had  been  guilty  of  offences 
against  the  law  ought  not  to  be  better 
treated  than  those  who  had  not. 

Mb.  banks S  said,  one  of  tho  first 
things  to  be  considered  in  discussing  this 
matter,  was  the  separation  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders, after  their  committal,  from  more 
hardened  offenders.  He  had  received  a 
communication  with  respect  to  that  subject 
from  Dorchester,  which  he  wished  to  lay 
before  the  House.  It  appeared  that  no 
less  than  fifteen  prisoners,  sentenced  to 
transportation  since  the  last  July  assizes, 
were  still  detained  in  the  gaol  of  that  place, 
and  although  a  correspondence  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  Home  Secretary's 
Office,  nothing  of  a  satisfactory  answer 
bad  been  received.  The  county  had  pro- 
posed to  add  eighty  new  cells  to  tho  gaol, 
for  which  they  could  afford  an  expense  of 
about  3,0002. ;  but  this  had  been  objected 
to,  because  the  official  prison  inspector  had 
recommended  certain  warming  and  venti- 
lating propositions,  which  could  not  be  car- 
ried out  under  a  cost  of  10,0002.,  to  which 
the  magistrates  of  the  county  had  declined 
aeceding.  Meantime  the  prison  accommo- 
i  which  they  thought  they  could  afford 


was  denied  them,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  that  crowded  state  of  the  gaol  ensued 
which  was  allowed  on  all  hands  to  be  so 
objectionable.  He  trusted  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  be  directed 
to  such  a  state  of  things;  and,  in  conclu- 
sion, he  had  to  express  his  satisfaction  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward  his 
present  Motion. 

Sir  G.  grey  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  he  was  ignorant  of  the 
facts  just  now  stated  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  but  he  would  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  them. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  expressed  his  re- 
gret that  this  question  had  been  brought 
on  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
with  the  object  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract.  He  was  rather 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
concluded  with  a  Motion  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill,  as  he  expected  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intended  to  move  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  on  the  subject.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  came  into 
office  he  had  some  conversation  with  him 
on  this  subject,  and  he  certainly  had  been 
in  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
ere  this  have  introduced  a  Bill  to  authorise 
the  construction  of  an  establishment  for 
the  reformation  of  juvenile  offenders.  He 
did  not  know  whether  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  aware  that  the  lady  already  referred 
to.  Miss  Murray,  had  suggested  that  the 
old  prison  at  Dartmoor  might  be  applied  to 
this  purpose.  He  would  suggest  that  it 
might  be  advisable  next  Session  to  have  a 
Committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
whole  of  this  intricate  subject. 

Mr.  HENLEY  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  valuable  speech  with  which  he 
had  favoured  the  House,  would  go  one  step 
further,  and  bring  forward  tho  Bill  of  which 
he  had  given  notice.  He  would  render  a 
most  valuable  service  to  the  House  by  so 
doing,  because,  although  the  Bill  could  not 
pass  into  a  law  this  year,  it  would  be  a 
useful  contribution  to  the  fund  of  know- 
ledge on  this  subject.  Many  Members 
were  not  able  to  see  their  way  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  they  would  be  very  thankful  for 
any  information  which  could  be  imparted 
to  them.  No  opposition  was  offered  to  the 
Motion,  and  therefore  he  trusted  that  they 
would  soon  have  the  advantage  of  seeing 
the  Bill  printed. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE S  would  follow  the  advice 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  lay 
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his  Bill  on  tho  table  some  day  before  the 
House  separated.  The  only  reason  that 
prevented  him  from  doing  80  earlier  was, 
that  he  thought  he  should  get  an  assurance 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  he  would  bring  forward  a 
measure  on  the  subject  himself  either  this 
Session  or  the  next.  He  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  for  individual  Members  to  grap- 
ple with  a  question  of  this  kind,  and  how 
much  more  desirable  it  was  that  it  should 
be  taken  up  by  the  Government.  At  the 
same  time  he  would  do  his  best  to  prepare 
the  Bill  and  bring  it  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House. 

Lcfive  given. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
M.  Milnes  and  Mr.  Headlam. 

CHURCH  OF  IRELAND. 
Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  felt  tho 
difficult  position  in  which  an  independent 
Member  of  Parliament  was  placed  who 
brought  a  subject  of  this  nature  before  the 
House;  but,  although  he  regretted  that 
they  were  deprived  of  the  presence  of  an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  most  ably  brought 
the  question  under  discussion  on  several 
former  occasions,  he  thought  that  he  (Mr. 
Osborne)  could  not  be  charged  with  any 
undue  haste  or  presumption  in  now  calling 
the  attention  of  tho  House  to  this  import 
ant  subject.  He  had  imagined,  when  the 
present  Ministers  came  into  office,  that 
some  one  of  those  old  and  tried  champions 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty — some  one  of 
those  who  formerly,  taking  this  question  at 
the  flood,  floated  on  with  it  to  popularity 
and  power — would  have  taken  up  the  ques- 
tion, and  would  have  endeavoured  to  efi^ect 
some  permanent  settlement.  He  regretted 
to  say  that  the  tide  had  ebbed.  Whether 
it  was,  that  when  Gentlemen  were  on  the 
Opposition  benches  the  aspect  of  Irish 
grievances  seemed  more  rank  and  offen< 
sive,  or  that  the  Irish  representatives  as  a 
body,  were  indifferent  on  the  subject,  he 
knew  not;  but  the  result  was,  that  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church,  which  was 
formerly  the  slogan  of  the  present  Ministe- 
rial Opposition — which  was  formerly  the 
gathering  war-cry  of  the  Whigs — ^had,  for 
the  last  few  years,  been  entirely  laid  aside, 
and  that  instrument  upon  which  so  many 
harmonious  notes  had  been  struck  to  ciJl 
the  Whig  supporters  together*  was  now, 
like  the  fabulous  haip  of  Tara»  hanging  up, 
mute,  and  remained  unstrung.  It  would 
not,  however,  be  hit  fault  if,  on  the  pre- 
sent occauoUf  he  did  not  awake  the  me- 


mory of  the  Ministers  and  of  the  country 
to  the  position  of  this  question.  He  thought, 
that  however  hon.  Gentlemen  might  differ 
upon  this  subject,  they  would  not  deny  that 
it  was  one  of  the  very  gravest  consider- 
ation. He  conceived  that  a  system  under 
which  the  whole  ecclesiastical  revenues  of 
Ireland  were  devoted  to  the  spiritual  edu- 
cation of  one-tenth  of  the  population,  that 
one-tenth  being  the  rich  Protestant  mino- 
rity, and  under  which  the  ministers  of  ano* 
ther  tenth  of  the  population  were  supported 
by  the  Begium  Donum,  the  religion  of  tho 
great  majority  being  alone  ignored,  was 
worthy  of  tho  grave  and  attentive  con- 
sideration of  the  House;  and  ho  believed 
that  if  they  had  to  commence  legislation 
on  this  subject  de  novo,  they  would  not  be 
disposed  to  apply  the  funds  provided  by 
the  ancestors  of  the  poor  Catholic  majority 
to  the  exclusive  advantage  of  the  rich  Pro- 
testant minority.  The  question  which  he 
was  about  to  enter  upon  was  of  the  utmost 
consequence.  Here  was  tho  opinion  of  the 
Irish  Church  given  by  a  great  Conservative 
statesman,  whose  words,  he  was  sure,  would 
be  listened  to  with  every  respect : — 

**Tou  have  an  ecclesiastical  establishment, 
which,  though  the  religion  of  the  Prince  and  most 
of  the  first  class  of  landed  proprietors,  is  not  the 
religion  of  the  major  part  of  the  people,  conse- 
quently docs  not  answer  to  them  any  one  purpose 
of  a  religious  establishment.  Many  a  fierce 
struggle  has  passed  between  the  parties  ;  the  re- 
sult is  you  cannot  make  the  people  Protestants, 
and  they  cannot  shako  off  the  Protestant  estab- 
lishment." 

That  was  tho  language  of  Mr.  Burke  in 
1796;  and  let  him  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  dissented  from  that  view  how  stood 
the  case  in  1849  ?  It  was  true  they  had 
corrected  some  flagrant  abuses;  but  the 
main  evil  still  existed,  and  was  stiU  thriving, 
so  that  a  statesman  whom  he  thought 
greater  than  Burke-— eertainly  a  writer 
quite  as  eloquent — Mr.  Macaulay,  whose 
absence  from  that  House  every  one  must 
regret,  had  recorded  in  his  History  of 
England  his  astonishment  that  the  most 
absurd  ecclesiastical  establishment  in  the 
civilised  world  should  remain  a  scandal  to 
this  country.  He  (Mr.  Osborne)  could  not 
conceive  a  more  effectual  mode  of  dis- 
uniting from  this  country  the  affections  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  of  re-> 
minding  them  that  thej  held  a  separate 
religion »  that  they  once  had  a  separate 
Legislature,  and  that  they  were  a  sepa- 
rate race,  than  the  maintenance  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  its  present  position 
in  that  country.    It  was  true  thati  Sf  a 
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ehange  in  tbe  appropriation  of  tho  Irish 
Charoh  reyenuea  were  adopted,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  might  say — 

— "  FoimuB  Tro^,  fait  Ilium,  et  ingens 
<«  Gloria  Teuor&m;'* 

but  it  was  equallj  true  that  tho  Irish 
Roman  Cathohcs  could  now  exclaim — 

"  Ferns  omnia  Jupiter  Argos 

"  TnuwtuUt." 

So  long  as  they  maintained  the  Irish 
Charoh  in  its  present  position,  so  long 
would  they  have  an  agitation  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Uuion.  Many  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  recollect  that  in  July,  1846,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  inquired 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of 
State,  on  what  principles  his  Go?emmcnt 
would  be  conducted?  The  noble  Lord 
was  very  much  astonished  at  such  a  ques- 
tion; and  with  somo  tartness  he  replied, 
''upon  the  opinions  he  had  always  pro- 
fBMed,  and  the  principles  he  had  always 
aeted  on."  Well,  many  thought  that 
answer  was  more  curt  than  explanatory; 
oihen,  however,  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  only  to  get  his  feet  firm  in  the 
•tirrups  to  settle  this  much-vexed  question; 
and  any  doubts  which  he  (Mr.  Osborne) 
entertained  on  that  point  wore  dispelled 
when  he  saw  the  construction  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Cabinet.  He  found  that  it  was 
composed  of  Gentlemen  who,  from  1823 
down  to  1845,  had  expressed  their  belief 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  the  root  of  all 
the  discontent  in  Ireland,  and  who  had 
supported  that  opinion  by  their  votes. 
The  noble  Lord  had  now  been  three  years 
in  office,  but  he  had  maintained  a  most  re- 
markable silence  on  this  point.  In  1823 
the  question  of  the  temporalities  of  tbc 
Irish  Church  was  first  raised  by  that 
pioneer  of  all  modem  improvements,  the 
noD*  Member  for  Montrose,  who  had  lived 
to  see  those  schemes  which  had  been  looked 
upon  as  the  speculations  of  political  em- 
pmcism  carriea  out  by  the  leaders  of  both 
political  parties,  and  who  had  pursued  the 
even  tenor  of  his  way  to  the  present 
time*  He  (Mr.  Osborne)  felt  bound  to 
Mjy  that  most  of  the  facts  ho  intended 
to  lay  before  the  House,  and  which 
had  formerly  been  submitted  to  them  by 
](r.  Wardy  the  present  Governor  of  tlic 
IodImi  Islands,  had  been  derived  from  the 
eailier  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
IfoBtroee  in  1823  and  1824.  In  1823, 
ike  hoD.  Gentleman's  Motion  on  this  sub- 
supported  by  three  Members  of 
Cabinet — the  noble  Lord  at 


IS 


i  of  the  Government,  the  President 
«l  1km  Boaid  of  Control,  and  £arl  For- 


tescue.  The  hon.  Gentleman  continued  to 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House  for 
several  years,  and  was  constantly  sup- 
ported by  Members  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, until  1838,  when  Earl  Spencer  (then 
Lord  Althorp)  brought  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  laws  relating  to  the  Irish  Church,  to 
abolish  vestry  cess,  and  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  bishops;  but  the  main  principle  of 
that  Bill  was  the  Appropriation  Clause, 
which  had  in  an  evil  hour  been  abandoned. 
A  most  remarkable  debate  ensued.  Tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  moved 
an  Amendment  on  the  preamble,  and  made 
a  speech  which  ho  thought  ought  never  to 
be  forgotten  in  that  House.  They  might 
judge  what  was  the  character  of  the  dis- 
cussion, when  he  informed  them  that  Dr. 
Lushington  rose  in  the  middle  of  the  de- 
bate, and  said  he  had  never  listened  to  a 
debate  in  which  the  decency  of  Parliamen- 
tary language,  and  the  courtesy  of  private 
life,  had  been  so  much  outraged.  The 
Appropriation  Clause  was  given  up;  but 
in  1834  Mr.  Ward  conjured  up  the  old 
shade  of  appropriation,  which  broke  upon 
the  noble  Lord's  Cabinet  like  Banquo's 
ghost  at  the  feast  of  Macbeth.  That  Ca- 
binet, however,  was  patched  up  again;  and 
on  March  30,  1835,  the  noble  Lord  at  tho 
head  of  the  Government  brought  in  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  Irish  Church,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  said* — 

**  There  was  a  solemn  compact  between  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  tho  peo- 
ple, given  by  the  King,  received  by  the  Commons, 
and  approved  by  the  Lords.  The  state  of  Ireland 
has  long  been,  and  now  is,  a  source  of  great  em- 
barrassment to  every  statesman  of  this  country  ; 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  moral  as  well  as  physi- 
cal condition  of  the  people  is  one  of  great  degi-a- 
dation.  The  question  I  have  to  consider  is  their 
moral  condition,  and  how  far  tho  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland  bears  on  that  condition.  You 
are  not  to  tell  us  that  you  cannot  listen  to  tho 
well-founded  grievances  of  Ireland,  and  are  not 
prepared  to  do  her  justice,  and  yet  insist  on  an 
adherence  to  tho  Legislative  Union." 

That  was  strong  language  coming  from  tho 
First  Minister  of  the  day;  and  accordingly 
the  House  passed  upon  that  occasion  an 
Appropriation  Clause.  In  1843,  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien,  who,  however  the  House  might 
blame  him  for  his  rashness,  would  at  least 
be  admitted  to  have  becu  an  honest  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  brought  forward  a  Mo- 
tion to  in([uire  into  the  causes  of  Irish 
discontent;  and  he  found  that  upon  that 
occasion  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (who  he  was 
sorry  to  see  was  not  in  his  place) — tho 

•  Sec  Hansard  (Third  Series),  Vol.  xxvii., 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  then  Mr. 
Wood,  and  sitting  opposite,  made  use  of 
these  words — and  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  take  them  down,  in  order 
that  he  might  tell  his  right  hon.  Friend 
what  his  sentiments  had  been  in  1843. 
Well,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
upon  that  occasion  said  * — 

"  The  evils  of  Ireland  are  undisputed,  and  of 
gi'cat  magnitude.  Amongst  the  first  was  the  state 
of  the  Church.  He  did  not  advocate  Roman  Ca- 
tholic supremacy,  but  if  he  placed  himself  in  the 
situation  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  he 
should  find  little  difficulty  in  coming  to  similar 
conclusions  which  they  had  arrived  at.  They 
might  look  through  all  the  countries  of  Europe — 
they  would  find  in  none  of  them  was  such  an  es- 
tablishment maintained  for  the  benefit  of  a  small 
minority  of  the  population.  It  was  not  for  hon. 
Members  on  his  (the  Opposition)  side  to  propose 
a  remedy  ;  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  as 
responsible  parties,  to  originate  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  complained  of.  The  sound  principle  had 
been  laid  down — it  was  for  Ministers,  not  for 
Members  of  an  Opposition,  to  propose  measures 
and  provide  a  remedy  for  the  evil." 

He  (Mr.  Osborne),  however,  should  go  fur- 
ther than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
should  endeavour  to  propose  a  remedy,  and 
a  remedy,  too,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  already  assented.  Well, 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  got  up  and  made,  for  him, 
upon  that  occasion,  a  most  animated  speech. 
[A  laugh.]  He  did  not  say  that  invidi- 
ously; but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
highly  excited.     He  saidt — 

"  Another  great  grievance  of  Ireland  was  the 
Established  Church  of  the  minority.  Ho  had 
heard  it  said  that  the  Government  would  not  re- 
open that  question.  He  would  ask  the  conserva- 
tive and  Christian  gentlemen  of  England,  if  they 
were  in  the  situation  of  the  Irish,  would  they  submit 
to  it  ?    Would  they  not  resent  it  ?    They  would." 

He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  as  **  a  conservative  and  Christian 
gentleman*' — would  he  resent  that  injury? 
He  found  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ripon  also  admitted  the 
propriety  of  discussion ;  for  ho  admitted 
that  it  was  a  most  important  subject,  and 
that  it  was  at  the  bottom  of  all  their  diflfi- 
cultics.  Lord  Howick,  now  Earl  Grey, 
the  brother-in-law  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  said  J — 

"  If  they  meant  to  have  peace  in  Ireland,  they 
must  reform  the  Established  Church — they  must 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  property  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland." 

Earl  Grey  had  been  very  silent  upon  that 
question  since  he  had  joined  the  Govern- 
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ment.  The  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  also  spoke  out  upon  that 
subject.     He  said§ — 

*'  With  regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  I  am  not 
now  called  upon  to  propose  a  plan  ;  in  my  position 
(as  Member  of  the  Opposition)  it  would  not  be 
my  place  to  do  so.  But  any  plan  I  should  pro- 
pose would  be  to  follow  the  principle  of  equality 
with  all  its  consequences." 

Upon  that  occasion  seven  Cabinet  Ministers 
voted  for  the  Motion.  He  need  not  allude 
to  all  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  and  Se- 
cretaries for  the  Treasury;  of  course  they 
all  voted  as  one  man.  But  he  found  that 
in  1844,  so  afraid  was  the  noble  Lord  of 
the  question  being  taken  out  of  his  hands 
by  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  that  he  moved  for 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
Ireland,  and  thereupon,  again,  a  most  re- 
markable debate  ensued.  The  noble  Lord 
said — 

"  When  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  now  in 
office,  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  maintain- 
ing the  doctrines  which  they  maintained  when 
in  Opposition,  and  of  hazarding  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land by  a  most  flagrant  violation  of  Parliamen- 
tary faith,  I  have  no  confidence  to  wait  for  other 
measures.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  the 
system  which  I  should  be  disposed  to  adopt  would 
be  one  which  should  put  the  Established  Church, 
as  regards  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants,  on 
a  footing  of  perfect  equality." 

He  thought  the  House  would  say  that  that 
was  pretty  strong  language;  but  what 
would  they  think  of  this  ?  He  had  posi- 
tively inibbed  his  eyes  when  ho  saw  it. 
Here  was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department;  and  it  was  the  last 
quotation  he  should  make  from  the  speeches 
of  Cabinet  Ministers,  because  it  was  a  cli- 
max.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  It  is  impossible  for  any  one  who  knows  the 
feelings  of  human  nature  to  suppose  that  the  Irish 
people  can  look  upon  the  present  state  of  the  ec- 
clesiastical system  in  Ireland  without  the  deepest 
dissatisfaction.  It  is  not  a  mere  question  of 
money — it  is  one  which  concerns  the  feelings  of 
a  people.^  Though  the  question  be  beset  with  dif- 
ficulty, I'deny  it  to  be  a  difficulty  sufficient  to  de- 
ter a  Minister  of  the  Crown  from  dealing  with  it. 
On  this  subject  I  certainly  entertain  vei7  strong 
feelings.  This,  I  will  say,  nothing  appears  to  me 
worse,  nothing  more  hazardous,  than  for  Parlia- 
ment to  declare  they  will  not  entertain  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  because  it  is  beset  with 
difficulties.  The  Union  must  be  maintained,  but 
a  complete  union  never  could  be  effected  so  long 
as  the  Established  and  Endowed  Church  of  the 
minority  exclusively  existed." 

Now,  what  did  the  House  think  of  that  ? 
That  was  in  1844.  The  whole  of  the  Ca- 
binet voted  for  that  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord's,  and  all  the  present  race  of  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  and  people  of  that  class. 
But  in  the  year  1845»  Mr.  Ward  moyed  a 
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yery  remarkable  Amendment  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  on  the  question  of  May- 
nooth,  to  the  effect  that  all  the  funds  for 
the  Bustentation  of  Maynooth  should  be 
taken  out  of  those  devoti^d  to  ecclesiastical 
purposes  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Ward  was  in  a 
very  large  minority  upon  that  occasion,  in 
which  he  was  joined  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  the  rest  of  the 
Government.  That  was  the  last  occasion 
on  which  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
had  been  mentioned  in  that  House.  Of 
late  the  ''oracles  had  been  dumb.** 
Coming  events  were  said  to  cast  their 
sbadowa  before,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Roscommon  gave  him  an 
inkling  of  what  was  to  be  expected  when 
he  got  up  the  other  night,  and  denied 
that  another  hon.  Gentleman  represented 
the  feelings  or  wishes  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  the 
Irish  Church.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roscommon  had  never  but  on  one  occasion 
during  his  long  Parliamentary  career  of 
twenty  years  given  but  one  vote  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church;  and  yet  he 
would  have  the  House  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  believe  that  he  took  great  interest 
in  this  question.  The  fact  was,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  took  no  interest  in  it  at  all; 
and  he  believed  that  his  name  was  too  inti- 
mately connected  with  certain  high  digni- 
taries of  the  Church  to  allow  him  to  sup- 
port what  would  be  to  them  so  suicidal  a 
measure.  The  hon  Gentleman  attempted 
to  play  the  old  stale  game,  and  to  persuade 
them  that  this  was  not  the  proper  time  for 
the  present  Motion;  but  ho  would  answer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  by  an  extract  from  a 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dungarvan,  made  in  1833. 
The  Master  of  the  Mint,  then  Mr.  Sheil,  in 
reply  to  a  similar  objection,  said — 

**  But  it  has  been  urged  this  is  not  the  proper 
time.  Not  the  time  ?  When  is  it  to  arrive  ?  fie- 
$ore  the  reformed  Parliament  it  was  not  the  time 
util  Parliament  was  reformed  ;  here  is  the  re- 
frained Parliament,  and  the  time  has  not  come. 
When  will  it  ?  When  the  Whigs  are  in  opposi- 
tioii  f  Are  we  to  wait  until  their  official  conve- 
nieneetaUiefl  with  the  rights  of  Ireland  ?  We  shall 
hate  to  wait  long  indeed." 

He  reaUy  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Boscommon  was  not  present  to  hear 
that  answer  to  his  stale  pretence  that  this 
was  not  the  proper  time — a  pretence  which 
■farijs  had  existed,  and  always  would  ex- 
ist^ wo  Umg  as  we  had  subservient  Parlia- 


ments and  an  indifferent  Government.  He 
hoped  whatever  course  the  Government 
might  adopt  with  regard  to  this  Motion, 
that  they  would  not,  at  all  events,  take  the 
course  recently  adopted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  thought  that  this  was  a 
question  of  the  "deepest  moment,**  and 
move  the  previous  question.  People  out 
of  doors  were  extremely  puzzled  to  make 
out  what  that  **  previous  question"  meant. 
If  they  wanted  a  title  for  the  present  Ses- 
sion, he  should  say  they  might  christen 
it  the  Session  of  previous  questions — for 
never,  in  all  the  annals  of  Parliament  had 
that  Motion  been  so  frequently  made.  Ig- 
norant, however,  as  people  out  of  doors 
might  be,  those  within  that  House  knew 
very  well  that  the  previous  question  was 
nothing  more  than  a  Parliamentary  sleight 
of  hand  to  cut  the  acquaintance  of  old 
friends  who  had  been  useful  in  opposition, 
but  who  might  bring  discredit  on  the  party 
when  they  succeeded  to  power.  He  had 
now  given  a  brief  and  imperfect  sketch 
of  the  birth,  parentage,  and  abandonment 
of  the  Irish  Church  question;  and  if  he 
had  attempted  its  resurrection,  he  had 
done  so  because,  in  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Homo  De- 
partment, he  did  not  think  it  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  money  alone,  although  he  would 
have  the  financial  reformers  of  England  to 
look  about  them,  and  to  recollect  when  the 
taxgatherers  called  at  their  doors,  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  their  money  went  to 
sustain  the  army  in  Ireland  necessary  to 
the  support  of  the  Irish  Church.  lie  had 
revived  this  question  because  he  thought  it 
was  an  imperial  as  well  as  an  Irish  ques- 
tion, because  he  felt  confident,  whatever 
measures  they  might  pass,  however  bene- 
ficial they  might  be,  however  they  might 
deal  with  the  land  or  the  law,  that  so  long 
as  they  left  the  Irish  Church  as  it  was  at 
present,  so  long  would  Ireland  be,  not 
merely  the  difficulty  of  the  Minister,  but 
the  embarrassment  of  the  empire — so  long 
would  the  noble  Lord  be  justified  in  going 
down  to  that  House  and  telling  them,  as  ho 
had  done  in  1844,  that  Ireland  was  **  oc- 
cupied and  not  governed** — so  long  Ireland 
would  be  occupied  and  not  governed  by 
whatever  Minister  presided  in  this  country, 
and  so  long  would  Ireland  remain,  in  the 
graphic  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  in  a  state  of  "  social  do- 
composition.**  It  was  impossible,  however, 
to  judge  of  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
correctly  without  reference  to  its  past 
history.       He    knew    there   were    some 
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enthusiasts   who,    adopting   the  views  of 
Archbishop     Usher,    asserted    that    Ire- 
land never  was   really    Roman   Catholic 
— that  St.  Patrick  never  was  a  Roman 
Catholic  bishop,  but  a  regular  orthodox 
divine  of  the  evangelical  school.     Be  that 
as  it  might,  however,  there  could  he  no 
doubt  that  St.  Patrick  was  educated  at 
Rome,  that  he  assumed  the  name  of  Pa- 
tricius,  and  that  he  was  sent  to  Ireland  by 
Pope  C destine.     No  doubt  a  schism  be- 
tween  the   Irish   Church  and  Rome   did 
occur  as  to  the  computation  of  Easter,  but 
the  Irish  Church  submitted,  and  was  re- 
conciled to  Rome  in  1152.    The  Reforma- 
tion ill  Ireland  was  endeavoured  to  be  forced 
on  the   people  ;   but  the  principal  object 
seemed  to  be  to  appropriate  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  to  other  purposes.     In  that 
day  Cromer,  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh, 
who  was  himself  an  Enghshman,  denounced 
the  proceedings  that  then  took  place.   The 
Protestant  Dr.  Leland,  the  historian,  re- 
presents that  the   greatest  injustice  was 
then  inflicted  on  the  people  in  connexion 
with  the  Irish  Church.     It  would  be  ac- 
knowledged that  the  reformers  had  failed, 
and  that  the  history  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land had  been  written  in  blood;   for  Eliza- 
beth, though  a  very  good  Puseyite  in  this 
country,  was  a  persecuting   Presbyterian 
there.     In  1635,  when  Lord  Strafford's 
acts  were  questioned,  that  nobleman  stated 
in  his  apology  that  they  had  not  been  un- 
dertaken alone  for  the  increase  of  revenue, 
but  also  most  especially  for  the  advantage 
of    Protestantism.      In    1635,    however, 
English  troops,  the  army  of  occupation  of 
that  day,  were  not  a  very  great  expense 
upon  this  country,  because  they  were  main- 
tained by  fines  levied  on  Roman  Catholics 
who  did  not  attend  the  Protestant  church 
—  and    one  of  the  "graces'*   that  was 
sought  for  was  to  be  allowed  to  absent 
themselves  from    the    Protestant  church 
without  being  fined.     It  was  well  known 
that  that  excellent  person,  as  many  thought 
him,   Charies   I.   pocketed   120,000^  for 
those    **  graces,"    but    never    kept    his 
pledges.     He  now  came  to  the  policy  of 
Cromwell,  which  was  written  in  one  word, 
••  extirpation  '* — who  gave  to  the  Irish  the 
agreeable  alternative  of  being  sent  to  hell 
or  Connau^ht.     And  what  was  the  last 
speech  of  William  III.  to  his  Parliament, 
hut  that  he  hoped  all  dissensions  would 
cease,  and  that  there  would  be  no  distinc- 
tion save  between  Papist  and  Protestant. 
That  was  in  the  year  1688.    He  passed 
o?6r  the  penal  laws,  ineveiy  observing  that 


thej  had  been  denounced  by  Mr.  Burke, 
and  that  the  only  apologist  they  had  ever 
found  was  an  Irish  bishop — Bishop  Mant, 
who  said  that  they  were  not  only  for  the 
security  of  the  Protestant,  but  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  Papist.  He  could  not  help 
thinking — 

"  Oh  fortunati  nimium !  sua  si  bona  norint." 
Then,  in  1723  the  Duke  of  Grafton  pro- 
cured an  Act  to  pass  the  Irish  Parliament 
of  a  most  disgraceful  character.     By  this 
Act  the  Protestant  Parliament  of  Ireland 
sought  to  debase  every  Roman  Catholic 
priest  to  a  level  with  the  unsexed  guardians 
of  a  Mahometan  seraglio.     It  was  sent  to 
England,  and  Cardinal  Fleury  remonstrated 
with  Sir  R.   Walpole  upon  it,  who  sup- 
pressed the  Act.     He  would  challenge  the 
history  of  any  country  to  produce  such  an 
Algerine  Act  as  that— it  was  known  in 
history  as   "  the   Nameless    Act."      He 
passed  over  also  the  question  of  the  Union; 
but  it  was  notorious  that  Union  votes  were 
bartered  for  Irish  bishoprics.     How  stood 
the  case  now  ?     After  nearly  300  years, 
that  Church,  in  spite  of  all  the  advantages 
of  revenue  and  political  supremacy,  stood 
very  much  in  the  same  condition  as  when 
she  was  first  planted  in  that  country.    Had 
they  shaken  the  faith  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic classes  of  that  country  ?     He  denied  it 
altogether.     They  might  revile  them  as 
beggers,  but  they  could  not  taunt  them  as 
apostates.     They  had  retained  their  creed 
— it  had  linked  itself  with  their  national- 
ity.    Through  famine,  through  pestilence, 
through  persecution,  spite  of  all  our  legis- 
lation, Ireland  still  lay  like  Lazarus  at  our 
gate,  covered  with  sores,  while  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  like  Dives,  was  clothed  in  fine 
linen,  and  her  clergy  fared  sumptuously  every 
day.    He  meant  no  reflection  on  the  clergy 
of  that  Church.     He  knew  them  to  be  ex- 
cellent and  amiable  men ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  altogether  condemned  the  system 
of  which  they  were  the  ministers.  It  would 
be  said  perhaps,  "  You  have  told  us  the 
history  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  you  have 
talked  of  persecution  unheard  of,  but  there 
is  no  persecution  at  the  present  day — no 
discontent  exists— Irish  Members  are  quite 
satisfied  in  this  House ;    why  should  you 
make  any  alterations  when  the  loyalty  and 
contentment  of  the  Roman  Catholics  is 
uniform  V    But  was  it  uniform  ?     On  the 
4th  May,  1849,  he  found  the  Protestant 
Bishop  of  Waterford  saying,  "  When  last 
year  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  Ire- 
land were  called  upon  to  enrol  themselves 
as  special  constablee  in  defence  6i  order. 
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the  Roman  Catholics  of  Waterford,  who  I 
numbered  32,000,  only  supplied  eighteen  I 
apeoial  oonstables,  whUe  the  Protestants, 
who  were  only  5,000,  furnished  280.'' 
Was  it  not  plain,  then,  that  there  must  be 
something  at  bottom  in  that  country  which 
prevented  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
being  attached  to  our  present  system  ?  But 
that  was  not  all.  Here  was  a  letter  from 
Sir  G.  O'Donnell,  the  commander  of  the 
iMMB  on  the  staff  at  Waterford,  addressed 
to  ikm  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Limerick, 
of  a  moat  extraordinary  character : — 

"  Waterford.  March  24,  1849. 
••  My  Lord — I  have  perused  your  address  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  olorgy  and  laity  of  the  diocese  of  i 
Limerick,  recommending  a  collection  in  aid  of  His 
HoliiMW  the  Pope,  with  feelings  of  deep  interest  i 
and  sympathy  for  the  position  and  sufferings  of 
the  Holy  Father.  So  mr  as  a  Protestant  may  be 
permitted,  I,  to  the  utmost,  acquiesce  in  the  sen- 
tunents  it  embodies  ;  and  as  a  private  and  humble 
SndiTldual,  beg  to  be  allowed  to  contribute  my 
mita  to  the  ftind  about  to  be  created  for  so 
faradaUe  a  purpose.  And,  my  Lord,  were  it  sanc- 
tioiMd  by  my  Queen,  I  should  be  happy  to  raise 
a  legion  of  Limerick  and  Tipperary  "  boys"  in 
the  eanio  of  the  persecuted  Monarch.  In  such 
SD  enterprise,  I  venture  to  assert,  that  of  the 
O^Doonellf  of  the  south,  a  thousand,  at  least,  men 
who  haTe  "  the  will  to  do  and  the  soul  to  dure" —  i 
woold  amy  themselves  under  my  banner  (in- 
Miibed  as  it  is  with  the  ancient  motto  of  Chris- 
tianity sad  their  sept)  to  defend  the  sacred  chair 
of  St.  Peter,  and  replace  the  holy,  pious,  and  en- 
lightened Pontiff  who  has  been  elected  to  occupy 
iiy— I  have  the  honour  to  be,  with  much  considor- 
atiflB  and  respect,  your  lordship's  most  obedient 
aad  vwy  bnmble  servant, 

"  C.  R.  O'DoKNiLL,  Colonel  on  the  Staff, 

Commanding  at  Waterford.*' 

That  letter  had  appeared  in  the  public 
papers,  and  had  drawn  forth  an  answer 
from  die  Rev.  Mr.  Foley,  the  curate  of 
Ckmmd,  whose  statement  was  of  an 
M|iiallj  extraordinary  character.  Mr.  Foley 


**  TUs  ssme  Sir  Charles  O'DonncU  did  me  the 
of  oalling  upon  mo  to  ascertain  what 
r  of  Protestants  in  the  town  were  ready  to 
m  arms  their  liberties,  families,  propor- 
tiee,  lile,  and  religion  ;  and  whether  1  would  lend 
■y  aid  aad  hnmble  influence  in  organising  them  ; 
Ihsi  the  Government  would  send  arms  to  the 
hairatrfcf.  which  they  afterwards  did ;  that  the 
Lsrd  Uentenant  was  fully  aware,  as  well  as  him- 
nl(  that  he  oonld  only  calculate  upon  the  Pro- 
fntmrtt  in  any  emergency,  but  still  would  not 
wish  It  to  be  known  tlutt  the  movement  was  to  be 
saobuiwly  Protestant.  I.  of  course,  told  liim  J 
aonld  pat  on  no  more  faces  than  one,  and  if  it 
wss  to  he  a  Protestant  organisation  I  could  not 
i  loeopessl  the  £m^,  and,  moreover,  that  I 
le  ezoept  upon  the  ground  of  dis- 
Ftntestentism,  and  neither  would  the 
of  Clonmel  array  themselves  in  a 
ir  nnder  other  impulses  than  Pro- 


It  is  true  that  Sir  C.  O'Donnell  had  since 
denied  he  had  used  the  name  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  But  there  was  a 
passage  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant^s  procla- 
mation which  almost  here  out  the  account. 
What  did  Lord  Clarendon  say  ? — 

"  Nor  is  there  any  reason  to  believe  (and  upon 
this  point  I  have  collected  information  from  vari- 
ous persons  on  whose  judgment  and  local  know- 
ledge I  could  rely),  that  the  recent  orderly  con- 
duct of  the  people  in  the  districts  where  diaturb- 
anoei  prevailed,  or  were  threatened,  prooeodi 
from  any  improved  feeling  as  regards  either  the 
law  or  the  Executive  Government.  The  total 
absence  of  support  of  the  authorities  in  their  en- 
deavours to  suppress  insurrection,  the  renewed 
attempt  at  rebellion  in  the  vicinity  of  the  town 
where  the  leaders  of  the  movement  were  being 
brought  to  justice,  and  the  disregard  of  procla- 
mations requiring  the  surrender  of  arms,  are 
&cts  which  indicate  that,  however  the  failure  of 
past  attempts  at  insurrection  may  have  weakened 
the  confidence  of  the  disaffected,  the  feeling  which 
^ave  rise  to,  and  encouraged,  that  movement  still 
remains  unchanged,  and  would  again  become 
active  upon  any  occasion  that  appeared  to  offer 
even  a  distant  prospect  of  success." 

Hero  you  had  a  remarkable  Protestant 
minister,  very  much  given  to  preach  con- 
troversial sermons,  who  had  a  largo  follow- 
ing of  Protestants  in  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try, and  you  also  had  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
telling  the  House  that  you  could  not  rely 
upon  the  Roman  Catholics  of  that  country. 
He  would  be  bound  to  say,  that  if  those 
who  were  intimately  connected  with  Ire- 
land were  asked  why  they  could  not  rely 
upon  them,  the  answer  would  be,  because 
you  have  never  done  them  full  justico,  nnd 
you  persist,  at  all  hazords,  in  maintaining 
this  deformity,  the  Protestant  Church. 
There  was  a  phrase  which  they  used  to 
hear  more  frequently  formerly  than  they 
did  at  the  present  moment,  namely,  "jus- 
tice to  Ireland.**  He  had  always  been 
very  much  puzzled  when  right  lion.  Gentle- 
men used  it,  to  know  exactly  what  they 
meant.  He  knew  that  there  was  a  large 
and  most  respectable  party  in  Ireland,  and 
in  the  House,  who  meant  identity  of  insti- 
tutions ;  he,  for  one,  must  say,  that  he 
dissented  from  that  doctrine — he  consi- 
dered it  not  only  to  bo  a  fallacy,  but  a 
misfortune.  He  considered  that  the  en- 
deavour to  put  English  laws,  the  result  of 
long  commercial  prosperity,  upon  Ireland, 
was  most  unfortunate.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  taken 
for  their  example  that  of  the  great  practi- 
cal economist  of  antiquity,  Procrustes  ; 
all  their  measures  were  applied  without 
consultation  to  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  ; 
because  a  measure  worked  well  in  Eng- 
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land,  it  was  immediately  taken  for  granted 
that  it  would  work  well  in  Ireland.  At 
one  time,  your  legislative  Procrustes  had 
endeavoured  to  stretch  Roman  Catholic 
consciences  to  true  Protestant  dimensions 
by  the  screw  of  penal  laws  ;  at  another,  to 
cut  short  their  purses  by  an  English  poor- 
law,  constructed  in  ignorance  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  the  most  extraordinary  thing 
was,  that  this  practice  was  confined  to 
Ireland  alone.  Take  the  case  of  Scotland 
—compare  Scotland  with  Ireland.  There 
was  no  cry  of  **  justice  to  Scotland.'* 
Why  ?  Scotland  retained  all  her  native 
institutions;  she  had  her  civil  and  criminal 
law  ;  we  tried  to  saddle  her  with  a  bench 
of  bishops  and  a  Church,  but  Scotland  re- 
fused, and  we  had  not  only  acknowledged 
her  Church,  but  given  l,200i.  a  year  to 
the  Episcopal  clergy,  which  money  no 
Scotchman  objected  to  receive,  because, 
as  he  supposed,  it  was  spent  in  the  coun- 
try. What  was  the  consequence  of  our 
governing  Scotland  through  a  sentiment 
of  nationality  ?  The  consequence  was, 
that  Scotland  was  a  quiet  and  inexpensive 
neighbour ;  that  there  were  at  this  mo- 
ment only  2,000  i^oldiers  in  Scotland,  and 
Scotland  gave  no  trouble  whatever  ;  but 
she  had  her  own  Church,  and  her  own  sys- 
tem of  law,  and  if  wo  did  hear  of  a  little 
discontent  when  the  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate brought  forward  a  Marriage  Bill,  and 
which  was  only  carried  by  ^se,  he  would 
no  doubt  withdraw  it.  In  Ireland  you  had 
got  English  law,  English  Church ;  Ire- 
land had  not  one  native  institution  except 
the  constabulary.  What  was  the  conse- 
quence ?  The  rich  Protestant  Church 
was  a  minority.  They  ignored  the  exist- 
ence of  any  other  creed,  and  gave  the 
regium  donum  to  Presbyterians,  and  ne- 
glected the  Catholics  ;  they  hardly  owned 
their  existence.  They  had  an  army  of 
nearly  50,000  men,  including  the  pension- 
ers and  police,  and  they  had  the  native  in- 
stitution, the  constabulary.  Compare  the 
two  systems.  Would  it  not  be  more  eco- 
nomical, more  wise,  more  just,  to  rule  Ire- 
land as  you  ruled  Scotland,  through  the 
sentiments  of  nationality,  and  through  her 
affection  ?  Let  them  ask  themselves  if 
the  price  was  worth  what  they  were 
paying  for  this  system  of  Protestant  as- 
cendancy ;  because  all  these  votes  for  the 
army  of  occupation,  and  for  the  police, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  were  no- 
thing more  than  the  price  this  country  paid 
for  Protestant  ascendancy,  and  he  hoped 
radical  reformers  would  recollect  that.  He 


was  reminded  of  a  question  asked  by 
the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  whether  the 
Church  was  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  or 
Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church;  and 
he  should  be  obliged  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  give  a 
distinct  answer  to  that  question.  It  was 
not  requisite  to  discuss  the  question  of 
church  government;  he  did  not  mean  to 
enter  into  the  question  of  the  superiority 
of  one  system  over  the  other;  it  would  only 
be  necessary  for  him  to  make  two  quotations 
on  this  subject  as  to  the  objects  of  a  church 
establishment,  and  in  so  doing  he  would 
quote  the  opinions  of  Lord  John  Russell. 
On  the  1st  of  June,  1836,  he  said — 

"  My  notion  of  a  church  establishment  is,  that 
it  is  not  intended  for  the  support  of  the  offspring 
of  the  clergy  in  comfort  and  opulence,  but  for  the 
instruction  of  the  people." 

There  was  a  book  lately  published  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  for  whom  he  entertained  a 
high  and  deep  respect— On  the  Influence 
of  Authority  in  matters  of  Opinion.  As 
far  as  his  poor  reading  went,  this  was  one 
of  the  ablest  books  he  had  ever  read,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  the  less  valuable  be- 
cause the  following  passage  occurred  in  it. 
Speaking  of  the  Established  Church,  ho 
said  — 

"  A  Government  cannot  safely  adopt  any  au- 
thority in  ecclesiastical  matters,  or  assume  the 
exclusive  truth  of  any  one  form  of  Christianity. 
It  must  look  mainly  to  the  numbers  of  each  reli- 
gious persuasion,  in  deciding  the  question  of  en- 
dowments for  religious  and  educational  purposes; 
and  to  the  religion  of  parents  in  establishing  the 
rules  for  determining  the  creed  in  which  chil- 
dren incapable  of  judging  for  themselves  are  to  be 
brought  up.  The  most  striking  and  decisive  ex- 
ample is  the  case  of  the  Irish  Established  Church, 
a  complete  system  of  exclusive  endowment,  found- 
ed on  a  territorial  division  of  parishes ;  and  yet, 
though  it  has  existed  since  the  Reformation,  and 
has  been  assisted  by  active  persecution  and  penal 
laws,  it  has  never  made  any  sensible  impression 
on  the  Presbyterian  and  the  Catholic  portions  of 
the  community." 

This  was  so  forcibly  expressed  that  he  did 
not  understand  how,  after  writing  that 
book,  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  possibly 
avoid  voting  with  him  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  had  given  the  opinion  of  two 
laymen — here  was  the  opinion  of  bishops. 
Bishop  Warburton  said  (vol.  iv.  p.  287, 
A.  D.  1788)— 

"  I  request  the  reader  to  bear  this  always  in 
mind,  that  the  true  end  for  which  religion  is  estab- 
lished, is  not  to  provide  for  the  true  faith,  but  for 
civil  utility,"  &o. 

Here  was  the  opinion  of  Charles  James, 
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Biihopof  London,  as  to  a  church  estah- 
He  said— 


Tto  qiiettixm  whether  a  church  cstablish- 

'  VM  to  be  nuiBtained  or  not,  was  only  to  be 

K«d  by  another :  namely,  did  it  impede  or 

did  H  pramote  the  moral  and  spiritual  improve- 

■MDt  of  the  people?" 


He  was  qaite  content  to  take  it  on  these 
gronnds.  Let  the  House  ask  itself,  did 
ue  Irish  Church  promote  or  did  it  impede 
ibe  tiHritoal  and  moral  improyemeot  of  the 
peopAe  ?  We  should  not  have  to  go  further 
than  that.  The  House  would  recall  the  di- 
vision the  other  night  on  national  education, 
and  ottlr  look  at  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  heads  of  the  Irish  Church  on  account 
of  nationa]  education.  Because  they  could 
not  teach  the  people  accoi*ding  to  their 
own  Tiew  of  thinking— because  they  could 
not  compel  Roman  Catholic  parents  to 
send  their  children  to  hear  what  they  call- 
ad  the  nnmntilated  Bible,  they  objected  to 
aaj  education  at  all,  and,  like  Oliver  Twist, 
came  and  asked  for  more  money.  When 
lie  recollected  that  a  certain  bishop  de- 
nmuiced  the  nohle  Lord's  measures,  that 
lie  called  tliese  the  Devil's  schools,  and 
that  thej  had  done  everything  to  hinder 
the  clergy  from  patronising  these  schools; 
he  naked,  was  the  condition  of  this  Church 
sndi  as  to  impede  or  promote  the  spiritual 
and  moral  improvement  of  the  people  ?  and 
he  was  content  to  leave  the  question  of 
spiritual  improvement  on  that  issue.  There 
Waa  another  thing  said  on  this  occasion. 
It  was  a  fashionable  doctrine  to  say,  this 
Church  is  a  missionary  church.  He  had 
heard  of  missionaries  who  were  a  different 
sort  of  men  from  the  ecclesiastics  of  the 
Irish  Church;  he  could  do  honour  to  these 
aen,  who  were  generally  men  of  low  de- 
gree, and  little  money  in  their  scrip,  who 
cained  no  gold  by  preaching  the  gospel  to 
hsrbarians.  Ho  did  not  think  that  this 
was  the  act  of  an  Irish  bishop.  Ho  did 
Boi  tlunk  that  their  income,  let  alone  their 
political  conduct  in  denouncing  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Government,  gave  them,  or 
the  Honse,  or  the  country,  much  idea  of  a 
Biiaaionary;  and  of  this  he  was  very  sure, 
that  so  limg  as  these  bishops  received  these 
enoraioas  salaries,  so  long  as  you  had  the 
plnrafitj  of  bishops  in  the  Irish  Church, 
jov  w<rald  have  to  maintain  a  large  army  to 
gnarantee  their  succession  and  the  integrity 
of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  It  had  been 
~ '  that  this  Church  was  of  an  expansive 
It  was  curious,  in  talking  of  the 
I  nature  of  Protestantism,  to  see 
'  the  Boman  Catholics  had  progressed, 


and  how  the  Protestants  had  diminished 
in  that  country,  under  the  influencee  of  the 
Established  Church.  lie  would  go  as  far 
back  as  1672,  when  Sir  W.  Petty,  in  his 
Political  Anatomy  of  Ireland,  <fcc. — 

"  Total  number  of  inhabitants  in  Ireland  he  set 
down  at  1,100,000.  Of  this  number  800,000  were 
Roman  Catholics,  and  150,000  legal  Protestants  ; 
the  residue  Nonconformists.  Sir  W.  Petty  says, 
*  One  bishop  in  Ireland  is  more  than  thirty  in 
England  ;  to  him  he  would  give  2,5002.  a  year. 
To  150  ministers  he  would  give  150/.  each  per 
annum.'* 

Then  wo  came  down  to  the  present  time. 
It  appeared  from  a  return  made  to  the 
Irish  House  of  Lords,  that  the  population 
in  1728  was  1,700,000;  700,000  returned 
as  Protestants.  In  1734  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  two  to  one  to  Protestants.  In 
1824  there  was  a  curious  return  made  ou 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Leslie  Foster  before 
the  House  of  Lords  by  the  Protestant  cler- 
gymen of  the  number  of  their  flocks.  Out 
of  a  population  of  6,801,827,  they  gave 
1,269,388  Protestants.  They  took  in  not 
only  the  legal  Protestants  but  the  Noncon- 
formists. In  1834  there  was  another  re- 
turn made,  and  by  that  return  we  find  that 
the  legal  Protestants  had  decreased  to 
752,064,  whilst  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
increased  to  7,943,940.  In  1841,  the 
Protestants  were  852.000,  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  remained  the  same.  So 
that  the  Roman  Catholics,  in  spite  of 
chartered  schools,  had  increased  nearly 
seven  to  one.  So  much  for  the  expansive 
force  of  Protestantism.  He  came  now  to 
a  very  material  point;  he  came  now  to  the 
return  of  benefices,  which  was  made  in 
1837,  of  the  number  of  Protestants. 
There  was  a  report  of  a  Commission  of 
Public  Instruction  in  1837  on  Irish  bene- 
fices, from  which  it  appeared  that  there 
were 

124  benefices  with  less  than  20  Protestants 

99     ditto     with  between   20  and    50   Pro- 
testants. 

41  without  one  single  Protestant. 

Hero  was  a  most  fallacious  way  of  view- 
ing this  question  in  reference  to  the 
Church  sittings.  Gentlemen  took  up 
Rohinson^s  Almanac,  and  saw  a  certain 
number  of  sittings  put  down,  and  then 
said,  what  a  large  congregation  this  church 
has.  The  church  which  he  attended  was 
put  down  as  having  100  sittings,  when 
the  congregation  was  only  35. 

Number  of  churches  in  diocese  of  Emly  ...       12 

Ditto  of  sittings    1,290 

Rathroonan,  diocese  of  Lismore,  100  sittings, 
No  Protestants. 
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Donoughmore^diooese  of  Lismore^lOO  sittings, 

No  Protestants. 
Outragh,  dioceso  of  Lismore,  100  sittings, 

No  Protestants. 

And  he  got  a  letter  this  morning,  in  which 
there  was  mention  of  a  parish  in  the 
county  of  Waterford  which  had  not  one 
Protestant.  In  this  parish,  in  which  there 
was  no  church  and  no  resident  clergyman, 
still  the  vicarial  and  rectorial  tithes  must 
he  paid.  The  rector  had  sold  his  tithes, 
and  they  were  now  paid,  the  letter  said, 
••  which  I  am  very  glad  of  to  a  very  fine 
girl.**  In  one  parish  there  was  a  church, 
and  only  one  rrotestant  family;  and  he 
understood  that  the  late  rector,  when  he 
went  hy  chance  to  preach  there,  the  family 
being  at  church,  found  a  goose  hatching 
eggs  in  the  pulpit.  This  appeared  ridicu- 
lous, hut  he  made  bold  to  say  that  in  the 
great  majority  of  benefices  in  the  south  of 
Ireland,  for  all  the  good  they  did  to  the 
spiritual  education  of  the  people,  you 
might  just  as  well  have  geese  hatching  in 
all  the  pulpits.  He  came  now  to  the 
diocese  of  Ossory,  and  Ossory  was  a  re- 
markable diocese,  because  you  would  ex- 
pect to  find  more  Protestants  there,  the 
great  bulk  of  the  property  being  held  ex- 
clusively by  Protestant  proprietors.  He 
referred  to  a  pamphlet  entitled  On  the 
Church  of  Borne  in  Ireland  in  Belation 
to  the  State,  published  by  a  gentleman  well 
known  in  the  law,  Mr.  Serjeant  Shee,  and 
he  recommended  it  to  the  perusal  of  the 
Government  and  the  Church  of  Rome  in 
Ireland,  and  he  states  that  in  Callan,  in  the 
diocese  of  Ossory,  there  was  church  room 
for  256,  the  income  was  2,197^.  15^.  7d., 
and  the  congregation  87 — out  of  a  popu- 
lation of  14,647,  and  the  parish  church 
was  in  an  almost  ruinous  condition.  On 
the  other  hand,  under  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem, the  Catholics  had  raised  a  handsome 
structure  for  the  celebration  of  Divine 
worship,  at  a  cost  of  3,4002.,  in  which 
large  congregations  assembled  at  the  nine 
and  eleven  o'clock  masses  on  Sunday  morn- 
ing; there  was  also  a  large  Augustinian 
friary  in  which  there  were  masses  at  nine, 
half- past  nine,  and  eleven  o'clock  on  Sun- 
day morning,  at  each  of  which  there  were 
large  congregations.  Now  that  was  not 
an  unfair  statement  of  the  state  of  Protes- 
tantism in  the  south  of  Ireland.  During 
the  progress  of  the  late  trials  at  Clonmel, 
whilst  the  Roman  Catholic  chapels  were 
lull,  the  congregation  in  the  Protestant 
oHnrch  was  eigfatjHBeren,  besides  ten  sol- 
(      I  bdooging  lo  a  regiment  in  the  town. 


He  should  very  likely  be  told   that  the 
Protestant  Church  was  expanding,  that  the 
Irish  Society  was  making  great  progress. 
They  were  taking  advantage  of  the  famine 
to  convert  the  people.     Two  Members  of 
the  Government  belonged  to  the  Irish  So- 
ciety, the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
Let  us  see  what  the  Irish  Society  were 
about.     The  other  day  they  had  a  meet- 
ing in  Dublin,  and  the  gentleman  who  had 
said  they  could  only  depend  on  Protestants 
in  case  of  an  emergency,  moved  a  resolution 
and  said  in  his  speech  that  they  should  con- 
vert the  people,  who  could  not  resist  820 
Irish  teachers  '*  planted  in  every  field  and 
hamlet,  rooted  in  the  soil,  poking  their 
heads  into  every  hole."     This  was  the  way 
they  went  about  Ireland,  poking  into  every 
hole,  and  speaking  irreverently  of  what  the 
Roman  Catholics  looked  upon  with  venera- 
tion.    He  came  now  to  the  last  and  most 
important  point  in  this  case — the  revenues 
of  the  Church.     The  Established  Church 
of  Ireland  had  the  cure  of  852,000  souls, 
and  for  that  duty  the  State  provided  two 
archbishops,  10  bishops,  and  2,207  clergy. 
One   of    the  archbishops  had    12,067^., 
the  other  7,786i.  per  annum.     Clogher, 
10,0002. ;    Derry,    8,0002. ;    the    clergy, 
amongst  them,   680,8382.      Ho  did   not 
reckon  palaces,  parks,  or  glebe  houses; 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  that  there 
I  was  a  vast  quantity  of  land  belonging  to 
I  the  Church  in  Ireland,  amounting  to  not 
I  less  than  669,247  acres,  which  with  the 
I  land  attached  to  benefices,  91,237  acres, 
I  made   a  total   of   760,484  acres.     Now, 
'  taking  the  land  at  an  average  value  of 
I  12.  per  acre — and  they  might  depend  upon 
I  it  the  Church  lands  were  not  the  worst — 
,  the  amount  would  be  over  800,0002.  to  be 
added  to  the   revenues   he  had  already 
stated.    He  looked  upon  Dublin  University 
I  as  being  one  of  the  engines  of  the  Church, 
I  and  found  there  had  been  no   less  than 
;  3,381,6002.  advanced  since  the  Union  for 
the    support    of  the  Protestant   Church. 
Was  this  state  of  things  to  be  allowed  to 
continue?     If  hon.  Members  wished  well 
I  to  Ireland,  would  they  rest  satisfied  ?     It 
.  was  said  that  it  was  a  delusion  to  call  it 
I  a  wealthy  Church,  because,  if  the  money 
I  was  divided  amongst  the  2,200  clergy  it 
would  only  give  them  2,002.  a-year  each. 
I  But  this  the  clergy  would  never  get,  and 
I  there  was   not  the  most  remote  idea  of 
giving  it  to  them.     Would  it  not  be  better 
to  reduce  the  number  of  clergymen  to  the 
real  wants  of  the  Establishment?    What 
I 
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A«  OMe  in  France  and   Scotland  ? 
Thoewere— 

"ThiitjiiiiUion  Rmnan  CathoUos  in  France. 
BiiWM  l^ffftft.ftftftf .  more  than  one-third  of 
lUa  nqiiirid  in  Ireland  for  leta  than  a  million 
AotMUBU;  the  Protestant  Church  of  France 
bM  150,0001.  per  annum.  Take  the  rcyenues  of 
th*  fleotdi  Ghnroh : — In  the  time  of  Adam  Smith 
the  PkwIqftMian  Chnroh  had  58,0002.  per  annum. 
ThaSootoh  Clmreh  at  present  had  about  200,0002. 
b  Irebady  800,000  ProtestanU ;  1,643  benefices 
vfth  Dtaff;  S,S07  mbisters;  7,000,000  Roman 
ffithftliirr ;  9,301  priests.  The  State  provision  for 
MOtlOO  Protostanta  amounted  to  680,0002.  per 
annm  i  diUo  for  7,000,000  CathoUcs,  nil." 

Waa  tlua  a  state  of  things  which  a 
Goremmenty  and,  above  idl,  a  Whig 
Qoreniment,  should  suffer  to  continue 
year  after  year  in  Ireland  ?  Did  it  not 
jnatify  the  explanation  given  by  the 
preaent  Earl  of  Carlisle,  who  said  it  was  a 
ahweh  without  flocks,  a  clergy  without 
•ongTMatioDB,  the  worst  gain  of  the  sine- 
coriat  kept  m  with  the  worst  principle  of 
the  Ugot  ?  There  was  a  great  difference 
tetween  a  good  Protestant  in  England  and 
a  good  Protestant  in  Ireland.  The  good 
Froteatant  m  England  conducted  himself 
in  a  different  manner;  the  good  Protestant 
in  Ireland  waa  the  one  who  prayed  that 
the  Catholic  might  go  to  a  hotter  region 
than  he  was  in  at  present.  In  the  time  of 
the  Tndora  Mid  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  mas- 
■aera  and  spoliation  was  called  planting 
rdigion  and  civilisation.  In  1695,  Lord 
BtaftHrd  called  being  a  Protestant  the 
taking  Reman  Catholic  property.  A  good 
Froteatant,  under  the  Commonwealth,  was 
n  different  character;  he  practised  the 
horrors  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  totally 
iNgoi  the  mild  doctrines  of  the  New. 
After  1688,  your  good  Protestant  added 
naother  article  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles, 
aad  thai  article  was,  *'  the  glorious,  pious, 
and  immortal  memory,"  and  so  it  had 
I  on  from  the  time  of  Elizabeth  to  the 
iday.  The  descendants  of  Crom- 
voD'a  drummers,  and  William  III.'s  troop- 
er** oil  joined  together  in  repudiating  the 
Popiah  doctrines,  and  loving  Popish  pro- 
tj»  This  was  a  sample  of  your  good 
DtSy  especially  in  tlio  south  of  Ire- 
He  knew  that  on  coming  to  any 
I  of  the  property  of  the  Clmrch  of 
he  should  be  told  that  it  was  sa- 
That  had  been  the  cry  on  all  occa- 
Mna;  it  was  said  it  was  sacrilege.  That 
mj  woe  set  up  at  the  Refoi'mation,  with 
iweh  better  pretext  than  it  would  be  now. 
Ken  eonfimnded  spiritual  convictions  with 
wridly  interests;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
there  was  no  analogy  between 
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corporate  and  priyato  property.  There 
had  been  very  strong  opinions  expressed  on 
this  subject  by  men  very  well  qualified  to 
judge.     Lord  Brougham  said — 

"  There  was  no  sort  of  analogy  between  church 
property  and  private  property ;  the  Church  re- 
ceived its  property  for  the  performance  of  certain 
services,  private  property  held  it  unconditionally. 
As  well  might  the  pay  of  the  Army  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  be  called  inviolable,  or  pri- 
vate property." 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  could  not  have 
changed  his  opinion;  but  whatever  might 
be  his  opinion  now,  he  was  perfectly  borne 
out  by  Sir  James  Macintosh,  who  laid  it 
down  that  no  Minister  had  ever  attempted 
to  say  that  there  was  an  analogy  between 
corporate  and  private  property.  He  would 
give  a  precedent.  In  1835,  they  took  the 
tithe  agistment;  it  was  said  it  was  to 
strengthen  the  Protestant  interest.  In 
1831,  they  confiscated  25  per  cent  of  the 
tithes;  in  1833,  they  abolished  vestry  cess, 
and  ten  bishoprics.  Before  the  rebellion 
in  Canada,  there  were  certain  lands  appro- 
priated for  the  sustainment  of  the  Protes- 
tant faith.  After  the  rebellion — and  ho 
regretted  to  say  that  we  never  did  any  of 
these  things  till  blood  had  been  shed — an 
Act  was  passed  in  that  House,  by  which 
these  clergy  reserves  were  taken  away,  and 
at  the  present  day  these  clergy  reserves, 
which  were  meant  for  the  Protestant 
Church,  were  given  for  the  sustainment 
and  payment  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Canada.  And  who  consented 
to  that?  The  right  hon.  Members  for 
Ripon  and  Tam worth,  and  the  Bishop  of 
London.  The  bishops  all  consented  to  the 
passing  of  that  Bill,  except  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter,  who  looked  upon  it  as  a  sacrilege. 
Why  not  apply  a  similar  principle  to  Ire- 
land ?  One  objection  he  expected  to  hear 
urged  against  interference  with  the  tempo- 
ralities of  the  Irish  Church  was,  that  such 
interference  would  bo  a  violation  of  the  fifth 
article  of  the  Union.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  contend  that  they  were  bound 
by  that  article.  Now,  he  said  that,  inde- 
pendently of  the  obligation  of  that  article, 
it  would  be  bad  policy  to  make  any  article 
of  the  Union  a  reason  for  refusing  the 
Irish  people  any  just  concession.  Nothing 
could  be  contrived  more  effectual  as  an  in- 
ducement to  agitate  for  repeal.  But  in 
that  fifth  article  there  was  no  mention  of 
the  temporalities  of  the  Irish  Church.  It 
provided,  **  That  the  two  Churches  were 
to  be  united  in  government,  discipline,  and 
faith.'*  Not  one  word  was  said  about  the 
temporalities  of  the  Church;  but,  even  if 
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there  were,  it  might  be  altered,  as  bad  al- 
ready been  done  in  the  case  of  the  fourth 
article.  No  man  with  a  shadow  of  common 
sense  would  see  a  ground  of  objection  in 
the  fifth  article.  On  this  point  he  would 
quote  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth,  made  in  1844,  who 
said — 

"  It  may  be  asked,  are  compact  and  authority 
to  be  conclusive  and  decisive  on  this  subject  ?  If 
we  are  convinced  that  the  social  welfare  of  Ireland 
requires  an  alteration  of  the  law,  and  a  departure 
from  the  compact,  are  our  legislative  functions  to 
be  so  bound  up  that  the  compact  must  be  main- 
tained in  spite  of  our  conviction  ?  I,  for  one,  am 
not  prepared  to  contend  for  such  a  proposition.'* 

He  thought  that  after  such  an  opinion 
from  so  great  an  authority  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
no  man  of  common  sense  would  attempt  to 
defend  the  Irish  Church  upon  the  fifth 
article  of  Union.  One  other  objection  he 
expected  to  hear  to  his  Motion,  and  that 
was,  that  the  Church  should  not  be  robbed 
of  its  possessions  because  it  was  the  exclu- 
sive possessor  of  religious  truth.  He  must 
say,  with  respect  to  that  argument,  that  it 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  what  the 
hon.  ^lember  for  Buckinghamshire  had 
termed  an  organised  hypocrisy.  If  it 
were  anything  else,  why  had  it  not  been 
acted  upon  in  Canada,  in  Malta,  in  Hin- 
dostan,  and  in  the  vast  territories  which 
we  had  recently  added  to  our  empire  ?  He 
broadly  asserted  that  the  State  had  no  right 
to  set  itself  up  as  the  judge  of  religious 
faith.  When  Gentlemen  talked  of  Pro- 
testant pi-inciple,  he  asked  them  if  they 
knew  what  it  meant  ?  If  it  meant  perse- 
cution, then  he  was  no  Protestant ;  but 
there  was  a  right  Protestant  principle  to 
which  he  adhered,  and  which  had  been 
consecrated  at  the  Reformation,  and  that 
was  the  right  of  private  judgment.  In 
asking  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  to 
consider  the  temporalities  of  the  Churcb 
of  Ireland,  he  had  no  intention  of  abolish- 
ing the  Irish  Church.  He  was  convinced 
that  every  useful  reform  must  be  founded 
in  mutual  forbearance.  He  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  vested  rights,  but  was 
anxious  to  have  the  congregational  plan 
adopted  if  practicable,  as  being  much 
more  expedient  than  the  present  territorial 
system.  He  found  that  in  the  diocese  of 
Chester  one  bishop,  unUl  lately,  presided 
over  1,500,000  souls,  while  in  Ireland 
there  were  ten  bishops  to  800,000.  That 
was  to  say,  that  in  Ireland  there  was  one 
bishop  to  each  118  benefices,  and  in  Eng- 
land one  to  410.     Gentlemen  were  in  the 


habit  of  crying  out,  "  More  bishops  :"  his 
cry  was  **  More  working  clergy.*'  He 
should  propose,  if  they  went  into  Com- 
mittee, to  reduce  the  Church  of  Ireland  to 
one  archbishop,  at  4,000^.  a  year,  and  the 
ten  bishops  to  five,  at  2,000?.  each.  Many, 
he  knew,  would  object  to  this;  but  he 
looked  upon  it  as  a  matter  of  compromise. 
He  believed  that  such  a  plan  would  meet 
the  approval  of  Parliament.  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  already  given  in  his  adhesion  to  the 
congregational  system.  The  noble  Lord, 
in  February,  1844,  said — 

"  I  concur  in  the  plan  propounded,  as  it  is  said, 
by  Dr.  Whately,  the  Ai'chbishop  of  Dublin,  for 
making  it  a  church  of  congregations,  not  parishes, 
as  under  the  present  system.  I  think  the  Pro- 
testant Church  ought  to  be  fully  provided  for,  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  anything  like  the  amount  at 
present  allotted  to  it  is  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
If  you  compare  the  amount  allotted  to  the  Irish 
Church  with  that  of  Scotland,  and  in  most  con- 
tinental countries,  you  will  say  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary." 

It  might  be  said  that  this  was  not  a 
proper  time  for  entertaining  the  question. 
If  it  were  not,  when  would  be  the  proper 
time?  In  Committee  he  should  propose 
the  following  resolution  : — 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
any  surplus  that  may  remain,  after  fully  providing 
for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  should  be  applied  locally  to  the  education 
of  all  classes.*' 

He  had  now,  at  some  length,  introduced 
this  Motion.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  thiuk  at  unnecessary  length; 
but  before  he  sat  down  he  must  warn  the 
Government  that  they  need  not  look  upon 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  as  one  afibrd- 
ing  any  real  grounds  of  satisfaction.  They 
had  heard  of  large  and  comprehensive 
measures  for  that  country;  but  all  Minis- 
ters had  done  upon  succeeding  to  ofiice 
was  to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
and  to  pass  an  amended  poor-law,  follow- 
ing in  their  amendment  the  plan  of  an 
eminent  pathologist,  who  attempted  to 
feed  a  stai*ving  dog  with  the  produce  of 
its  own  tail.  When  the  poor-law  failed, 
they  passed  a  rate  in  aid.  The  Govern- 
ment had  lately  had  a  bloodless  triumph, 
and  had  paralysed  agitation  for  the  present, 
but  they  must  not  think  that  in  doing  so 
they  had  extinguished  the  feelings  or  sym- 
pathies of  a  nation.  He  warned  them  not 
to  mistake  the  silence  of  famine  and  de- 
spair for  the  tranquillity  of  happiness  and 
content.  If  he  were  allied  to  the  Govern- 
ment, or  had  weight  with  them,  he  would 
not  urge  that  this  was  not  the  proper  time, 
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Init  tronld  advise  them  to  seize  the  oppor- 
tanitj  that  Providence  presented,  and 
loUlj  to  pat  this  question  which  was  at 
the  root  of  all  the  heartburning  and  dis- 
content vrhich  had  too  long  prevailed  in 
Ireland,  on  the  footing  which  their  former 
pnrfiBtrions  and  the  history  of  their  party 
jnatilled  the  people  in  expecting  from 
them. 

Ms.  RETNOLBS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  this  House  will  resoWe  itself  into  a 
Coaunittee  of  the*  whole  House,  to  connidor  the 
pKMBt  state  of  the  Temporalities  of  the  Church 
oflidaiid." 

Mb.  MOORE  said,  on  taking  his  scat 
in  that  House,  he  had  bound  himself  by 
a  wdemn  oath  to  do  nothing  to  subvert 
the  Church  of  these  realms  as  by  law 
established,    and   that   he   had  been  fre- 

ritlj  reminded  in  the  Session  that  in 
opinion  of  many  that  oath  imposed 
upon  Roman  Catholic  Members  a  differ- 
ent obligation  from  that  imposed  upon 
Protestant  representatives  in  the  consid- 
eration of  Church  subjects.  Now,  a 
legal  oath  could,  in  no  circumstances, 
amount  to  more  than  a  simple  recogni- 
tion of  that  which,  in  tbe  mind  of  the 
impoeer,  was  an  existing  truth — an  ex- 
isting obligation.  In  a  court  of  law,  for 
example,  the  oath  of  a  witness  that  he 
would  tell  the  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
trnth,  amounted  to  nothing  more  than  a 
Mdemn  recognition  of  the  existing  law  of 
Oody  that  wo  ought  not  to  bear  false 
witness  against  our  neighbour.  In  no 
drenmstances  whatever  did  the  law  re- 
eegnise  a  promise  to  do  that  which  was 
in  itself  wrong.  It  was  true  that  the 
Imw,  by  an  oath,  imposed  an  additional 
obligation  and  great  additional  responsi- 
biUtj;  but  it  was  not  within  its  scope  or 
power  to  make  right  wrong,  or  to  make 
that  criminal  in  an  individual  which  it 
bold  to  he  innocent  in  itself.  Therefore, 
the  law  could  not  impose  upon  him  any  fur- 
ther restraints  than  were  held  to  be  of  mo- 
ral ohligation  by  every  conscientious  and 
rigbt-thinking  individual.  No  doubt  there 
might  be  Roman  Catholics  who,  on  account 
of  tbeir  oath,  entertained  objections  to  in- 
terfere with  the  Protestant  lOstablished 
Ghincb  ;  hot  he,  who  looked  upon  the 
Established  Church  as  a  matter  of  civil 
policjy  saw  nothing  in  the  oath  he  took 
to  place  him  in  a  different  position  from 
other  Members  of  that  House.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  Church  of  Ireland,  the 
almses  of  which  he  assailed,  woa  a  part 
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of  the  Church  of  this  realm  as  by  law  es- 
tablished, and  it  was  in  that  character  he 
assailed  it.  It  was  a  perversion  of  terms 
to  call  it  the  Church  of  Ireland.  It  was 
the  English  Church  in  Ireland.  It  was 
the  representative  of  English  power,  was 
created  for  English  purposes,  and  main- 
tained and  fostered  by  crimes  and  abuses 
that  were  its  disgrace  as  an  establishment. 
It  was  a  part  of  the  Church  of  England 
that  was  diseased  and  rotten — a  festering 
limb  so  corrupt  and  putrescent,  that  it 
stank  in  the  nostrils  of  the  entire  commu- 
nity. And  would  it  be  said,  because  he 
wished  to  cut  off  a  diseased  and  rotten 
limb,  that  ho  was  asking  to  injure  the 
health  of  the  other  parts  of  the  body? 
Having  said  thus  much  as  to  the  obliga- 
tions which  lay  on  him  in  consequence  of 
the  oatl)  ho  had  taken,  he  would  shortly 
refer  to  the  subject  now  before  the  House, 
lie  had  carefully  read  all  the  speeches  that 
had  been  delivered  on  this  subject  by  the 
most  distinguished  individuals  in  that  and 
the  other  House  during  late  years  in  favour 
of  the  Irish  Church;  but  he  had  never 
heard  or  read  one  in  which  it  was  attempt- 
ed to  defend  that  Church  on  its  merits,  or 
to  maintain  that  it  had  fulfilled  the  great 
purposes  for  which  it  was  established. 
They  had  pleaded  in  its  favour  the  Statute 
of  Limitations;  but  not  one  had  said  that 
it  had  ever  effected  the  object  for  which  it 
was  kept  up — the  spiritual  welfare  of  the 
people.  The  favourite  argument  used  was 
that  the  State  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  the  temporalities  of  the  Irish  Church. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  in  1835,  said  those  temporalities 
ought  to  be  kept  sacred  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Protestant  religion,  and  that 
the  Legislature  had  no  right  to  appropriate 
them  to  other  than  their  original  purposes; 
and  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  stated  that, 
with  a  few  slight  qualifications,  he  concur- 
red in  the  geueral  views  expressed  by  Hal- 
lam.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  declared  that  he  entertained 
similar  opinions.  But,  in  opposition  to 
these  sentiments,  they  had  the  opinion  of 
a  statesman  who  was  perhaps  the  highest 
human  authority  on  such  a  subject — ho 
meant  Mr.  Burke,  who  held,  that  it  was  in 
the  essence  of  every  trust  to  be  considered 
accountable;  and  he  said,  there  must  be 
certain  conditions  to  justify  Parliamentary 
interference  with  such  property.  The  ob- 
ject, he  said,  must  be  a  good  one;  the 
abuse  must  be  a  great  one;  it  must  be  ha- 
bitual, and  not  accidental;  and,  lastly,  it 
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must  be  incurable.  Now,  all  these  condi- 
tions would  be  found  existing  in  the  pre- 
sent case.  Their  object  was  to  pacify  and 
tranquillise  Ireland,  and  to  secure  the  pros- 
perity of  their  fellow-subjects  in  that  coun- 
try, instead  of  having  them  as  discontented 
and  dangerous  neighbours.  They  were 
asked  to  consider  this  as  a  question  not 
merely  of  humanity,  but  of  safety;  not  as  a 
question  of  justice,  but  of  self-interest;  not 
as  a  question  of  honour  and  character,  but 
really  as  a  question  of  empire.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  here  dwelt  at  some  length  upon 
the  numerous  evils  that  had  flowed  from  the 
Irish  Church,  describing  the  abuses  as 
greater  in  point  of  duration  and  iniquity 
than  any  that  had  ever  disgraced  the  an- 
nals of  a  Christian  country.  The  records 
of  the  Spanish  Inquisition  might  furnish 
more  striking  circumstances  of  atrocity; 
but  they  would  fill  but  a  few  pages  of  that 
blood-stained  volume  which  history  had 
sent  down  of  the  wrongs  committed  in  Ire- 
land. The  Church  of  Ireland  was  an  act 
of  fraud  in  its  operation,  and  its  establish- 
ment was  an  act  of  national  oppression.  If 
one  day's  undisputed  possession  was  neces- 
sary to  constitute  a  title  by  prescription, 
then  the  records  of  this  country  would  at- 
test that  from  the  first  day  of  its  founda- 
tion that  prescription  was  never  acknow- 
ledged or  acquiesced  in  by  the  people. 
But  even  if  the  title  of  that  Church  were 
as  clear  as  it  was  vicious  and  unfair, 
and  even  if  its  history  were  as  free  from 
blame  as  it  was  buried  under  the  me- 
mory of  the  outrages  with  which  its  pro- 
gress was  associated,  still  it  had  not  ac- 
complished the  end  for  which  it  was  origi- 
nally designed.  The  Act  of  Elizabeth  and 
of  the  first  refonners  was  founded  on  a 
great  and  comprehensive  system  of  policy, 
having  for  its  object  the  complete  extenni- 
nation  of  Popery  in  Ireland,  and  the  bring- 
ing of  the  inhabitants  of  both  countries, 
England,  and  Ireland,  within  the  pale  of 
the  same  religious  communion.  In  that 
•pirit  the  church  militant  was  established 
in  Ireland.  This  was  the  view  which  Mr. 
Hallam  took  of  the  subject.  That  able 
writer  observed  that  the  ecclesiastical  polity 
of  a  nation  must  take  its  origin  from  the 
ehoice  of  the  people,  and  not  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and  that  it  should  exist  with  the 
people  and  for  the  people.  This  truth  was 
•0  manifest  to  the  Government  of  Eliza- 
beth«  that  she  never  contemplated  the  se- 
paration of  a  great  majority  of  the  nation 
from  the  ordinances  of  the  established  re- 
Ufpmk.    It  was  presumed  that  the  Church 


and  the  Commonwealth  were  two  denomi- 
nations of  the  same  society.  Such  were 
the  real  ends  for  which  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land was  founded  by  the  first  reformers. 
It  was  not  to  be  a  source  of  wealth  to  the 
few,  but  to  be  a  benefit  and  a  blessing  to 
the  many;  it  was  not  to  be  the  patrimony 
of  a  small  sect,  but  it  was  intended  to  ac- 
complish the  conversion  of  a  whole  people, 
and  not  to  separate  the  country  into  hostile 
factions,  and  perpetuate  disorder,  disunion, 
and  disafi*ection  in  a  community  through 
successive  generations.  These  being  the 
intentions  of  the  first  reformers,  he  would 
ask  whether  they  had  been  carried  out? 
Had  their  endeavours  succeeded?  What 
was  the  state  of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  ?  What  had  been  the  advancement 
of  those  Protestant  doctrines  for  the  propa- 
gation of  which  such  vast  sums  had  been 
expended,  and  in  the  defence  of  which  suc- 
cessive generations  had  been  degraded  and 
oppressed  ?  Although  the  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church  were  derived  from  funds  ori- 
ginally established  by  Catholics  for  Catho- 
lic purposes,  not  one  farthing  was  now  ap- 
plied to  the  religious  uses  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people.  But,  setting  the 
claims  of  that  people  aside,  and  consider- 
ing those  revenues  to  be  solely  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Protestant  Church,  it 
appeared  that  on  comparing  the  aggregate 
amount  of  the  congregations  in  Ireland 
with  those  of  England  and  of  Scotland, 
the  funds  appropriated  to  the  Irish  Church 
were  three  times  as  great  as  those  appro- 
priated to  the  Church  of  England,  and 
nine  times  as  great  as  those  appropriated 
to  the  Church  of  Scotland.  The  hon. 
Member  then  proceeded  to  point  out  the 
proportion  which  the  Roman  Catholics 
bore  to  the  Protestants  in  Ireland.  In 
Ulster  there  were  518,000  Protestants^ 
and  1,955,123  Catholics;  in  Leinster  there 
were  178,000  Protestants,  and  1,064,681 
Catholics;  in  Munster  there  were  112,000 
Protestants,  and  2,312,000  Catholics;  and 
in  Connaught  there  were  only  45,000  Pro- 
testants, and  1,188,568  Catholics.  But 
even  this  statement  would  fail  to  convey 
to  the  mind  an  idea  of  the  enormity  of  the 
grievance  of  which  the  Catholics  had  to 
complain.  He  himself  paid  tithes  in  eight 
parishes.  In  the  whole  of  those  ^ght 
parishes  there  was  not  one  church,  one 
glebe,  or  one  resident  clergyman !  He 
did  not  believe  that  he  had  one  Protestant 
tenant  in  any  of  those  eight  parishes;  he 
was  not  aware  that  there  was  a  Protestant 
at  all  in  any  of  them,  and  he  did  not  be* 


183 


Olmrd^of 


(July  10} 


Ireland, 


134 


li«ft  tkut  ditbe  senice  iMHiording  to  the 
Ohureh  ritnld  had  ever  been  celebrated  in 
aajr  one  of  those  eight  parishes  since  the 
Bmrmation.  These  cases  were  by  no 
Boans  lueommon;  and  yet  a  right  hon. 
Oendemaa  of  mat  eminence,  the  Recorder 
of  DnUib,  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  said 
Id  that  Hotise  that  he  did  not  think  that 
fttdi  h  sam  as  the  revenue  of  the  Irish 
Chnreh  realised  should  be  grudged  to  8up> 
port  twelve  resident  noblemen  and  2,000 
edveated  sentleman  scattered  about  the 
emUiUy.  Was  it  possible  to  conccivo  a 
greater  perversity  of  intellect,  or  a  more 
obtnae  dulness  of  apprehension,  than  for 
wtxf  BUI  to  speak  thus  on  such  a  subject? 
Alid  yet  there  were  many  who  could  see 
ndtbiog  extraordinary  in  that  passage,  for 
it  was  only  a  very  candid  avowal  of  an  ex- 
iadng  net — that  property  set  aside  for  the 
hoBeet  of  purposes — that  the  patrimony  of 
the  poof — was  in  truth  appropriated  for 
fiudntaming  twelve  resident  noblemen  and 
S,000  edneated  gentlemen  scattered  about 
fhe  eoimtry.  Admitting  (what  ho  utterly 
denied)  that  these  funds  were  originally 
intended  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
the  Protestant  religion,  still  that  purpose 
had  not  been  accomplished.  It  had  failed  as 
it  oaght  to  do,  and  yet  the  advocates  of  the 
Olmreh  had  the  audacity  to  set  up  a  claim 
to  theee  large  endowments  as  if  they  had 
iveeeeded.  It  was  because  the  Church 
had  not  anoceeded  that  it  was  greatly  en- 
dowed. If  it  had  accomplished  its  purpose 
it  Wonld  have  been  the  poorest  Church  in 
the  worid  instead  of  being  the  richest. 
The  more  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land diminished,  the  richer  would  be  the 
ministers  of  that  Church.  With  regard  to 
the  two  other  conditions  described  bv  Mr. 
Bnrke^  namely,  that  the  abuse  should  be 
hnbitiialand  not  accidental,  he  (Mr.  Moore) 
need  scarcely  say,  if  the  present  state  of 
the  Chm^h  of  Ireland  were  an  abuse  of  the 
original  purpose  of  its  institution,  that  the 
nbnee  was  habitual  and  not  accidental,  and 
thai  it  waa  incurable  as  it  now  stood  con- 
etitated.  He  would  now  present  to  the 
House  the  claims  of  five-sixths  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  the  right  of  receiving  rcli- 
glona  instruction  in  life,  and  religious  con- 
edbition  in  death.  At  present,  the  pastors 
of  that  vast  body  of  people  derived  their 
aenntj  subsistence  from  the  contributions 
ef  etarviog  men — were,  in  fact,  dependent 
lor  their  bread  upon  the  caprice  and  the 
peenons  of  an  ignorant  and  impetuous  peo- 
pU«  He  maintained  that,  in  every  country, 
ftiF  prevailing  religion  of  the  people  should 


be  the  religion  of  the  State,  and  should  be 
supported  at  the  public  charge.  He  did  not 
call  upon  the  House  to  accept  this  doctrine 
upon  his  authority,  but  would  give  them 
the  opinions  of  eminent  writers  on  the  sub- 
ject [The  hon.  Member  here  quoted  the 
opinions  of  Dr.  Paley,  Bishop  Warburton, 
and  Dr.  Arnold,  to  the  effect  that  the 
State  ought  to  adopt  the  religion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people.]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  been  obliged  to  avow  the  same 
principle;  but  he  endeavoured  to  escape 
from  the  application  of  it  to  Ireland,  by 
saying  that  the  Act  of  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  had  placed  the 
Roman  Catholic  population  in  a  minority, 
as  regarded  the  empire  at  large,  and  that, 
so  long  as  the  Act  of  Union  remained  un- 
repealed, and  this  numerical  inferiority 
continued,  he  should  oppose  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland.  This  might  have  been  good  logic 
^VQ  centuries  ago,  but  it  was  liable  to 
strong  objection  in  the  present  day.  Ac- 
cording to  this  theory,  the  title  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland  dated  only  from 
the  Act  of  Union,  and  every  law  passed  in 
its  support  previous  to  that  period  was  a 
direct  act  of  tyranny  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature.  According  to  this  theory,  if 
India,  in  process  of  time,  should  become 
an  integral  portion  of  the  empire  (which  it 
almost  was  already),  it  would  be  a  matter 
for  grave  consideration  whether  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  should  not  become  a 
Mahometan  or  a  Brahmin,  and  whether 
the  House  of  Commons  should  not  offer  up 
prayers  to  Vishnu,  because  a  majority  of 
j  the  empire  was  of  that  religion.  But  Bi- 
I  shop  Warburton  had  laid  it  down  that  the 
i  majority  of  the  people  of  England  should 
I  determine  the  religion  of  England,  and 
j  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land should  determine  the  religion  of  Scot- 
land ;  and,  consequently,  unless  reason  and 
right  became  folly  and  wrong  by  crossing 
the  Channel,  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  ought  to  determine  the  religion  of 
Ireland.  But,  strange  to  say,  he  found 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  very  same 
speech  in  which  he  opposed  the  application 
of  this  principle  to  Ireland,  objecting  to 
the  appropriation  of  any  part  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Irish  Church,  on  account  of 
'  the  dread  he  entertained  lest  any  portion 
of  the  Irish  people  should  be  dependent 
upon  the  voluntary  principle  for  their  re- 
ligious instruction.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
I  tleman  the  Member  for  Ripon  also  stated 
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thflfc  the  voliintarj  system  Tras  one  of  the 
greatest  curses  which  could  fall  upon  the 
working  population  of  IrelamK  and  that  he 
fihoultl  be  sorry  to  sec  it  established  iii  that 
country.  But  the  fact  was»  that  in  the 
case  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  people  tlie 
voluntary  system  was  in  operation  in  Ire- 
land already.  The  evils  of  that  syiitem 
bad  been  deseribed  with  ^reat  force  and 
clearness  by  Dr.  Paley.  Wa&  there  any 
one  acquaiuted  with  Ireland  to  whose 
mind  this  passage  did  not  at  once  .suggest 
the  existing  relation  of  the  Irish  people 
and  the  Irish  clerory  ?  He  appealed  to 
the  House,  too^  whether  every  di.shonour- 
able  sn^^picion,  every  <i;ross  insinnatiou, 
every  scurrilous  fineor  that  wiis  from  time 
to  time  directed  against  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  did  not  bear  with  irre- 
Bistible  force  against  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem ?  In  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Times  m  1847,  it  was  stated  tliat  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholic  priest  had  a  direct  interest 
in  encouraging  inipmdcnt  marriages  and 
an  increase  of  population,  in  order  that  he 
might  finger  more  fec».  And  why  was 
this  ?  Because  of  the  unnatural  law  ivhich 
handed  over  the  whole  revenueB  of  the 
Church  to  the  clergy  of  a  mere  handful  of 
the  population,  while  it  consigned  the  real 
pastors  of  the  people  to  depend  for  their 
bread  upon  the  alms  of  the  beggar  and  the 
liberality  of  the  poor.  Taking  a  more 
w  iae  and  soutul  view  of  tlie  relation  which 
ought  to  exist  between  the  clergy  and  the 
people,  Dr.  Stock,  an  Irish  bishop,  almost 
fifty  years  ago,  showed  that  in  ovcry  popu- 
lar conunotion  the  Ronnsh  priest  had  been 
— and.  until  a  belter  system  was  adopted, 
always  would  be — -fouud  in  the  ranks  of 
sedition,  nnd  in  opposition  to  Government; 
and  for  this  reason,  that  the  Irish  peasant 
Joved  revolutiou,  because  he  felt  the  weight 
of  poverty,  and  the  priest  was  obliged  to 
follow  the  popular  wave  lest  he  be  left  on 
the  beach  to  perish.  Tins  was,  in  some 
degree,  a  narrow  and  shortsighted  view 
of  the  question,  because  the  priest  from 
his  position  did  not  so  much  follow  the 
popular  wave  as  formed  a  part  of  it. 
The  description  of  the  voluntary  system 
by  Dr.  Paley,  conveyed  a  faint  and 
feeble  picture  of  the  degraded  and  false 
position  in  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest  in  Ireland  w^as  placed  by  the  rehition 
ID  which  he  stood  to  those  whom  it  was  his 
duty  to  instruct,  advise,  and  reprove.  As 
one  illustration  of  tliis  degraded  position, 
he  mentioned  the  case  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
clergyman  who,  during  the  recent  famine, 


handed  to  a  Protestant  minister  who  Bat  m 
the  Committee  with  him  a  list  of  His  pa- 
rishioners who  had  made  application  for 
relief,  but  who  did  not  need  it,  saying, 
**  You  are  iudcpendent  of  these»  and  caa 
resi.st  their  applications.  I  am  dependent 
upon  them,  and  I  care  not,"  As  a  further 
illustration  of  this  positiou,  lie  would  quote 
a  passage  from  a  speech  delivered  by  Mr. 
Lambert,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
1834,  on  the  subject  of  repeal,  in  which  he 
said  that  to  sueli  an  extent  had  the  agita- 
tion upon  that  questiou  been  carried,  that — 

"  Tlio  venerable  and  most  respected  Rom  an 
Catliolio  lii*hop  of  Waterrord  had  bc*n  assailed 
ami  [M'lted  with  strmes.  Another  bishop  had  b4K»ii 
proti^Ttf'd  solely  by  the  interfere  nee  of  the  sheriff, 
aud  this  mo  rely  because  he  differed  from  the 
crowd  on  the  subject  of  repenl.  The  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Kinsbill-t  shared  a  similar  fato,  and  the 
clergy  in  general  were  treated  in  tho  same  way 
whf  never  they  refused  to  lend  them  selves  to  the 
delusions  lit  the  fi«ople  on  the  subjeut  of  repeal/* 

lie  did  not  C|UOto  this  with  the  view  of 
showing  that  they  were  not  sincere  in  their 
agitation,  but  to  show  that  members  of 
that  body  who  conscicntiouslj  objected  to 
agitation,  min^ht  be  forced  into  it  by  tho 
passions,  caprices,  and  will  of  their  flocks, 
upon  whom  they  were  dependent.  A  nohle 
Lord,  iu  another  phtce,  while  he  com- 
ra ended  the  zeal  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  in  discharge  of  their  duties,  had 
complained  that  they  did  not  display  the 
sflme  amount  of  zeal  in  support  of  the  Jaw, 
But  when  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Members 
Bpolio  thus,  did  not  their  conacienccs  whiB- 
]jer  a  word  of  warning  to  them  ?  Did  it 
never  occur  to  them  to  ask  themselves  if 
those  men  were  not  friendly  to  the  Go- 
vernment, had  the  Government  been 
friendly  to  them  ?  and  which  owed  the 
other  the  earliest  and  dcept'i?t  debt  of  re- 
tribution ?  How  did  it  lmp])en  that  the 
Government  distrusted  the  oaths  of  UoDian 
Catholics  in  political  cases,  while  they  did 
not  distrust  them  upon  others  ?  It  was 
because  they  knew  that  religious  heart- 
burnings and  religious  jealousies  were  at 
the  bottom  of  Irish  political  disiurbaneea. 
It  wastjuitG  time  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  as  a  body  were  disaffected  to- 
wards the  Government.  They  had  a  right 
to  ho  dis^affected,  and  ought  to  be  so.  The 
Church  E.iitablishment  of  Ireland  not  only 
lay  at  the  root  of  every  social  evil  in  Ire- 
land, but  it  kept  alive  bitter  memories 
which  every  lover  of  his  couatry  wouM 
wish  to  see  oblitorateil.  The  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Governnient,  in  183o, 
said—**  Vou  caunot  refuse  to  redress  thi4 
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great  legislative  wrong,  and  yet  resist  the 
repeal  of  the  Union."  **  I  shall  resist  the 
repeal  of  the  Union/*  said  the  nohle  Lord 
m  1848,  *'  and  leave  this  great  legislative 
wrong  aa  it  stands.*'  By  the  confession  of 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  they  had 
no  right  to  hold  the  government  of  Ireland; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  no  constitutional  Go- 
Ternment  did  exist  in  that  country — 
which  they  held  hy  the  sword  alone — 
and  why  ?  Because  they  had  declared  a 
legblative  war  against  the  religion  of  the 
whole  people,  and  because  though  they  no 
longer  dared  wage  open  war  with  the 
Roman  Catholics  as  enemies,  they  had  not 
the  heart  and  manliness  to  treat  with  them 
as  friends.  The  fact  was,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers came  forward  to  vote  against  their 
own  consciences  in  this  matter  in  deference 
to  the  prejudices  and  bigotry  of  their  con- 
stituents. Conduct  such  as  that  was  un- 
worthy of  the  legislators  of  the  greatest 
empire  under  the  sun.  If  they  but  once  re- 
solved to  consider  the  question  without  fear, 
favour,  or  prejudice,  but  solely  as  honour 
and  conscience  dictated,  he  was  persuaded 
they  would  lay  the  foundation  of  a  new 
social  system  in  Ireland,  and  consolidate 
the  institutions  of  the  empire  at  large; 
that  they  would  establish  peace  between 
Chnrch  and  State,  which — let  statute- 
books  say  what  they  liked — had  been  at 
war  for  centuries,  and  in  the  end  produce 
such  a  union  between  the  two  countries 
as  every  honest  Englishman  must  desire 
to  see,  but  such  as  never  yet  had  existed. 

Sm  G.  GREY:  Sir,  1  wish  at  once  to 
relieve  the  apprehensions  which  seem  to 
be  entertained  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  I  would,  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
meet  his  Motion  by  moving  the  previous 
question.  Looking  not  only  to  the  incon- 
venience arising  from  the  time  at  which 
he  asks  the  House  to  go  into  Committee, 
bnt  to  the  practical  effects  of  the  object 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
in  view  in  the  plan  which  he  proposes,  I 
mast  say  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  into 
the  consideration  of  that  plan  at  present, 
and  I  have  therefore  no  objection  to  state 
at  once  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  I  wiU  vote  against  his  Motion.  The 
bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  warned  the 
Government  that  they  were  not  to  congra- 
tulate themselves  on  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  the  condition  of  that  country 
18  not  one  for  deep  and  unmingled  satisfac- 
tion. I  deeply  regret  feeling  obliged  to 
stftte  that  I  concur  with  the  hon.  and  gal- 


lant Gentleman  in  this  view,  and  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment 
is  one  which  I  consider  it  impossible  to  con- 
template without  pain  and  regret;  but  I  must 
say  that  I  do  not  see,  in  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  brought  for- 
ward  under    present  circumstances,   any 
means   for  effecting  the  slightest  allevia- 
tion of  those  social  evils  under  which  that 
country  is  suffering,  and  to  the  remedying 
of  which  we  ought,  as  far  as  we  possibly 
can,  to  direct  our  attention.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mayo  also  states 
that  he  supports   this  Motion,  though  I 
must  say  that  I  heard  very  little  in  his 
speech  in  support  of  it,   or  approving  of 
the  plan  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Middlesex  has  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  supports  the  Motion,  as  I  under- 
stand him,  because  he  thinks  it  is  calcu- 
lated  to   remove   domestic   disagreement, 
and    to   alleviate   political  disaffection   in 
Ireland;  but,  for  my  part,  I  must  say  that 
I  cannot  see  in  this  Motion  anything  except 
a   tendency   to  create  domestic  disagree- 
ment, and  to  extend  political  disaffection. 
I  believe  that  less  of  disaffection,  or  poli- 
tical feeling,  exists  at  this  moment  in  Ire- 
land than  at  any  former  period,  and  that 
our  efforts  ought  therefore  to  be  directed 
rather  to   the   social  improvement  of  the 
country.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the   Member  for  Middlesex   occupied  the 
time  of  the  House  during  a  considerable 
part  of  his  speech  in  quoting  speeches  de- 
livered  at  different  periods    by   different 
Members  of   the  House  and   of  the  Go- 
vernment.   He  did  me  the  honour  to  quote 
— but    I  must   say   rather  erroneously — 
some  words  that  I  had  used  in  1844  while 
sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
He  said  that  an  ominous  silence  had  been 
preserved  from  that  time  to  the  present  by 
the  Members  of  the  Government;  and  that 
since  the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  at  that 
time  to  the  present  moment,  not  a  word 
had  been  heard  on  the  subject  from  this 
side  of  the  House.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  complained  of  the  want  of  me- 
mory that  seemed  to  prevail  among  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government  with 
regard  to  this  question;  but  I  must  com- 
plain of  something  like  a  want  of  memory 
on  his  own  part,  as  after  the  care  which  he 
has  evidently  devoted  to  the  pages  of  Han- 
sard, he  could   scarcely  have  overlooked 
the    discussion    in    1845    on    the    mea- 
sure introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Government  with 


139 


Church  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland. 


140 


regard  to  the  College  of  Maynootb.  [Mr. 
B.  Osborne  :  I  mentioned  it.]  If  he  had 
taken  the  trouble  of  referring  to  the  speech 
which  I  made  on  that  occasion,  be  would 
have  seen  that  I  then  repeated  the  opinions 
that  I  bad  before  expressed  on  this  sub- 
ject :  but  as  it  happens  that  these  opinions 
are  not  in  accordance  with  those  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  now  wishes  to 
express,  he  has  not  looked  into  them  as  fully 
as  he  might  otherwise  have  done.  Other- 
wise, he  would  have  seen  that  the  opinions 
which  1  have  uniformly  expressed  on  this 
subject,  are  the  same  as  those  which  I  now 
maintain.  He  would  have  seen  that  I  have 
been  at  all  times  against  the  policy  of 
establishing  in  any  country  an  Established 
Church  exclusively  endowed,  such  Church 
being  the  Church  of  a  minority  of  the 
people.  But  I  ask,  is  there  anything  in 
the  scheme  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man that  at  all  approaches  to  a  remedy  for 
that  state  of  things  as  applied  to  Ireland  ? 
What  does  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
propose?  He  proposes  to  follow  the  ex* 
ample  of  one  who,  it  is  no  disrespect  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say, 
was  a  more  distinguished  Member  of  this 
House  even  than  himself.  In  1834,  Lord 
Stanley  brought  forward  a  measure  for  re- 
ducing the  number  of  bishops  in  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland  from  twenty 
to  ten;  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man now  proposes  to  follow,  that  example 
by  reducing  the  number  to  five.  But 
does  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  pro- 
pose to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic  Church? 
Does  he  propose  to  treat  this  as  a  question 
of  money  and  not  as  one  of  feeling;  and 
does  he  call  such  an  arrangement  as  he 
proposes  a  perpetual  settlement  of  the 
question.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man must  recollect  that  this  question 
was  also  discussed  at  the  close  of  the 
year  1848,  and  that  be  does  himself 
an  injustice  in  not  mentioning  that  he 
then  brought  forward  a  plan  for  the  settle- 
ment of  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man might  have  added  that  I  then  stated, 
in  reply  to  him,  the  same  views  which  I 
now  entertain  on  the  subject.  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  not  brought  for- 
ward identically  the  same  plan  now  which 
he  then  submitted  to  the  House.  It  is, 
to  be  sure,  substantially  the  same  plan;  but 
I  should  be  glad  to  know  whether  he  does 
not  now  withhold  a  part  of  his  project. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  stated 
last  year  that  the  plan  which  he  proposed 
was  intended  to  be  but  a  temporary  ex.> 


periment,  and  that  bis  object  was  the  ulti- 
mate abolition  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  ; 
that  he  was  willing  to  take  what  he  then 
asked  for  as  an  instalment,  but  no  more. 
Now,  I  should  wish  to  know,  is  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  in  the  confidence 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  and  is 
he  prepared  to  state  that  the  scheme  which 
he  now  proposes  will  be  received  with  sa- 
tisfaction by  them  as  a  final  settlement  of 
the  question,  and  that  it  will  remove  all 
cause  of  Hisagreement  from  among  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  I  am  unwilling  to 
trouble  the  House  with  any  extracts 
from  former  speeches  of  mine,  but  I  wish 
to  read  one  extract  from  the  speech  de^ 
livered  by  me  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  on  the  29th  of  July 
last.     I  stated  on  that  occasion  that — 

"  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny,  but  affirm,  that 
the  existence  of  an  exclusive  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland — the  Protestant  Episcopalians  being  ^ 
small  minority  only  of  the  population — is  an 
anomaly  unjustifiable  in  its  origin,  and  inde- 
fensible now.  I  know  no  other  country  in  Europe 
in  which  the  same  experiment  has  been  made — in 
which  the  same  attempt  has  been  carried  qut ; 
and  I  am  quite  prepared  to  say  that  the  wisdom 
and  policy  of  the  attempt  in  Ireland  must  be  con- 
demned by  its  results. "• 

And  here  I  must  say  tbat  I  agre^  much 
more  nearly  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  than  with  the  hon.  and  gallaut  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Middlesex,  If  I 
understand  the  hon.  Member  Hgbt,  aocl  t 
attended  very  carefully  to  his  speecbt  b^ 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  support  the  scbeniQ 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  at  all.  If 
I  did  not  misunderstand  the  boa.  Gentle- 
man, I  think  he  wished  to  show  the  impolicy 
and  the  inexpediency  of  having  the  Qlergy 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  Dnen-: 
do  wed,  and  dependent  on  the  volunti^'j 
offerings  of  their  flocks  ;  and,  alluding  ta 
this  subject,  I  said,  in  continuatiom  of  the 
extract  which  I  have  just  read — 

<*  I  think  it  an  unfortunate  cireumstaneek,  mik- 
terially  affecting  the  peace  of  Ireland,  4tnd  tho 
efficacy  of  the  Government,  that  the  Romap  Ca- 
tholic clergy  are  dependent  on  those  sources  for 
their  subsistence  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  referred." 

After  alluding  to  the  qualification  which, 
I  maintained,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber ought  to  have  introduced  in  his  state- 
ment of  the  views  of  my  noble  Friend,  I 
referred  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick,  and  said — 

'*  I  very  much  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for   Limerick  in  believing  that  the  time  would 
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I  oare  not  under  what  Ministry — 
when  pnblic  opinion  in  this  country,  having  al- 
tered through  long  experience,  would  enable  a 
well-matured  and  well-considered  plan  to  be 
hitmght  forward,  and  procure  for  it  the  sanction 
of  Fariiament.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
too  aangoine  in  the  expectation  that  that  time  is 
not  fiur  dietant.  I,  for  one,  shall  iLiil  its  arrival, 
and,  whether  in  office  or  out  of  office,  no  one  will 
be  more  ready  than  myself  to  concur  in  any  prac- 
tieal  plan  for  the  accomplishment  of  what  I  be- 
Here  would  be  a  great  benefit  to  Ireland." 

I  win  not  trouble  the  House  with  anj  fur- 
ther eztraots  from  what  I  said  on  that  oc- 
eanon,  though  I  might  quote  much  moro 
of  a  limilar  teudencj  ;  but  I  think  I  have 
read  enough  to  clear  myself  from  the 
charge  of  haring  maintained  an  ominous 
■ilenee  on  this  question  since  1 844.  Coup- 
ling what  I  have  here  referred  to  with  my 
meeh  in  1844 — though  I  must  complain 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  has 
left  out  the  very  pith  of  my  observations 
im  that  occasion — I  think  it  is  clear  that 
I  hare  all  through  maintained  the  same 
opinion  against  an  Established  Church  ex- 
efasiyelj  endowed,  being  the  Church  of 
the  minority  of  the  people.  That  was  also 
the  language  which  I  maintained  on  the 
diseussion  of  the  Maynooth  Bill  in  1 845 — 
a  Bill  to  which  I  gave  my  cordial  support. 
I  said  that  I  hailed  that  Bill  as  being  the 
first  recognition  of  a  very  important  prin- 
eiple— namely,  the  recognition  of  the  Ro- 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  and  still 
I  that  I  regarded  it  as  a  first  step  to- 
wards the  abandonment  of  what  was  to  be 
regarded  as  a  stigma  on  the  Irish  people 
—the  exclusive  maintenance  in  a  Catholic 
country  of  a  Protestant  Church,  and  the 
total  disregard  of  the  opinions  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  on  such  a  subject. 
I  added  that  I  was  not  for  agitating  this 
question  without  any  hope  of  the  adoption 
of  a  practical  measure  on  the  subject,  and 
that  I  thought  the  Government  ought  not 
to  be  urged  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
on  the  subject  until  they  could  entertain 
reasonable  grounds  of  success.  Since  that 
time,  the  subject  has  received  the  earnest 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  it  has 
been  their  desire  that  it  should  be  satisfac- 
torily settled.  But  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  speaks  of  the  prejudices  of  the 
people  of  this  country  being  the  only  ob- 
stacle to  the  satisfactory  settlement  of  tho 
qnestion,  and  says  that  tho  great  majority 
of  the  Members  coming  here  are  influen- 
ced in  voting  against  that  settlement  from 
a  fear  of  the  prejudices  of  their  consti- 
tuents, I  must  say  that  there  are  other 
great  and  conclusive  barriers  to  this  endow- 


ment of  tho  Roman  Catholic  clergy  to 
which  he  has  not  alluded,  one  of  which  is 
tho  avowed,  the  repeatedly  avowed,  resolu- 
tion and  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  and  clergy 
of  Ireland,  never  to  consent  to  any  scheme 
by  which  their  Church  would  be  endowed 
and  connected  with  the  State.  When  we 
had  the  great  body  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  petitioning  Parliament  to  admit 
them  to  the  privileges  of  the  constitution, 
the  case  was  very  different.  Here  we  have 
the  great  majority  of  tho  people  of  this 
country  and  of  Scotland — I  believe  under 
a  mistaken  opinion — opposed  to  the  endow- 
ment of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ire- 
land, while  at  tho  same  time  we  have  the 
great  body  of  tho  hierarchy  and  clergy, 
and  I  believe  of  the  laity  also,  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  united 
in  resisting  any  such  proposition.  I  ask, 
then,  whether  it  is  not  plain,  whatever  the 
opinions  of  tho  Members  of  the  Government 
may  be  upon  the  question,  that  acceding 
to  tho  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  on  this  occasion,  would  have 
tho  effect  of  giving  rise  to  much  acrimo- 
nious debate,  and  would  be  the  source 
of  great  animosity  and  opposition  through- 
out tho  country,  while  in  the  end  the  mea- 
sure, even  if  it  could  be  carried,  would  bo 
rejected,  instead  of  being  accepted  as  a 
boon  by  those  for  whoso  benefit  it  would 
be  intended  ?  .  On  the  other  hand,  I  am 
not  prepared  now,  any  moro  than  I  was 
last  year,  to  go  into  a  Committee  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  with  a  view  to 
cripple  the  Church  of  Ireland  in  the  first 
instance,  by  a  measure  intended  only  as 
an  instalment  towards  its  destruction, 
though  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  not  now  avowed  that  part  of  his  plan, 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  go  into  the  objections  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  anticipated.  With 
regard  to  the  first  of  these  objections — 
that  referring  to  the  nature  of  church  pro- 
perty— I  am  not  prepared  to  agree  to  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  quoted  as 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Brougham  at  some 
former  period,  that  tho  property  of  the 
Church  and  tho  pay  of  the  Armv  stood  pre- 
cisely in  tho  same  position.  [Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne :  Sir  James  Mackintosh  said  the 
same  thing.]  I  do  not  know  whether 
Lord  Brougham  or  Sir  James  Mackin- 
tosh said  so  or  not.  I  cannot  agree 
to  such  a  position  thus  broadly  stated, 
although  I  admit  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  make  alterations  wiUi  regard  to  the 
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distribution  of  church  property,  which 
it  would  not  do  in  respect  to  private  pro- 
perty. With  regard  to  the  question  said 
to  have  been  asked  by  the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  I  have  only  to  say  that  the 
Church  is  made  for  the  people,  and  that 
its  only  object  should  be  the  promotion  of 
the  true  interests  of  the  people;  and  I 
think  that  a  Church  which  fails  in  effecting 
that  object,  fails  in  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  established.  Another  objection, 
that  with  regard  to  the  operation  of  the  5th 
Article  of  the  Act  of  Union,  is,  I  think,  not 
entitled  to  much  weight,  as  1  consider  that 
article  no  more  a  bar  to  dealing  with  the 
question  now,  than  it  was  when  Lord  Stan- 
ley brought  forward  his  measures.  But 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said,  and 
I  think  truly,  that  if  we  were  beginning 
de  novo,  nobody  would  be  for  establishing 
such  a  Church  Establishment  as  that  now 
existing  in  Ireland.  But  I  must  again  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  and 
the  House,  of  the  difference  between  deal- 
ing with  a  Church  which  has  been  estab- 
lished for  near  300  years,  and  a  new 
arrangement.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mayo  said,  that  the  history  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  has  been  written  in 
characters  of  blood.  1  think,  however, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  regret  having 
referred  to  acts  of  past  times,  which  no- 
body could  be  now  found  to  sanction.  We 
are  now  dealing  with  the  Church  as  it  is, 
and  not  as  it  was  in  bygone  years;  and  I 
cannot  but  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  referring  to  the  characteristics  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  should  not  have 
borne  testimony,  as  no  doubt  he  could 
do,  to  the  indefatigable  exertions  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland,  in  union  with 
their  brethren  in  this  country,  in  affording 
relief  to  the  suffering  poor  of  their  neigh- 
bourhood irrespective  of  creed  or  party. 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  in  an  episode  re- 
lating to  the  Irish  Society,  the  taste  of 
which  I  must  leave  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House,  reminded  me  that  by  virtue  of 
a  former  subscription  I  was  still  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Irish  Society.  If  that  be  so, 
I  can  only  say  that  1  see  no  reason  to  re- 
gret it.  The  Irish  Society  is  in  no  way  to 
be  considered  as  a  part  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Church.  It  is  not  the  Church.  It 
is  a  private  society,  consisting  of  a  number 
of  voluntary  members;  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  no  right  whatsoever 
to  question  its  mode  of  expenditure  of  its 
funds  for  any  purposes  to  which  it  may 


think  fit  to  apply  them.  It  was  intended 
to  supply,  and  I  think  it  did  supply,  a  de- 
ficiency which  existed  in  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Church.  Its  object  was  to  send  out 
as  teachers  and  readers  amongst  the  people 
men  who  could  speak  the  Irish  language, 
and  who  could  thereby  spread  religious  and 
moral  instruction  amongst  them.  That  ob- 
ject I  believe  to  be  a  good  one.  But  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  intends  to 
charge  me  with  having  any  sympathy  with, 
or  giving  any  assistance  to,  those  who  are 
said  to — I  don't  say  that  they  have  done 
so,  but  that  they  are  said  to — withhold  re- 
lief from  any  distressed  persons,  except 
upon  the  condition  of  such  persons  leaving 
the  faith  in  which  they  were  brought  up, 
and  to  which  they  are  attached,  I  can  only 
say  I  utterly  repudiate  such  a  charge. 
And,  further,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  any  person  belong- 
ing to  the  Irish  Society  would  be  guilty  of 
such  conduct.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  quoted  part  of  a  speech  made 
by  a  rev.  gentleman  at  one  of  the  meet- 
ings of  the  society.  If  the  report  of  that 
speech  is  correct,  I  can  only  say  I  have  no 
sympathy  whatever  with  the  sentiments  to 
which  he  gave  expression.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  said,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  had  expressed  an  opinion,  in 
some  letter,  to  the  effect  that  the  loyalty 
of  the  Irish  Catholics  was  not  to  be  trust- 
ed. Sir,  I  don't  believe  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  ever  said  any  such  thing. 
I  don't  know  from  what  letter  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  quoted.  His  in- 
formation is  so  exceedingly  varied  and 
extensive,  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  follow 
him  through  all  he  says.  But  I  do  not 
think  any  man  is  more  perfectly  free  from 
anything  like  sectarianism  or  religious 
party  spirit  than  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  I  believe  there  is  a  very 
general  sentiment  of  loyalty  and  attach- 
ment to  the  Sovereign  of  these  nations 
prevailing  amongst  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland.  There  are,  of 
course,  exceptions,  as  we  have  lately  seen. 
But  there  is  a  prevailing  sentiment  of 
loyalty  and  attachment  throughout  the 
great  mass  of  the  people,  which  would  not 
justify  us  in  suspecting  any  class,  as  such, 
of  disloyalty.  Sir,  I  do  not  mean  to 
defend  the  Irish  Established  Church  from 
the  attacks  that  have  been  made  upon  it, 
because  I  see  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  and  his  hon.  Colleague  near 
him    are  anxious  to    do    so,    and    they 
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are  better  €tted  for  the  task  than  1  am. 
Bat  I  was  anxious  to  state  what  1  believe 
to  be  the  great  and  prominent  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  a  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion; and  until  we  have  some  ground  for 
a  reasonable  hope  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  submit  to  Parliament  a  measure  likely  to 
be  successful,  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  Government  to  accede  to  a 
proposition  which  would  be  likely  to  lead 
only  to  a  discussion  of  an  acrimonious  na- 
ture, and  not  to  any  practical  result.  I, 
therefore,  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  Motion.  But 
before  sitting  down,  I  have  one  word  more 
to  say.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
alluded  to  my  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury's  absence  from  this  debate. 
My  noble  Friend's  absence  is  owing  to  do- 
mestic causes.  But  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  be  present  this 
erening,  and  to  have  stated  his  views  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  the  right 
bon.  Baronet,  while  he  had  totally  aban- 
doned the  Church,  had  not  at  all  succeeded 
in  patching  up  Whig  inconsistency.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had,  however,  raised  a 
question  from  which  ho  (Mr.  Roche)  felt 
bound  to  dissent.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
admitted  that  the  Church  Establishment 
in  Ireland  was  a  great  injustice;  but  he 
thought  that  that  injustice  could  be  done 
away  with  by  planting  another  Church 
Establishment  alongside  the  present.  Now, 
instead  of  that  being  a  countervailing  ad- 
yantage,  it  was  obvious  that  when  an  im- 
porerished  country  complained  of  the  bur^ 
den  of  a  rich  Church  Establishment,  the 
way  to  remedy  the  grievance  was  not  by 
ffiTing  her  two  instead  of  one  such  cstab- 
jishment.  Almost  the  only  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  able  and  con- 
Tincing  speech  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex,  was 
comprised  in  the  old  argument  that  this 
was  not  the  proper  time — that  the  social 
state  of  Ireland  was  such  as  to  render  it 
inadmissible  to  deal  with  this  question 
sow,  and  that  it  must  bo  postponed  until 
that  country  was  in  a  more  prosperous  and 
comfortable  condition.  It  was,  on  the  con- 
trary, because  Ireland  had  been  disturbed, 
and  because  her  social  state  demanded  im- 
provement, that  the  Government  were  now 
called  upon  to  apply  themselves  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  greatest  of  those  grievances 
which  had  caused  Ireland  to  be  disturbed. 
Everybody  knew  that  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland  was  one  of  the  main 


foundations  on  which  the  repeal  agitation 
had  been  originated.  If  Ireland  was  so- 
cially degraded,  would  they  not  be  likely 
to  improve  the  social  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple by  taking  from  their  shoulders  a  great 
political  oppression?  As  night  followed 
day,  so  would  social  degradation  follow 
upon  political  slavery.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  completely  given  up  the 
Irish  Church  in  argument,  though  not 
practically,  and  it  was  therefore  needless 
to  argue  against  it;  and  they  had  not  yet 
had  a  single  speech  from  its  able  defenders 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  calling 
for  a  reply.  He  wished  to  know  from 
them  upon  what  ground  was  it  that  they 
would  defend  that  Church  in  Ireland? 
Was  it  upon  the  ground  of  religious  truth  ? 
[An  Hon.  Mkmbeu  :  Yes.]  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  it  Mas.  Then  they  were  in 
that  House  required  to  assert  rehgious 
truth  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  They  had 
Hindooism  in  India — they  had  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  endowed  at  Malta — they 
had  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Lower 
Canada  contributing  to  the  support  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion — and  they  had 
the  Presbyterian  Church  established  in 
Scotland.  How  then  could  they  say  it  was 
to  maintain  religious  truth  that  they  had  a 
Protestant  Church  established  in  Ireland  ? 
They  had  established  these  religions  over 
the  empire,  because  they  were  the  religions 
of  the  majority  of  the  people.  They  had 
established  the  Presbyterian  religion  in 
Scotland  because  it  was  that  of  the  ma- 
jority, and  he,  therefore,  asked  why  it  was 
that  they  insisted  on  establishing  in  Ire- 
land the  religion  of  the  minority,  and  of  a 
very  small  minority  ?  There  was  published 
last  week  The  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
printed  from  the  manuscript  originally  an- 
nexed to  Stat.  17  and  18  Car.  II.,  c.  6 
(Ir.),  and  now  preserved  in  the  Rolls  Office, 
Dublin,  by  Archibald  John  Stephens,  bar- 
rister-at-law,  under  the  distinguished  pa- 
tronage of  the  Ecclesiastical  History  So- 
ciety, in  which  society  he  found  there  were 
three  archbishops  and  forty-three  bishops; 
and  as  showing  the  literary  acquirements 
required  for  a  bishopric,  it  was  mentioned 
that  one  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  com- 
plained that  the  Greek  language  was  irk- 
some, as  it  was  written  from  right  to  left. 
Although  it  was  well  known  that  the  Irish 
language  was  the  vernacular  tongue,  still 
no  arrangement  was  made  for  having  the 
bishops  or  priests  acquainted  with  that 
language,  or  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
translated  into  it.     It  was  only  within  the 
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last  fifteen  years  that  a  class  was  estab- 
lished in  Trinity  College  for  the  study  of 
the  Irish  language.  They  had  had  the 
Irish  people  speaking  very  generally  the 
Irish  language.  But  they  had  a  Church 
established  there  for  centuries,  which,  so 
far  from  disseminating  the  Scriptures,  or 
advancing  the  religion  it  professed  to  teach, 
had  caused  to  be  enacted  that  no  Irish- 
man, who  did  speak  the  Irish  language, 
should  be  inducted  to  a  cure  until  pro- 
clamation had  been  three  times  made  to 
see  if  an  Englishman  could  be  got.  The 
evident  purpose  for  which  the  Church  had 
been  established  was  confiscation  —  the 
purpose  of  becoming,  as  it  were,  a  draw 
farm  for  England.  He  maintained  that  it 
had  been  used  for  political  purposes.  Did 
it  elevate  the  people  in  the  social  scale,  or 
tend  to  make  them  more  moral  ?  It  had 
no  such  effects;  and  it  was  only  making 
hypocrites  of  the  people  to  induce  them  to 
support  a  Church  whose  doctrines  they  be- 
lieved to  be  untrue,  and  whose  preaching 
they  declared  to  be  unsound.  Ought  the 
Irish  Church  then  to  be  maintained  on  po- 
litical grounds  ?  He  was  not  aware  of  any 
one  advantage  to  be  gained  by  doing  so. 
No  one  would  deny  that  already  that 
Church  had  greatly  disturbed  the  tran- 
quillity of  Ireland.  Somebody  once  said 
that  the  Protestants,  after  the  Reforma- 
tion, went  to  Ireland  with  the  sword  in  one 
hand  and  the  Bible  in  the  other;  that  they 
drew  the  sword,  but  that  they  forgot  to 
open  the  Bible.  In  fact,  the  whole  system 
of  aggravated  outrage  in  Ireland  could  be 
traced  to  the  Church  as  a  political  estab- 
lishment. Captain  Rock,  the  Peep-o '-day- 
boys, and  the  many  other  such  illegal  bo- 
dies, all  had  their  origin  in  tithes. 

**  As  long  as  Popish  spade  and  scythe 
Shall  dig,  and  cut  the  Sasenagh  tythe, 
And  Popish  purses  pay  the  tolls. 
On  Heaven's  road  for  Sasenagh  souls ; 
As  long  as  millions  shall  kneel  down, 
To  ask  of  thousands  for  their  own  ; 
While  thousands  proudly  turn  away. 
And  to  the  millions  answer  *  Nay  ;' 
So  long  the  merry  reign  shall  be 
Of  Captain  Rock  and  his  family." 

The  wild  justice  of  revenge  had  shown 
itself  against  the  tithe  proctors,  and  when 
they  virtually  made  the  landlord  the  tithe 
proctor,  he  was  but  too  often  sacrificed  in 
the  same  way.  If,  then,  the  Irish  Church 
was  not  bo  maintained  on  religious  nor 
political  grounds,  he  knew  not  upon  what 
other  ground.  But  he  knew  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  had  made  up 
their  minds  that  that  large  Establishment 


'  should  be,  if  not  altogether  abrogated, 
very  much  mitigated,  and  that  object  he 
should  use  his  best  exertions  to  attain. 

Mr.  GEORGE  A.  HAMILTON  said,* 
that  although  he  was  unable  to  express 
his  concurrence  in  many  of  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  or  indeed, 
in  the  general  tenor  of  his  speech,  he  felt 
bound  to  ofiPer  his  acknowledgments  for 
the  course  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  declared  it  to  be  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take,  namely,  to  meet  the 
Motion  before  the  House  by  a  direct  nega- 
tive. It  would  be  impossible,  he  (Mr. 
Hamilton)  thought,  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take  a  more  fatal  step  than 
by  showing  any  hesitation  in  reference  to 
this  Motion,  to  give  rise  to  a  new  agitation 
of  the  Church  question  in  Ireland.  Al' 
though  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  was  not,  and 
never  should  be,  afraid  to  enter  upon  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  case  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  not  hesitate  to  acknowledge 
that  he  felt  regret  that  the  Motion  had 
been  brought  forward  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
at  the  present  time.  He  was  sorry,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  must  have  come  within 
the  observation  of  every  hon.  Member, 
that  since  the  acrimonious  discussions 
which  used  to  take  place  every  Session 
formerly  on  the  subject  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland  had  been  abandoned,  he  might 
say  by  common  consent,  there  had  been  a 
remarkable  subsidence  of  party  feeling  in 
Ireland;  and  he  was  afraid  the  renewal  of 
these  discussions  would  have  the  effect  of 
reviving  that  party  feeling.  He  would  not 
follow  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  in  the 
statement  he  had  made  of  the  ancient 
abuses  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  further 
than  to  say,  that  if  it  was  the  case  that 
the  Church  in  former  times  had  failed  to 
carry  out  its  important  objects,  as  fully  aa 
perhaps  it  might  have  done,  the  failure  was 
attributable  to  those  very  abuses;  and  the 
existence  of  those  abuses  was  attributable 
not  to  the  Church  itself,  but  to  the  fact  that 
it  was  then  used  by  Government  and  this 
country  as  a  political  engine,  and  not  as  a 
religious  institution  :  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  liable  to  the  charge  of  in- 
consistency as  regards  this  subject  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr, 
Osborne),  it  was  because  in  the  struggle  of 
parties  in  this  country  for  power,  the 
Gentlemen  who  now  formed  the  Govem- 
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nieiit  luid  dealt  with  the  question  of  the ! 
Iriih  Church  as  a  political  question,  and 
had  naed  it,  when  in  opposition,  for  thoir 
pditieal -objects.     The  hon.  Member  for 
ICiddleaex  had  challenged  any  one  to  say 
on  what  gronnds  it  was  that  the  Church  in 
Ireland  could    bo    defended?      He  (Mr. 
Hamilton)  would  answer    at  once — upon 
the  same  grounds  upon  which  the  Cliurch 
in  England,   or  anywhere,  is  to  be  de- 
fended, namely,  as  the  depository  and  in- 
Btroment  of  rdigious  truth;  as  a  homage 
on  the  part  of  the  nation  to  religion;  and 
as  a  means  of  promulgating  and  extending 
truth  :  and  he  would  assert  fearlessly  that 
there  never  was  a  Church  more  efficient 
and  aetive  than  the  Church  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  time  in  discharging  those  holy 
functions.     This,   indeed,  was  proved  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
eounty,    and    the    inconsistency    of   the 
charges  he  made  against  the  Church — he 
found  fault  with  the  state  of  the  Church  in 
former  times  because  of  its  inactivity  and 
inertness;    he  found  fault  with   it  now, 
because  of  its  activity  and  seal,  and  ac- 
cused it  of  encouraging  hypocrisy.     Re- 
garding the  Church  as  a  great  instrument 
for  the  advancement  of  religious  truth,  and 
resting  his  defence  of  it  on  the  high  prin- 
ciples and  considerations  to  which  he  had 
MYerted,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  was  not  dis- 
posed to  enter  upon  the  question  of  up- 
holding it  with  reference  merely  to  calcu- 1 
lations  of  much  or  little  as  regards  its  pro- 
perty; but  ho  was  no  advocate  for  abuses, 
and  should  be  always  most  anxious  that  | 
may  should  be  corrected  which  could  be 
shown  to  exist.     He  was,  therefore,  the 
more  desirous  to  place  before  the  House 
the  actual   state    and    condition   of    tho : 
Church  in  Ireland   at  the  present  time. 
There  was  no  subject  which  at  all  times 
had  led  to  greater  exaggerations  than  the  | 
property  and  tho  supposed  abuses  of  the ' 
Irish  Church.     Lord  Althorp,  in  the  very  | 
speech  alluded  to  that  night  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  had  declared  that : 
of  all  matters  which  had  ever  come  under  ; 
his  consideration  connected  with  Ireland, : 
the  exaggerations  respecting  the  property 
of  the  Established  Church  were  the  greatest.  | 
Many   most  absurd  statements  had  been 
made  recently  on  the  same  subject — and  ; 
in  the  present  debate  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend   the   Member    for   Middlesex   had 
fSsHen  into  an  exaggeration  little  short  of 
that  which  was  so  characterised  by  Lord 
Althorp  in  1833.     The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  the  property  of  the  Church  I 


amounted  to  no  less  a  sum  than  852,0001. 
a  year. 

Mb.  OSBORNE :  No;  I  said  600,000?. 

Mr.  HAMILTON:  He  had  taken  down 
the  words  of  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Member: 
he  had  understood  him  to  state  that  the 
income  of  the  clergy  was  680,826/.,  but 
that  the  property  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
was  altogether  852,000.  But  however 
that  might  be,  he  was  most  anxious  to  put 
the  House  in  possession  of  accurate  infor- 
mation on  the  whole  subject.  With  this 
view,  he  had  taken  great  pains  to  ascer- 
tain correctly  the  state  and  condition  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland  at  the  present  mo- 
ment in  every  particular,  and  ho  could  as- 
sure the  House  of  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  which  he  was  about  to  make. 
The  abuses  to  which  Church  Establish- 
monts  generally  were  liable,  and  which 
were  usually  mado  a  matter  of  particular 
complaint  against  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
were  pluralities,  sinecures,  unions  of  par- 
ishes, non-residence  on  the  part  of  the 
clergy,  and  excessive  wealth.  He  would 
deal  with  each  of  these  topics  in  order. 
With  regard  to  pluralities,  it  was  fre- 
quently stated  in  the  House  —  and,  no 
doubt,  many  hon.  Members  supposed — 
that  pluralities  existed  in  Ireland  to  a 
great  extent,  and  that  there  were  nu 
means  or  disposition  to  correct  that  evil. 
But  what  was  the  fact  ?  Between  the 
years  1834  and  1843  thirty-four  pluralities 
have  been  abolished:  in  the  latter  year 
only  eighty-one  remained  in  Ireland.  Since 
that  period  the  process  of  abolition  had 
been  continued.  No  plurality  could  bo 
created  or  continued  after  a  vacancy,  ex- 
cept through  a  dispensation  granted  by  tho 
Lord  Primate;  and  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  was 
enabled  to  state,  that  not  a  single  dispen- 
sation had  been  granted  by  the  Lord  Pri- 
mate since  the  year  1828.  So  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  under  the  administration  of 
that  distinguished  prelate,  the  system  of 
pluralities  which  existed  formerly  in  the 
Irish  Church  was  in  course  of  abolition. 
The  next  subject  of  complaint  was  sine- 
cures. But  under  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Act,  and  the  4th  and  5th  William 
IV.,  c.  90,  ample  provision  was  made  for 
the  correction  of  this  abuse.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council,  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
is  empowered  to  suspend  all  sinecures  in 
the  Church.  Since  the  year  1834  he  be- 
lieved that  power  had  been  exercised  in 
every  instance  in  which  a  sinecuro  had 
become  vacant,  and,  of  course,  it  follows 
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that  sinecures  will  soon  cease  to  exist. 
The  next  defect  to  which  he  would  advert 
was  unions.  He  was  quite  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  at  one  period  unions  existed  to  a 
very  great  extent,  and  constituted  a  great 
abuse.  The  origin  of  these  unions  was  to 
he  found  in  the  vote  of  the  Irish  House  of 
Commons  in  the  year  1735,  by  which  the 
tithe  of  agistment  was  abolished,  and  the 
condition  of  the  clergy  so  much  impover- 
ished that  it  became  necessary  to  form 
unions  of  parishes  in  order  to  afford  a  sub- 
sistence to  a  clergyman.  Ireland  was  then 
principally  under  pasture;  and  as  tillage 
and  the  growth  of  corn  increased,  many  of 
these  unions  became  very  considerable  in 
point  of  income.  But  this  evil,  also,  was 
in  course  of  correction.  By  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act,  and  the  4th  and  5th 
William  IV.,  c.  90,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
may  dissolve  unions  and  disunite  any  rec- 
tory, vicarage,  or  tithes,  from  any  arch- 
bishop, bishop,  dean,  archdeacon,  or  pre- 
bend, with  the  consent  of  the  bishop  of  the 
diocese,  and  form  a  distinct  parish;  and  by 
the  106th  section  of  the  former  Act,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Privy  Council,  may  even  divide  parishes, 
where  the  value  exceeds  800^.  a  year.  The 
Lord  Primate  states  in  his  Charge  de- 
livered in  1845,  that  fifty-three  unions  had 
been  dissolved  during  the  preceding  eleven 
years.  But  it  was  not  possible  that  all 
unions  could  be  dissolved.  When  hon. 
Members  spoke  of  unions  being  a  great 
abuse  and  grievance,  they  were  not,  per- 
haps, aware  of  the  circumstances  which 
rendered  the  existence  of  these  unions  in 
some  cases  unavoidable.  In  some  parishes 
there  was  no  provision  whatever  for  the 
cure  of  souls.  The  Commissioners  of  Pub- 
lic Instruction  mention,  in  the  year  1834 
return,  page  74  in  their  corrected  summary, 
fifty-seven  parishes  as  being  without  any 
provision  whatever :  of  course,  they  must  be 
united  to  the  adjoining  parishes.  In  many 
other  parishes  there  was  an  insufficient  pro- 
vision for  a  clergyman.  He  would  give  a 
few  instances  by  way  of  illustration. 

In  the  diocese  of  Armagh  there  was  the 
parish  of  Stickillen,  the  vicarial  tithe  rent- 
charge  of  which  was  \2L  10*.  It  is  united 
to  Ardee.  Maplestown  parish,  vicarial 
rent-charge  6Z.  4^.  9c?. :  united  to  Charles- 
town.  But  it  was  needless  to  multiply  in- 
stances. There  were  also  other  circum- 
stances which  rendered  unions  unavoidable. 
In  tlie  city  of  Cork,  one  whole  parish  was 
occupied  by  a  distillery,  another  by  a 
sugar-house.     The  union  of  St.  Patrick's, 


Wexford,  consisted  of  no  fewer  than  four- 
teen parishes,  which  would  appear  to  con- 
stitute a  great  abuse;  but  when  you  come 
to  look  into  it,  you  will  find  that  one 
of  these  parishes — St.  Tulloque  —  is  just 
forty  yards  square,  another  100  yards 
square,  and  two  others  200  yards  each. 
He  only  mentioned  these  facts  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  it  was  impossible  to 
do  away  with  unions  altogether,  and  that 
the  existence  of  unions  are  not  necessary 
proofs  of  abuses.  In  corroboration  of  this, 
he  might  again  quote  from  the  Primate's 
Charge  in  1845.    He  states  as  follows: — 

"  A  Royal  Commission  was  appointed  fifteen 
years  ago,  to  inquire  into  the  union  of  parishes, 
and  to  report  on  the  fitness  and  practicability  of 
dissolving  them.  A  majority  of  the  commissioners 
were  laymen  of  high  character  and  station.  The 
result  of  their  inquiries  (which  proceeded  only  as 
far  as  the  province  of  Armagh)  was,  that,  in  re- 
gard to  the  unions  in  that  portion  of  Ireland,  110 
in  number,  there  were  forty-eight  which  it  would 
be  either  impracticable,  or  unadvisable,  to  sever." 

Such  a  statement,  coming  from  such  a 
quarter,  ought  to  lead  people  to  pause  be- 
fore they  condemn  in  a  sweeping  and  in- 
discriminate manner,  the  existence  of  any 
unions  whatever  of  parishes.  The  next  mat- 
ter of  complaint  was  non-residence  on  the 
part  of  the  clergy.  He  had  not  been  able 
to  obtain  returns  from  every  diocese  in 
Ireland,  but  he  had  obtained  returns  from 
four  of  the  largest  dioceses,  comprising 
514  benefices,  and  he  would  state  the  re- 
sults. In  Armagh  diocese,  the  number  of 
beneficed  clergymen  in  the  year  1819  be- 
ing eighty-two,  the  non-residents  amount- 
ed to  fifteen.  In  the  year  1849,  when  the 
number  of  beneficed  clergymen  had  in- 
creased to  102,  the  non-resident  clergy- 
men were  only  five;  and  two  of  these  ^\e 
were  non-resident  on  account  of  illness. 
In  Meath,  which  was  the  largest  single 
diocese  in  Ireland,  the  number  of  beneficed 
clergymen  in  1819  being  ninety-four,  the 
non-residents  amounted  to  twenty.  lu 
1849,  the  beneficed  clergy  having  increased 
to  107,  the  non-residents  are  reduced  to 
seven.  In  Ossory  and  Ferns,  the  beneficed 
clergy  in  1819  being  147,  the  non-resi- 
dents were  forty-five.  In  1849,  when  the 
beneficed  clergy  had  increased  to  184, 
the  non-residents  did  not  exceed  nine.  In 
the  diocese  of  Cashel,  Lismore,  and  Water- 
ford,  in  1819,  the  number  of  beneficed 
clergymen  being  109,  the  non-residents 
were  fifty-two.  In  1849,  the  beneficed 
clergymen  having  increased  to  121,  the 
non-residents  were  only  nine.  He  believed 
if  he  had  obtamed  returns  from  the  re- 
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mahider  of  Ireland,  they  would  have  shown 
the  same  result.  The  next  point  to  which 
he  should  revert  was  that  which  had  always 
been  the  occasion  of  so  much  exaggeration 
in  all  debates — namely,  the  wealth  of  the 
Irish  Church.  The  property  of  the  Church 
may  be  divided  into  that  belonging  to  the 
bishoprics,  ths  dignitaries,  and  the  paro- 
chial clergy.  With  regard  to  the  parochial 
clergy,  Mr.  Quin,  one  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  and  the  best  authority  on 
the  subject,  states,  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Committee  on  Ministers*  Money,  tliat 
the  nearest  approximation  he  has  been  able 
to  make  of  the  income  derivable  from  the 
different  benefices  in  Ireland,  would  make 
the  gross  amount  453,094^,  and  the  net 
369,6602.  But  the  poor-rates  struck  during 
the  last  year  amounted  to  2^.  ^d\d,  in  the 
pound  on  the  whole  landed  property  of 
Ireland  as  an  average;  and  as  he  (Mr. 
Hamilton)  had  recently  stated,  that  pound- 
age in  the  case  of  the  clergy  was  deducted 
upon  their  gross  income,  and  whether  the 
rate  was  paid  by  the  occupier  or  not;  the 
case,  therefore,  would  stand  thus  : — 

.£369,660 
63,244 


Net  income  as  above  stated  

Deduct  poor-rates,  2«.  9\d,  in  ttie  pound 
on  the  gross    


Deduct  stipends  to  stipendiary  curates 
as  set  forth  in  return  of  ComniiM- 
sioners  of  Inquiry,  1835 


£306,416 


66,708 


Income  of  beneficed  clergy    £249,708 

This  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  believed  to  bo  be- 
yond the  reality;  for  the  number  of  curates 
was  now  considerably  more  than  in  1835. 
But  assuming  it  to  be  correct,  and  taking 
the  number  of  benefices  to  be  1,445,  the 
sum  of  249,7082.  divided  amongst  them 
would  give  an  average  for  each  benefice 
of  172r.  16«.  2d,\  or,  dividing  the  sum  of 
306,4162.  by  the  total  number  of  the  clergy, 
incumbents,  and  curates,  which  was  2,165, 
the  amount  of  stipend  for  each  would  be 
1412.  10*.  Id.  Supposing,  therefore,  an 
equal  distribution  of  the  property  of  the 
parochial  clergy  on  congregational  princi- 
ples, there  would  be  fbr  each  beneficed 
clergyman  1722.  I65.  2d,  a  year;  or,  if 
shared  alike  among  incumbents  and  cu- 
rates, a  yearly  income  of  1412.  10«.  "d. 
And,  taking  the  statement  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Instruction  in  1835 
as  correct  (and  it  is  generally  admitted  to 
be  greatly  below  the  reality),  and  making 
no  allowance  for  the  increase  of  population 
aince,  there  would  be  1,445  clergymen  to 
852,064    members    of    the    Established 


Church,  giving  a  congregation  of  nearly 
590  persons  to  each  benefice,  without  tak- 
ing into  account  the  Presbyterians  and 
other  Dissenters  who,  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland,  attended  the  Established  Churches. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had 
said  that  averages  were  deceptive,  and  it 
might  be  supposed  that,  although  on  the 
whole  the  sum  he  had  named  might  be  the 
average,  dividing  the  annual  property  of 
the  Church  by  the  number  of  clergymen, 
yet  that  there  was  a  great  disproportion  in 
the  value  of  benefices,  and  that  n)any  were 
extravagantly  large.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
was  prepared  for  that  objection;  and  having 
made  inquiry  with  regard  to  the  wealthiest 
benefices  in  Ireland,  he  held  in  his  hand  a 
statement  of  all  the  particulars  of  the  20 
benefices  which  are  largest  in  amount,  and 
he  would  show  it  to  any  hon.  Member  who 
might  desire  to  see  it.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  the  details;  but  the 
result  is,  that  the  net  available  income 
^derivable  out  of  the  20  largest  benefices 
in  Ireland — and,  as  he  had  stated,  he  held 
the  particulars  of  each  one  in  his  hand,  and 
any  hon.  Member  might  examine  it — gives 
an  average  of  a  church  population  of  2,764, 
and  an  income  of  7062.  a  year  for  each,  which 
could  not  be  considered  as  a  very  extrava- 
gant amount  as  an  average  for  the  largest 
livings.  He  would  just  mention  the  case 
of  two  or  three  of  these  benefices.  The 
largest  benefice  in  Ireland,  according  to 
the  return  of  the  commissioners  in  1836, 
was  that  of  Templemore,  the  gross  income 
of  which  is  stated  to  have  been  at  that 
time  3,2242.  The  circumstances  of  Tem- 
plemore at  the  present  time  are  as  follows : 
It  is  a  union  consisting  of  three  rectories 
appendant  to  the  deanery  of  Derry;  there 
is  a  population  of  9,000  members  of  the 
Established  Church  within  the  benefice, 
besides  a  number  of  Dissenters  who  attend 
the  churches.  In  charge  of  the  incun)bent 
there  are  the  cathedral  and  eight  other 
churches ;  he  has  nine  curates,  fifteen 
schools,  attended  daily  by  more  than  1,000 
children.  The  benefice  is  not  liable  at 
present  to  any  ecclesiastical  tax,  the  in- 
cumbent having  been  appointed  previous 
to  the  passing  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act.  Deducting  curates*  salaries,  poor- 
rates,  county  rates,  and  other  necessary 
legal  charges,  the  net  income  is  1,5522. 
for  the  incumbent  of  such  a  benefice;  and 
when  a  vacancy  shall  occur,  the  union 
will  be  dissolved.  Now  that  is  the  case  of 
the  largest  living  in  Ireland.  He  would 
take  another  instance,  that  of  Armagh, 
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This  benefled  (^onBists  of  a  union  of  five 

?arished)  contains  a  church  population  of 
,766,  there  are  nine  churches,  and  eleven 
curates,  no  glebe-house.  In  1836,  the 
gross  income  was  2,1871.;  in  1849,  the 
net  income,  deducting  only  what  may 
be  considered  as  the  legal  necessary 
charges,  is  little  more  than  500/.  It  is 
held  by  a  distinguished  divine,  formerly  a 
Fellow  of  Trinity  College.  In  the  next 
return,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  the 
beneflce  in  1836  is  stated  to  have  been 
2,077/.;  there  are  now  in  that  benefice 
7,500  members  of  the  Established  Church, 
three  churches,  five  curates,  eleven  schools 
with  1,400  children,  and  the  net  income  is 
703/.  These  are  samples  of  the  large 
livings  about  which  so  much  exaggeration 
had  taken  place.  But  it  was  said  there 
were  benefices  in  Ireland  with  no  congre- 
gations, or  very  small  ones;  and  this  like- 
wise was  reckoned  amongst  the  abuses  of 
the  Church.  No  doubt  a  benefice  with  a 
small  congregation  is  anomalous  and  unde-f 
sirable;  but  then  it  should  be  recollected 
that  this  disparity  in  congregations  is  in- 
cidental to  the  parochial  system  as  contra- 
distinguished from  the  congregational  sys- 
tem. Those  who,  like  himself,  were  fa- 
vourable to  the  parochial  system,  must  be 
prepared  in  some  instances  for  this  ano- 
maly, and  England  was  not  exempt  from 
it.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had  a  statement 
in  his  hand,  from  which  he  could  show  in 
every  diocese  in  England  many  parishes 
with  very  small  congregations,  greatly  dis- 
proportionate to  the  income  of  the  bene- 
fice ;  and  if  this  circumstance  consti- 
tuted an  objection  to  the  Church  in  Ire^ 
land,  it  applied  equally  to  the  Church 
in  England.  It  appeared  from  a  state- 
ment of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  In- 
struction, that  in  the  year  1834  there  were 
in  Ireland  forty-four  benefices  in  which 
there  were  then  no  members  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  ;  but  twenty  of  these  had 
already  lapsed  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, and  the  greater  portion  of  the 
remainder  would  lapse  as  they  became 
vacant.  The  sum  of  the  net  income  of 
the  twenty-one  which  remained  was  only 
1,235/.  annually.  Several  of  them  had 
now  congTcgations.  Besides  these  twenty, 
in  which  there  were  no  members  of  the 
Established  Church  in  1835,  he  had  taken 
the  eighty  benefices  in  which,  according  to 
the  same  returns,  there  were  the  smallest 
congregations.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  list 
of  them,  and  a  statement  of  the  particu- 
lars.    In  many  of  them  the  congregations 


had  increased  considerably;  and  the  sum 
of  the  net  income  derivable  out  of  these 
eighty  benefices  was  only  9,049/.,  giving 
an  average  of  only  113/.  to  each;  so  that 
it  happened,  that,  with  some  exceptions, 
the  benefices  in  Ireland,  with  small  congre- 
gations, were  also  small  in  emolument. 
And  the  summary  of  the  case  of  the  paro- 
chial clergy,  according  to  the  statement  he 
had  made,  was  as  follows  :  the  general 
average  income  to  each  clergyman,  sup- 
posing the  property  of  the  parochial  clergy 
to  be  equally  divided  among  all  the  clergy, 
would  be  141/.  10«.  Td,\  the  general  aver- 
age to  each  beneficed  clergyman,  supposing 
it  were  divided  equally  between  all  the 
beneficed  clergy,  would  be  172/.  16«.  2d.; 
the  average  income  of  the  twenty  wealthi- 
est benefices,  706/.,  with  a  church  popu- 
lation of  2,764  to  each;  and  the  average 
income  of  the  100  benefices  which  con- 
tained the  smallest  congregations,  102/. 
each.  The  next  point  to  which  he  should 
advert  was  the  incomes  and  position  of  the 
dignitaries  and  prebendaries  of  the  Estab- 
lished Churchy  In  these  he  comprised  the 
property  of  the  deans  and  chapters,  of  the 
deans,  archdeacons,  precentors,  chancel- 
lors, and  prebends.  In  the  first  place,  he 
would  observe  that  the  Church  Temporali- 
ties Amendment  Act,  the  4th  and  5th 
William  IV.,  c.  90,  provides  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  all  dignities  to  which  no  cure  of 
souls  is  attached.  In  the  next  place,  he 
had  to  state,  that,  of  139  dignitaries  in 
Ireland,  there  were  but  eight  who  had 
houses  assigned  to  them  as  such;  they 
were,  in  general,  parochial  clergymen — 
like  the  Dean  of  Derry,  whose  case  he  had 
quoted  —  and  acted  as  such.  And  with 
regard  to  the  prebendaries,  some  of  which 
in  England  were  so  valuable,  there  were 
178  in  Ireland;  not  one  of  them  had  a 
residence  in  right  of  his  prebend,  and  105 
never  had  any  income  whatever  attached 
to  them :  those  having  income  and  being 
without  cure  of  souls  were  in  course  of 
abolition.  The  gross  income  of  the  deans, 
archdeacons,  prebends,  deans  and  chap- 
ters, was  about  23,000/.  annually,  and  the 
net  income  not  21,000/.  He  came  now 
to  the  bishoprics,  which  had  been  pecu- 
liarly the  subject  of  exaggeration.  It  was 
manifestly  intended  by  the  framers  of  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act  that  the  mini- 
mum of  a  bishop's  income  in  Ireland  should 
be  4,000/.  a  year;  for  it  was  provided  in 
the  125th  section  of  that  Act,  that  if  at 
any  time  the  emoluments  of  a  bishoprio 
should  fall  below  that  sum,  the  Ecolendsti^ 
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cal  Commissioners  should  make  up  the  full 
value  of  4,000Z.  The  gross  income  of  the 
ten  Irish  bishoprics  amounted  to  44,523^., 
and  the  net  to  40,553i. ;  giving  an  average 
of  4,0552.  He  did  not  think  this  could  be 
considered  an  excessive  income,  when  it  is 
recollected  that  bishops  have  to  support 
the  position  of  noblemen,  and  have  pecu- 
liar claims  upon  their  generosity  and  cha- 
rity. The  salary  of  a  Judge  is  3,700/.  a 
year,  and  the  judges'  registrars  are  paid 
from  other  sources,  while  the  fees  of  a  bi- 
sliop's  registrar  are  reckoned  among  the 
bishop's  emoluments.  In  Ireland  the  bi- 
shops hold  visitations  every  year,  which,  of 
course,  entails  a  considerable  expense;  in 
England  the  bishops  hold  visitations  only 
once  in  every  three  years.  In  England 
the  average  net  income  of  the  bishoprics  is 
5,9301.  With  regard  to  the  two  Irish  arch- 
bishoprics, their  net  income  was  15,808/.; 
so  that  the  total  income  of  the  Irish  epis- 
copate was  56,361/.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
had  now  placed  before  the  House  the  ac- 
tual position  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  with 
reference  to  its  property.  As  he  had  al- 
ready stated,  he  held  in  his  hand  the  de- 
tails upon  which  these  results  were  found- 
ed, and  which  were  open  to  any  hon. 
Member.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  lay 
this  information  before  the  House,  for  the 
pui-pose  of  exposing,  and,  he  hoped,  of 
preventing  in  future,  the  gross  exag- 
gerations which  some  hon.  Members  were 
in  the  habit  of  repeating  with  regard 
to  the  wealth  of  the  Church  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo 
had  stated  that  the  Church  ought  to  be 
abolished,  on  the  grounds  that  it  had  not 
fulfilled  the  objects  for  which  it  had  been 
established;  and  he  had  used  language  re- 
specting it  which  certainly  was  calculated 
to  provoke  retaliation.  But  he  (Mr.  Ham- 
ilton) would  not  allow  himself  to  be  pro- 
voked into  any  acnmonious  discussion. 
Without  taking  any  higher  ground,  he 
could  not  help  saying,  that  after  the  willing 
sacrifice  of  life  and  property  made  by  the 
clergy  during  the  recent  calamity,  he  could 
scarcely  have  imagined  that  any  Gentleman 
would  have  expressed  a  wish  to  see  re- 
moved from  that  country  a  body  of  edu- 
cated and  benevolent  men,  whose  residence 
among  the  people  was  productive  of  so 
many  advantages.  But  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
frankly  confessed,  that  whatever  might  be 
the  social  benefits  derivable  from  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land, it  was  his  belief  that  that  Church 
was  to  be  supported  principally  on  the 


ground  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  recognise  and  uphold  it  as  an  insti- 
tution for  promoting  and  extending  reli- 
gious truth.  And,  further,  he  would  not 
hesitate  to  declare,  that  he  thought  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  to  be  maintained  as 
a  missionary  church.  He  recollected  full  well 
an  expression  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Arundel,  in  that  House,  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  fully  coincided,  and  which 
he  should  not  forget.  The  noble  IfOrd,  in 
defending  the  Roman  Catholic  Churdi,  had 
stated,  with  his  usual  frankness,  that  he 
would  not  give  a  farthing  for  a  Church 
which  was  not  aggressive.  That  was  his 
(Mr.  Hamilton's)  feeling  also.  It  was  the 
object  and  business  of  a  Church  to  promuU 
gate  what  it  believed  to  be  truth,  and  ex- 
pose what  it  believed  to  be  error — of  course 
with  the  moderation  and  charity  which  be- 
came Christians;  and  it  was  by  such  colli- 
sions that  truth  would  ultimately  prevail. 
He  felt  persuaded  that  the  destruction  of 
that  Church  would  be  a  serious  calamity 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  at  large;  and  he 
found  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  had  expressed  a  similar 
opinion  in  the  year  1846,  immediately  after 
having  succeeded  to  office.  The  noble 
Lord  then  said — 

**  I  believe  that  with  respect  to  what  some  have 
proposed,  namely,  the  destruction  of  tho  Protes- 
tant Church  in  Ireland,  there  could  he  no  worse 
or  more  fatal  measure  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 
I  believe  that  it  would  be  politically  injurious, 
because  I  believe  that  many  of  the  mo»t  loyal  in 
Ireland — many  of  those  the  most  attached  to  the 
connexion  with  this  country,  would  be  alienated 
by  the  destruction  of  that  Church  to  which  they 
are  fondly  attached.  I  believe  that,  in  a  religious 
point  of  view,  it  would  be  the  commencement  of 
a  religious  war — that  there  would  bo  that  which 
does  not  at  present  prevail,  the  most  violent  and 
vehement  attack  upon  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
and  that  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves  would 
be  the  first  to  complain  of  the  destruction  of  the 
Pi-otestant  Church."* 

In  the  sentiments  then  expressed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  ho  (Mr.  Hamilton)  entirely 
concurred.  lie  believed  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  Roman  Catholic  population  in 
Ireland  had  a  strong  feeling  that  the  min- 
isters of  the  Established  Church  were  bene- 
ficially employed  in  maintaining  the  social 
system,  and  in  administering  the  charities 
of  life,  and  that  by  their  removal  an  irrepar- 
able injury  would  be  inflicted  on  every  class 
and  denomination  in  that  country.  He  had 
to  apologise  for  having  trespassed  so  long 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House.  He  would 
refrain  from  entering  upon  any  other  part 

•  Hansard  (Third  Series),  Vol.  Uxxiv.,  p.  102, 


159 


Church  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland. 


160 


of  the  question,  and  would  conclude  by 
expressing  his  strongest  opposition  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  had  been  seldom 
so  gratified  with  any  speech  on  this  subject 
as  with  the  most  convincing,  satisfactory, 
and  moderate  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Middlesex.  Not  one  of 
the  points  noticed  by  his  hon.  Friend  had 
been  answered,  whilst  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  taken  up  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin,  with  matters  which  he  never 
touched  upon,  such  as  sinecures,  plurali- 
ties, and  non-residence  on  the  part  of  the 
clergy.  Neither  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  grappled  with 
the  points  which  had  been  brought  forward 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
said,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  not 
so  wealthy  as  was  supposed.  But  it  was 
not  a  question  of  wealth.  It  was  the  de- 
gradation which  must  be  felt  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland,  who  formed  the 
great  majority  of  the  nation,  at  being 
called  on  to  contribute  to  support  the 
church  of  the  minority.  It  was  the 
placing  that,  stamp  of  degradation  on  every 
Catholic,  that  proved  such  a  social  and 
moral  injuiy  to  the  whole  country.  He 
looked  upon  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
in  a  financial  and  social  point  of  view,  as 
one  of  the  utmost  importance.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  admitted 
that  this  was  an  evil  and  an  abuse  which 
did  not  exist  in  any  other  country  in  Eu- 
rope; but  he  says  the  time  had  not  yet 
come  for  doing  away  with  it.  This  Church 
of  Ireland,  which  was  said  to  have  taken 
root  300  years  ago,  had  grown  very  badly; 
and  if  it  had  struck  any  root  at  all,  he  was 
afraid  it  would  not  grow  better  now  than  it 
did  300  years  ago.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
shown  that,  in  spite  of  all  the  degradation 
and  oppression  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  it  had  grown  eightfold,  whilst  the 
Protestant  had  only  increased  twofold. 
Was  it  not  time,  then,  that  this  country 
should  have  its  eyes  opened,  and  know 
that  the  Protestant  Church,  supported  as 
it  now  was,  cost  them  the  maintenance  of 
50,000  men,  besides  the  evils  that  arose 
from  a  disorganised  state  of  society  ? 
Why  should  they  not  prevent  such  a  state 
of  things  ?  What,  he  asked,  could  be 
more  degrading  to  men  than  that  they, 
the  majority  of  the  nation,  should  be  forced 
to  pay  and  support  the  clergy  of  a  minority 


whose  great  object  was  to  preach  against 
the  religion  of  that  majority  ?  The  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary  had  not  grappled 
with  the  letters  and  speeches  which  had 
been  read  by  his  hon.  Friend,  which  show- 
ed— what  was  so  discreditable  to  the  mem- 
bers of  any  church — that  these  very  per- 
sons who  were  paid  by  the  majority  became 
firebrands  against  society,  and  preached 
antagonism  instead  of  union.  Would 
Scotland  be  quiet,  would  she  be  as  pros- 
perous as  she  now  was,  if  they  had  suc- 
ceeded in  imposing  upon  her  a  church 
which  was  not  the  church  of  the  majority  ? 
On  the  contrary,  she  would  have  been  the 
wretched  divided  country  that  Ireland  now 
was.  They  might  judge  of  the  eflFect  of  a 
foreign  church  by  its  fruits  and  results  in 
Ireland.  Wien  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  this  was  not  a  proper  time  for 
the  Motion,  why  did  he  not  fix  some  period 
when  the  proper  time  for  it  would  arrive, 
or  why  did  he  not  give  hope  of  a  measure 
which  would  relieve  Ireland  from  her  pre- 
sent state?  The  people  of  England  en- 
joyed their  own  Church,  and  the  revenues 
belonging  to  it.  The  people  of  Scotland 
enjoyed  their  own  Church,  and  the  revenues 
belonging  to  it;  but  in  Ireland  things  were 
reversed,  and  the  majority  were  made  to 
support  the  church  of  the  minority.  That 
was  the  cause  of  the  discontent  which  ex- 
isted in  Ireland.  It  had  been  said  that  of 
late  years  no  complaints  were  made  on 
this  subject.  It  was  the  discontent  arising 
from  this  heavy  grievance  which  had  pro- 
duced in  great  measure  the  agitation  for 
repeal,  which  had  so  long  disturbed  the 
country.  He  called  upon  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  how  emphatic  were  the  ex- 
pressions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  when,  taking  leave, 
as  he  announced,  of  power,  he  proffered 
his  support  to  his  successors  in  office,  on 
the  condition,  more  especially,  of  their 
applying  themselves  to  the  removal  of  the 
anomaly  now  in  question,  for  the  particular 
expressions  made  use  of  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  apply  to  no  other  subject. 
It  was  most  natural  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  the  solution  of  a  diffi- 
culty which  he  himself  had  not  been  able 
to  cope  with,  to  Gentlemen  who  for  the 
last  forty  years  had  been  arraigning  the 
system.  There  was  no  question,  however, 
but  that  this  subject  must  be  grappled 
with ;  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland 
must  be  removed,  for  he  did  not  concur 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  admitting  a  com- 
promise.    Twenty-six  years  ago,  indeed, 
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wImii  he  himself  brought  the  question  be- 
ibre  Pariiament,  he  had  an  idea  that  a 
eompromise  might  be  practicable;  but  all 
his  subsequent  experience  had  taught  him 
Aal  he  had  been  mistaken  in  this  notion. 
The  English  Church  in  Ireland  must  de- 
pend for  support  upon  the  members  of  that 
Churoh.  And  if  non.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  as  satified  as  thej  professed  them- 
sdree  to  be  that  the  principles  of  this 
Church  were  the  only  principles  that  were 
entitled  to  be  maintained,  there  could  be 
no  real  fear  on  their  part  that  due  support 
would  be  withheld  by  its  members.  Their 
eagerness,  however,  in  clinging  so  fixedly 
to  the  revenues  of  the  Anglican  Church  in 
Ireland*  clearly  showed  their  opinion  that 
without  the  support  of  those  revenues  the 
Church  itself  would  fall.  These  revenues 
were  clearly  public  money,  which  bad  been 
taken  by  Parliament  from  one  sect  and 
giren  to  another,  and  which  were  still, 
as  much  as  ever,  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb,  page  wood  said,  ho  wished 
briefly  to  explain  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  meant  to  give  his  vote  on  the  present 
question,  as  well  as  to  offer  one  or  two  re- 
marks on  the  speech  which  the  House  had 
tust  heard  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin.  Al- 
though he  was  much  pleased  with  no  in- 
considerable portion  of  that  speech,  yet 
hia  hon.  Friend  must  permit  him  to  take 
the  liberty  of  saying  that  he  had  not 
grappled  with  the  real  difficulties  of  the 
case.  But  before  he  proceeded  to  estab- 
lish that  proposition,  he  should  say  he 
was  deeply  convinced  that  there  was 
much  matter  for  congratulation  in  the 
£sct  that  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  had  at  last  shown  some 
symptoms  of  awakening-— that  some  life 
had  at  length  been  manifested  in  a  body 
which  had  been  so  long  dormant,  and  which 
had  so  deeply  failed  in  its  holy  mission. 
But  the  members  of  that  Church,  it  was 
well  known,  formed  only  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  nation ;  and  it  was  to  bo 
remembered  that  on  that  evening  the 
House  was  discussing  a  great  national 
question,  and  that  it  was  one  relating  to 
a  nation  that  had  long  been  treated  with 
indignity  by  a  minority,  which,  without 
meaning  anything  ofiPensive,  might  be  pro- 
nounced a  very  small  minority.  To  speak 
then  of  one  or  two  pluralities  being  abol- 
ished in  this  Church  of  the  minority,  or 
ihe  like,  was  a  mode  of  dealing  with 
the    subject    which    he  might  designate 
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as  paltry  and  inadequate.  There  was 
in  Ireland  a  nation  of  8,000,000  of  souls, 
and  they  were  that  night  called  on  to 
deal  with  a  Church,  the  members  of 
which  did  not  number  the  eighth  part  of 
those  8,000,000,  and  that  eighth  part, 
instead  of  increasing,  had  of  late  been  ra* 
pidly  reduced.  Those  were  the  statements 
on  one  side  of  the  debate,  and  ho  would 
inquire,  had  they  been  answered  ?  The 
question  which  had  that  night  been  brought 
before  them,  was  one  with  which  they  must 
deal.  It  had  been  said  that  the  present 
was  not  the  time  for  that  purpose ;  never- 
theless the  previous  question  had  not  been 
moved,  and  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  been  met  by  the 
Government  with  a  direct  negative.  It 
was,  perhaps,  not  the  best  time  for  making 
such  a  proposition,  because  he  apprehended 
that  the  time  had  long  since  passed  away 
when  it  should  have  been  brought  forward. 
He  should  vote  for  the  Motion  ;  but  in 
agreeing  that  the  House  do  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  proposed, 
he  begged  it  to  be  understood  that  he  by 
no  means  felt  himself  bound  to  follow  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Middlesex  in 
working  out  his  details.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  every  person  must  agree  in  con- 
sidering the  question  before  them  to  be 
one  of  a  very  serious  nature,  and  one  the 
decision  of  which  could  not  be  much 
longer  delayed.  It  appeared  to  him,  also, 
to  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that 
under  English  rule  Ireland  had  ever  pos- 
sessed a  national  Church;  it  had  origi- 
nally been,  and  had  continued  to  be,  the 
Church  of  the  conquerors,  and  without  any 
hold  on  the  affections  of  the  conquered. 
That  state  of  things,  however,  was  not  a 
necessary  result  of  conquest.  Wales  had 
been  conquered  by  this  country ;  why  was 
there  not  the  same  difiiculty  there  as  in  Ire- 
land ?  Principally,  he  thought,  because  the 
estates  of  the  natives  had  not  been  confis- 
cated. With  the  exception  of  a  few  cases 
on  the  marches,  the  Welsh  lands  were  not 
handed  over  to  Norman  nobles.  The 
English  did  not  force  on  the  people  of 
Wales  a  condition  of  society  which  so  la- 
mentably distinguished  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Pale  from  the  native  Irish.  Peace 
prevailed  in  Wales,  though  Wales  had  been 
conquered,  because,  for  the  most  part,  the 
ancient  estates  were  left  in  the  bauds  of 
the  original  owners,  and  not  divided  and 
parcelled  out  amongst  a  body  of  Norman 
nobles.  There  were  no  separate  interests 
such  as  distinguished  the  mere  Irish  from 
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the  English  of  the  Pale.  The  Church  in 
Ireland  was  a  branch  of  that  Church 
which  he  believed  to  be  the  purest  portion 
of  the  Christian  Church ;  but  yet,  as  an 
establishment,  it  was  an  establishment  for 
the  English  of  the  Pale,  and  not  for  the 
nation.  In  the  establishment  of  that  Church 
no  more  account  was  taken  of  the  Irish 
people  than  we  should  now  take  of  the 
aborigines  of  New  Zealand  ;  not  so  much, 
perhaps,  for  they  had  not  in  recent  ar- 
rangements been  disregarded;  it  might 
rather  be  said,  that  no  more  account  was 
taken  of  the  Irish  when  Henry  VIII. 
established  our  Protestant  Church  in  that 
country,  than  we  took  of  the  American 
Indians  in  the  provision  made  for  divine 
worship  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
The  Church  of  the  Pale  was  not  the  church 
of  the  people,  and  that,  after  all,  was  the 
original  grievance.  In  England  the  church 
property,  that  property  which  he  should 
not  call  the  property  of  the  State,  but  that 
property  which  had  been  created  by  the 
piety  of  individuals,  and  devoted  to  pious 
uses,  was  transferred  from  persons  profess- 
ing obedience  to  the  Church  of  Rome  to  the 
Reformed  Anglican  Church,  with  the  full 
consent  of  a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
England.  But  in  Ireland  it  had  to  be  dealt 
with  as  the  property  of  a  Church  which  had 
no  sympathy  with  the  people.  The  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  in  this  country  had 
been  legitimately  transferred,  or  rather  its 
holders  themselves  had  reviewed  and  reform- 
ed their  principles;  but  in  Ireland  the  trans- 
fer had  been  illegitimate,  and  hence  the 
false  position  in  which  the  Government 
of  England  had  from  the  outset  been 
placed  in  that  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  had 
spoken  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  as  a  mis- 
sionary church,  but  that  was  a  different 
thing  from  an  established  church  ;  and,  if 
a  missionary  church,  he  would  ask  how  she 
fulfilled  her  mission  ?  Those  whom  she 
had  been  appointed  to  convert,  instead  of 
being  converted  were  doubled  in  their  num- 
bers. Bishop  Berkeley  had  put  some  que- 
ries on  this  subject,  which  he  thought  well 
worthy  of  notice,  one  of  which  was,  should 
any  scheme  intended  for  the  whole  com- 
munity be  limited  to  a  part?  The  second 
was,  should  there  be  any  attempt  made  to 
convert  a  people  without  the  agency  of 
their  own  language  ?  The  third  was,  did 
not  the  Romish  Church  supply  powerful 
instruments  for  its  purpose  in  the  various 
ranks  of  its  clergy,  from  the  cardinal  to 
the  mendicant;  and  were  not  the  poorer 


portion  of  its  clergy  amongst  its  most  effi- 
cient agents?  One  great  defect  of  the 
present  system  was,  that  the  endowments 
being  confined  to  the  clergy  of  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  people,  an  aristocratic  class 
had  been  created  in  the  clergy,  who  held 
no  communication  with  the  great  body  of 
the  poor,  and  who  were  indeed  ignorant  of 
their  language.  He  would  now  state  his 
views  as  to  the  remedy  to  be  adopted,  and 
how  far  he  differed  from  the  scheme  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex.  That  hon.  Gentleman  desired 
the  total  abolition  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland.  They  had  already 
taken  ten  bishops  from  that  church — a 
measure  which  he  (Mr.  Wood)  very  much 
regretted.  The  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  remove  five  more  bishops,  and  had  told 
them  that  if  he  could  he  would  abolish  the 
whole  Establishment.  This,  he  could  not 
consent  to;  but  he  thought,  under  existing 
circumstances,  a  compromise  was  neces« 
sary.  He  did  not  entertain  quite  so  mag- 
nificent a  notion  of  bishops  with  regard  to 
temporal  emolument  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  that  a  bishop  should 
have  4,000^  a  year.  He  knew  an  admi- 
rable bishop  of  the  Episcopal  Church  in 
Scotland,  the  late  Bishop  of  Perth,  who  had 
only  702.  a  year;  and  no  bishop  could  be 
more  honoured  or  respected  by  all  who 
were  under  his  ecclesiastical  superintend- 
ence. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  however, 
that  bishops  should  have  no  more  than  70{. 
a  year.  He  would  say  to  the  Established 
Church,  *•  Since  the  emancipation  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  the  Pale  is  broken 
down.  You  never  were  the  church  of  the 
nation;  you  were  only  the  church  of  the 
Pale.  You  and  your  ministers  shall  be 
provided  for.  You  may  have  your  biahopB, 
and  you  shall  be  in  as  favourable  a  posi- 
tion as  the  Church  of  Rome --you  shall 
choose  them  yourselves ;  but  the  State 
will  no  longer  recognise  you  as  the  State 
Church.  You  shall  have  a  portion  of  the 
endowments  you  now  possess,  but  a  por« 
tion  of  them  shall  be  applied  to  meet  the 
general  spiritual  wants  of  the  whole  na- 
tion." He  would  certainly  not  give  4,000Z. 
a  year  to  the  bishops.  He  thought  1,5002. 
a  year  each  would  be  ample;  but  he  was 
willing  to  go  lower  than  that.  On  the 
grounds  ho  had  stated,  he  would  support 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  NAPIER  :  At  this  late  hour  I  do 
not  intend  to  detain  the  House  with  any 
lengthened  observations.     I  am  fully  we^ 
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tisfied  with  tbe  able,  temperate,  and  un> 
ttfhoted  statement  of  mj  hon.  Colleague, 
Urbteh  is  quite  sufficient  to  sustain  the 
ease  of  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Church, 
snd  especially  to  extinguish  the  habitual 
misrepreaentation  as  to  the  amount  of  its 
fropertj.  One  other  misrepresentation  I 
Im  it  proper  to  correct;  and  particularly 
ao,  as  It  has  been  reiterated  by  the  hon. 
luid  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  P. 
Wood).  He  makes  our  Church  to  be  an 
inttitntion  established  by  Henry  VIII.,  and 
ite  propetty  he  alleges  to  have  been  trans- 
fetred  oy  Act  of  Parliament  from  the  Ro- 
man Gathollo  Church,  to  which,  as  he  sug- 
gests, it  previously  belonged.  If  this  were 
SO,  it  silences  the  argument  on  the  part  of 
Boman  Catholics,  that  a  Church  should 
not  hare  public  endowment.  But  I  deny 
ihe  statement — I  challenge  the  proof  of  it. 
Show  me  the  Act  of  Parliament :  where  is 
it  to  be  fonnd?  Produce  it  if  you  can.  No, 
the  property  was  given  to  the  Irish  Church 
in  very  early  times,  before  the  Romish  faith 
was  acknowledged  in  Ireland,  or  England 
set  foot  npon  the  soil.  O'Driscoll,  a  dis- 
tingnished  Roman  Catholic  historian,  gives 
the  following  description  of  the  introduction 
of  Romanism  into  Ireland  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  twelfth  century.     He  says — 

"  There  is  Komething  yory  singular  in  the 
eedesiMtioftl  history  of  Ireland.  The  Cliris- 
tlan  Cftraroh  in  that  country,  as  founded  by  St. 
Fatriok  ud  his  predecessors,  existed  for  many 
Sfw  free  and  unshackled.  For  above  seven  hun- 
dred years  this  Church  maintained  its  indepcnd- 
enoe.  It  had  no  connexion  with  England,  and 
diflbred  upon  points  of  importance  with  Rome. 
The  flnt  work  of  Henry  was  to  reduce  the  Church 
of  Ireland  to  obedience  to  the  Roman  pontiff. 
•Aeoordingly,  he  procured  a  council  of  the  Irish 
dervy  to  be  held  at  Cashel,  in  1172,  and  the 
eommned  influenco  and  intrigues  of  licnry  and 
tbe  Pope  prevailed.  This  council  put  an  end  to 
the  anoieDt  Church  of  Ireland,  and  submitted  it 
to  the  yoke  of  Rome.  That  ominous  apostacy 
1ms  been  followed  by  a  series  of  calamities  hardly 
to  be  equalled  in  the  world.  From  the  days  of 
St.  Patrick  to  the  Council  of  Cashel,  was  a  bright 
aad  glorious  era  for  Ireland.  From  the  sitting 
of  that  eonncil  to  our  times,  the  lot  of  Ireland  has 
Iwen  unmixed  evil,  and  all  her  history  a  tale  of 
woe." 

Such  was  the  testimony  of  0*Driscoll,  the 
Roman  Catholic  historian.  I  assert  that 
the  Estahlished  Church  is  identified  with 
tiie  earliest  Church  of  Ireland,  of  which  it 
Jireaerres  the  purity  of  doctrine  and  disci- 
^ine.  Have  they  altered  the  discipline  ? 
Their  hishops  are  the  successors  of  the  . 
early  hishops  of  the  Church.  Whether  in  | 
doe^rine  or  discipline,  I  am  willing  to  put 
tfa6  matter  to  the  test^    I  am  ready  to  try 


its  doctrines  hy  the  word  of  God,  and  to 
prove  its  regular  succession.  You  want  to 
establish  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  the 
place  of  the  present  Irish  Church.  [**  No, 
no  !*']  You  say  *•  no,'*  and  why,  therefore, 
do  you  want  to  interfere  with  the  property 
of  the  Church  ?  When  pure  in  doctrine, 
and  hefore  it  was  suhject  to  Rome,  the 
country  prospered.  When  the  doctrine 
was  corrupted,  and  the  authority  of  Rome 
allowed,  prosperity  ceased.  But,  it  is  said, 
the  Reformed  Church  has  not  heen  suc- 
cessful. Is  it  the  wish  of  those  who  now 
assail  it,  to  make  it  more  efficient  ?  I 
douht  their  sincerity  as  religious  reformers. 
I  ask  the  Roman  Catholic  Members,  what 
do  you  complain  of  in  reference  to  the 
Church  ?  You  say  you  do  not  want  pro- 
perty, but  you  require  toleration.  You 
hare  the  amplest  toleration.  I  am  not 
here  about  to  refer  to  the  solemn  pledges 
given  and  oaths  taken  as  the  condition  on 
which  the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed, 
nor  do  I  for  the  present  rely  on  the  main- 
tenance of  our  Church  as  a  fundamental 
part  of  the  treaty  of  Union.  I  ask  the 
Dissenters,  who  profess  to  advocate  what 
they  call  the  voluntary  principle,  with  what 
consistency  can  they  interfere  with  the 
Church  to  which  I  belong,  when  it  does 
not  in  any  respect  interfere  with  any  one 
of  their  privileges  ?  There  is  no  public 
grant  for  tho  Church;  it  has  its  own  pro- 
perty, protected  by  a  sacred  and  prescrip- 
tive title  and  solemn  treaty.  It  derives  no 
aid  from  the  public  treasury,  though 
Roman  Catholics  and  Presbyterians  do 
obtain  public  assistance.  In  Ireland,  at 
least,  there  is  not  any  personal  charge  which 
any  man  is  compelled  to  pay  to  support 
the  united  Church.  It  was  candidly  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Mr.  Osborne),  that  the  exertions  and  con«. 
duct  of  the  clergy  of  our  Church  had  been 
most  exemplary  and  useful ;  I  believe  there 
is  not  to  be  found  a  more  faithful  body  of 
earnest  and  devoted  men.  In  latter  times 
the  Church  has  been  of  real  value  to  the 
country,  and  its  influence  may  be  traced 
in  the  localities  where  it  is  exercised. 
Even  if  you  look  to  the  mere  wants  of 
the  members  of  its  own  communion  in  Ire- 
land, is  the  property  of  the  Church  too 
large  to  maintain  it,  as  Protestants  desire 
it  should  be,  in  efficient  decency?  No 
doubt  those  who  dislike  its  scriptural  faith, 
and  those  who  despise  its  apostolic  disci- 
pline, would  give  an  unfavourable  answer : 
but  they  are  surely  not  the  judges  of  what 
in  this  is  right  and  proper.  The  Church 
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which  upholds  the  faith  of  1,800  years,  and 
challenges  a  free  appeal  to  the  pure  word 
of  God,  has  a  title  to  he  honourably  sus- 
tained. I  admit  that,  in  former  times,  it 
did  not  perform  its  great  duties  in  Ireland. 
But  why  was  this  ?  Its  appointments  were 
made  subservient  to  the  political  conveni- 
ence of  England :  and  those  who  had  the 
patronage  abused  it  for  unworthy  objects. 
What  is  the  remedy  ?  Give  us  godly  and 
learned  bishops,  men  who  will  maintain 
and  encourage  God's  truth,  and  edify  the 
people.  Let  your  appointments  be  made 
in  this  spirit ;  protect  the  Church  in  its 
rights,  encourage  it  in  its  duties,  and  use 
it  as  the  great  institute  for  imparting  sav- 
ing knowledge  and  true  blessing  to  the 
people. 

Mr.  page  wood  explained.  He  had 
never  stated  that  there  had  been  an  ex- 
press Act  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  the  Church  of  England  in  Ire- 
land; but  it  was  very  certain  that  various 
Acts  were  passed  for  the  purpose  of  impos- 
ing tests,  and  as  the  object  of  those  tests 
was  avowedly  the  exclusion  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics from  power,  place,  and  emolument, 
he  thought  ho  was  justified  in  saying  that 
there  had  been  legislative  enactments  for 
the  formation  and  growth  of  the  Establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  not  what  was  the  old  reli- 
gion of  Ireland,  or  who  were  the  present 
descendants  of  the  original  bishops  and 
clergy.  At  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.  the 
clergy  and  bishops  were  not  married,  and 
how  they  could  have  any  lineal  descendants 
at  all  was  a  matter  which  he  could  not  very 
clearly  comprehend.  But  on  that  he  would 
not  dwell.  The  question  they  had  to  con- 
sider was,  what  was  the  religion  at  the 
present  moment  of  the  great  masses  of  the 
Irish  people.  What  was  the  .religion  of 
the  great  majority — the  poor  majority  of 
the  Irish  people;  what  was  the  religion  of 
that  majority  for  whose  use  established 
churches  had  by  all  been  defended  ?  Cer- 
tainly it  was  not  the  Protestant  religion. 
But  however  desirable  reform  might  be  in 
this  matter,  he  was  for  respecting  the  vest- 
ed rights  of  the  working  clergy,  yes,  and 
of  the  laity  too  of  the  Protestant  Church. 
But  he  certainly  did  think  that  great  re- 
ductions might  be  made.  It  was  hard  to 
know  what  was  the  real  revenue  of  the 
Church.  In  1845,  during  the  debate  on 
the  Appropriation  Clause,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  had 
estimated  it  at  450,0002.  a  year  ;  but  the 


Earl  of  St.  Germans,  then  Lord  Eliot, 
quoted  some  statement  of  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal  Commissioners  to   show  it   was  only 

350.0001,  The  statement,  however,  was 
subsequently  admitted  to  be  incorrect. 
From  his  own  calculation,  which  he  had 
made  most  carefully,  he  found  that  since 
the  alteration  in  the  tithe  laws  the  gross 
receipts  by  the  Irish  Church,  on  an  aver- 
age of  four  years,  had  been  808,0002. ; 
and,  making  various  deductions  to  which 
that  was  subject,  he  found  that  the  re- 
venue amounted  to  between  650,0002.  and 

670.0002.  He  found  from  a  report  that 
had  been  made,  tbat  the  only  dioceses 
which  had  not  been  consolidated  under  the 
Act  of  1831,  were  Armagh  and  Clogher. 
He  knew  nothing  of  the  Bishop  of  Clogher, 
though  he  had  heard  a  very  excellent  ac- 
count of  him;  but  this  he  had  ascertained, 
that  when  those  places  were  united,  the 
bishop  would  have  under  his  superintend- 
ence, in  a  very  scattered  district,  a  popu- 
lation of  207,000,  being  little  less  than 
one  quarter  of  the  whole  Protestant  popu- 
lation of  the  kingdom  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  one  bishop.  If  the  Bishop  of 
Clogher  could  superintend  so  large  a  num- 
ber, he  must  say  that  it  appeared  to  him 
they  had  too  many  bishops,  and  that  some 
alteration  was  required.  The  number  of 
the  clergy  in  parts  of  the  country  was  cer- 
tainly too  great,  and  when  they  were  pay- 
ing out  of  a  trust  fund,  it  was  evidently 
absurd  to  pay  men  out  of  a  trust  who  had 
no  duties  to  perform.  There  were  not 
above  200  more  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
than  Protestants,  although  the  disparity 
in  the  numbers  was  so  great;  and  if  it 
should  be  said  that  there  were  friars  in 
orders  outside  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
then  he  answered  by  pointing  to  the  Wes- 
leyan  preachers  outside  the  Protestant 
Church,  who  were  more  numerous  than  the 
friars.  Putting  aside  what  he  considered 
would  be  a  great  evil,  namely,  the  giving 
a  kind  of  triumph  of  the  one  religion  over 
the  other  if  such  an  application  of  surplus 
fund  was  to  be  made,  he  thought  that  if 
it  ever  was  considered  desirable  to  make 
any  provision  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church — which  time  he  hoped  was  far 
distant — it  ought  to  be  done  from  other 
funds.  Looking  at  the  Protestant  clergy 
as  they  at  present  existed,  he  considered 
them  not  only  to  be  useful  country  gentle- 
men, but  valuable  and  sincere  Christians, 
and  in  all  the  relations  of  life  deserving  of 
the  highest  respect ;  indeed,  their  conduct 
towards  the  poor  dpring  the  last  three 
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jean,  had  raised  that  respect  into  admira- 
tion. Though  he  heliered  that  one  or  two 
eases  had  occurred — and  more  had  been 
mijiistlj  reported — where  the  relief  of  the 
poor  had  been  attended  with  attempts  at 
proseljrtism,  yet,  generally  speaking,  more 
disinterested  conduct  had  not  been  exhi- 
bited by  any  body  of  men  than  by  the  Pro- 
testant clergy;  and,  as  such,  they  had 
gained  the  lasting  respect  of  every  honest 
and  conscientious  man.  He  had  no  hostile 
feeling  against  the  Protestant  Church,  still, 
looking  at  the  number  of  the  population  as 
compared  with  the  clergy,  he  felt  bound  to 
giTe  his  vote  for  an  inquiry,  with  a  view  to 
its  reduction. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  expressed  his  regret 
at  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  for  until  that  moment 
he  had  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  for  relieving  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  the  incubus  of  an  Established 
Charch,  and  was  not  the  mere  advocate  of 
is  tinkering  system  as  regarded  its  tempo- 
ralitiea.  He  had  never  heard  until  that 
erening  that  St.  Patrick  was  a  Protestant. 
He  was  a  saint;  and  it  had  been  said  that 
he  was  a  "gentleman" — and,  not  only 
that,  it  had  been  said  that  he  **  came  of  de- 
omt  people  "  but  certainly,  until  that  even- 
ing, he  had  never  heard  that  St.  Patrick 
was  a  Protestant.  There  was  once  a  very 
despotic  king  called  Henry  VIIL,  who  had 
a  quarrel  with  the  Pope,  and  he  superseded 
the  Pope  and  made  a  Pope  of  himself,  and 
he  decided  that  no  Irish  bishop  nor  Irish 
Tector  should  hold  a  benefice  unless  they 
acknowledged  him  as  head  of  the  Church. 
The  clergy  repudiated  his  ecclesiastical 
authority,  and  the  oaths  were  taken  and 
the  lands  possessed  by  those  of  the  new 
creed.  He  would  not  say  a  word  disre- 
spectful of  his  Protestant  neighbours,  but 
he  begged  leave  to  give  the  character  of 
the  Irish  bishops,  those  loyal  descendants 
of  the  Old  Church,  by  Dean  Swift,  who 
said — 

"  No  blame  rested  with  the  Court  for  these  ap- 
pCHntmentB :  excellent  and  moral  men  had  been 
■elected  upon  every  occasion  of  a  vacancy ;  but  it 
unfortunately  has  uniformly  happened  that  as 
these  worthy  divines  crossed  Ilounslovr-heath  on 
their  road  to  Ireland  to  take  possession  of  their 
bishopries,  they  have  been  regularly  robbed  and 
mordered  by  highwaymen,  who  seize  upon  their 
robes  and  crosiers,  come  over  to  Ireland,  and  are 
consecrated  in  their  stead." 

These  were  the  loyal  descendants  of  St. 
Patrick.  The  other  Member  for  the  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Dublin  spoke  to-night  of  aver- 
ages.    He  was  somewhat  acquainted  with 


averages,  and  knew  how  very  unjustly  they 
might  be  made  use  of.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was 
not  a  rich  church,  because  the  entire  in- 
come would  only  give  an  average  of 
I4H.  lOs.  Id.  per  annum  to  each  clergy- 
man. He  totally  forgot  to  tell  us  that 
some  of  them  had  not  501.  a  year  at  pre- 
sent. So  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  was  endeavouring  to  give  the 
people  of  England  the  benefit  of  cheap 
food,  he  was  opposed  by  people  who  made 
average  calculations,  who  said  that  the 
aggregate  amount  of  animal  food  con- 
sumed in  England  gave  so  much  per  head 
to  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  Eng- 
land, when  some  of  the  men,  women,  and 
children  did  not  get  animal  food  at  all.  So 
in  the  case  of  the  income  tax,  the  receipt 
was  5\  millions,  and  it  might  as  well  be 
said  that  that  would  give  so  much  per 
head  to  every  man  who  resided  in  Eng- 
land. The  following  summary  of  the  re- 
venue of  the  Irish  Church  was  from  a  Pro- 
testant periodical,  the  Daily  Reporter^  of 
May,  1845.  There  were  for  archbishops 
and  bishops,  151,1277.  12«.  4d.;  deans 
and  chapters,  22,624Z.  6s.  6d.;  glebe 
lands,  92,000Z.  ;  tithe  composition, 
531,78H.  14*.  7d.\  ministers'  money, 
10,000Z.;  being  an  aggregate  of  807,5331. 
125.  5d.  That  was  irrespective  of  the  in- 
come of  75,0007.  a  year  enjoyed  by 
Trinity  College  derived  from  lands  and 
other  sources.  These  poor  descendants  in 
due  course  paid  the  common  debt  of  nature, 
and  then  came  the  probate.  He  held  in 
his  hand  an  ofiicial  document  touching  the 
poverty  of  the  Irish  bishops.  He  found 
the  probate  duty  paid  upon  the  property 
left  by  the  following  bishops,  up  to  July, 
1832.  The  Archbishop  of  Dublin, 
150,000?.;  The  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
250,0007.;  The  Archbishop  of  Cashel, 
400,0007.;  The  Bishop  of  Cork,  25,0007.; 
Dromore,  40,0007.;  Limerick,  60,0007.; 
Cloghcr,  25,0007.;  Raphoe,  25,0007.: 
Killala,  100,0007. :  making  a  total,  with 
others,  of  1,575,0007.,  upon  which  probate 
duty  was  paid  by  the  descendants  of  these 
descendants  of  St.  Patrick.  He  did  not 
mean  to  insinuate  that  any  of  these  vener- 
able persons  were  substituted  for  those 
otlier  venerable  persons  who  were  robbed 
and  murdered  on  Hounslow-heath,  but  they 
appeared  to  have  feathered  their  nest  in 
his  country  whilst  they  were  permitted  to 
remain  there.  He  had  heard  to-night  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment make  a  speech,  which,  although 
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it  pleased  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin,  did  not  please  him  much.  He 
would  have  preferred  him  to  vote  as  he  had 
voted  before,  although  he  was  not  quite 
pleased  with  this  Motion.  He  wished  the 
bull  had  been  taken  by  the  horns,  and  he 
wished  the  Motion  had  been  shaped  in  this 
form — that  with  respect  to  the  life  interests 
of  Protestant  bishops  and  clergy,  at  their 
decease  the  entire  property  should  be  ap< 
propriated  to  the  use  of  the  people. 
Speaking  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  he  totally 
disavowed  and  condemned  the  opinions  put 
forth  by  some  gentlemen  of  his  creed,  that 
in  seeking  to  abolish  the  revenues  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  they  were  desirous  to 
apply  them  to  the  maintenance  of  their 
own  Church.  They  believed  there  ought 
to  be  no  State  religion;  they  believed  that 
religion  was  weakened  by  its  priests  en- 
joying the  mammon  of  iniquity.  He  had 
heard  it  said  that  tlie  Protestant  clergy 
were  an  excellent  substitute  for  the  gentry. 
He  had  nothing  to  say  at  all  condemnatory 
of  the  Protestant  clergy  as  private  gentle- 
men; he  believed  that  the  exception  of  an 
ill-educated  man  among  them  was  very 
small,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  sound 
the  trumpet  in  their  favour  as  to  their 
afiPording  relief  to  the  distressed.  He  knew 
in  Ireland  the  members  of  a  creed  who 
had  no  bishop  at  all — he  meant  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends,  and  he  believed  that  the 
aggregate  of  their  charities  during  the  two 
years  of  distress  was  greater  than  the  ag- 
gregate amount  of  the  charities  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church.  On  the  4th 
July,  1843,  Earl  Fortescue  said,  in  a 
speech  in  the  House  of  Lords,  he  thought 
the  present  state  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
a  great  grievance,  as  its  revenues  were 
utterly  disproportioned  to  the  number  of 
its  followers,  although  in  that  Church  there 
were  a  great  many  excellent  clergymen. 
It  was  sometimes  said  that  clergymen 
living  in  remote  places  were  of  use  to  the 
country.  He  thought  the  contrary.  He 
thanked  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex,  not  only  for  the  spirit  with 
which  he  had  introduced  the  subject,  but 
for  the  plain  and  argumentative  speech 
which  he  had  delivered;  and  he  begged 
also  to  state  that  the  discussion,  bein^ 
carried  on  with  good  temper,  would  do 
great  good  in  Ireland,  and  would  af- 
ford the  people  a  guarantee  that  they 
were  not  to  be  deprived  of  their  means 
on  the  one  hand,  nor  insulted  on  the 
other,  by  elevating  any  church  of  the 
minority  over  their  heada.      He  thought 


that  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  in  any 
country. 

Major  BERESFORD  said,  that  having 
heard  the  statement  as  to  the  probate  du- 
ties paid  by  Irish  archbishops  and  bishops, 
he  thought  it  right  to  state,  and  he  knew 
it  from  ofEcial  documents,  that  all  the 
statements  made  respecting  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam  were  as  equally  destitute  of  foun- 
dation as  the  present.  It  was  said  that 
the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  left  property  on 
which  probate  was  paid  to  the  amount  of 
250,000{.  It  was  not  the  first  time  that 
this  statement  had  been  made.  When  he 
heard  it  made,  he  appealed  to  his  hon. 
relative  and  the  nearest  heir-at-law  of  the 
very  venerable  Prelate,  the  present  Lord 
Decies,  and  from  him  ho  received  the  most 
distinct  refutation  of  the  statement,  and 
he  also  received  from  the  lawyer  employed 
to  administer  to  the  property  of  that  pre- 
late, a  most  distinct  refutation  of  the 
statement.  He  declared  that  the  probate 
duty  paid  on  the  late  Archbishop  of 
T nam's  property  was  40,0001.  and  not 
250,0002.  Such  premeditated  statements 
were  regularly  brought  forth  to  impugn 
the  authority  of  the  Church.  He  believed 
that  the  members  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land were  worthy  of  being  put  in  compari- 
son with  the  members  of  any  Church  in 
the  world.  He  trusted  then  that  the 
House  would  believe  him  when  he  said 
that  the  statement  was  unfounded  in  fact, 
and  therefore  not  fairly  to  be  used  in  ar- 
gument in  that  House. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  explained  that  he 
had  not  the  circumstance  as  a  fact  withia 
his  own  knowledge.  He  had  taken  it 
from  a  public  document,  for  the  accuracy 
of  which  he  begged  to  refer  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  the  Stamp  Office. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  did  not  rise  to 
allude  to  the  subject-matter  of  debate,  but 
simply  to  enter  two  protests.  In  the  first 
place  he  protested  against  the  inference 
that  the  Irish  people  were  indifferent  to 
the  monstrous  injustice  of  the  Irish  Church 
Establishment,  because  they  had  not  for 
some  time  petitioned  Parliament  on  the 
subject.  The  fact  was,  that  even  previous 
to  the  famine  they  had  looked  upon  peti- 
tioning as  useless,  and  looked  to  repeal  of 
the  Union  as  the  preliminary  step  for  re- 
dress of  this,  along  with  other  grievances. 
The  other  protest  he  had  to  make,  was 
against  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  namely,  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  endow  the  Catholic  clergy. 
Speaking  ^m  his  general  knowledge  of 
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both  priesti  and  people,  he  could  say,  that 
tibej  would  rather  the  Church  Estahlish- 
nent  remained  aa  it  was,  tlian  that  there 
•bovild  be  any  State  endowment  for  the 
Cathdio  Church. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  :  Sir,  I  have  no  reason 
to  regret  the  tone  which  this  debate  has 
AMimied,  or  its  upshot ;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  we  are 
TOOsent  on  a  very  melancholy  occasion. 
We  are  present  to  witness  the  decease 
of  another  Whig  principle.  We  have 
board  of  the  birth,  parentage,  and  history 
of  the  famous  Appropriation  Clause,  and 
wo  are  now  summoned  to  attend  its  oh- 
■oqmoB — a  melancholy  occasion  no  doubt. 
The  ngbt.  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  acts  as  chief 
noanier,  and  sings  the  funeral  dirge,  and 
be  ia  followed  by  all  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  from  1832  to  1845  voted  in  its  favour, 
and  who  now  bring  up  the  cortege  as 
monniera  for  its  fate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taunted  me  for  inconsistency  in 
not  harmg  upon  this  occasion  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Church  Establishment ;  but  let  me  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  ho 
was  Member  for  Devonport  he  voted  in 
fkTonr  of  the  ballot,  and  that  when  he 
beeame  Member  for  Northumberland  he 
voted  against  it.  Surely,  with  this  fact 
staring  him  in  the  face,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  the  last  man  in  the 
House  to  taunt  me  with  **  inconsistency." 
But  it  is  evident  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  of  infirm  mind.  I  do  not  blame  him  for 
his  TOte ;  but  1  did  not  expect  to  be 
taunted  for  having  offered  what  I  conceived 
to  be  a  fair  compromise,  and  one  likely  to 
obtain  the  largest  possible  share  of  sup- 
port. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
rsfnses  the  compromise,  and  says  instead, 
•*  If  I  can  see  a  good  practical  plan  I  will 
adopt  it."  But  whore  is  the  *'  good  prac- 
tical plan?*'  That  is  the  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  if  he  could 
endow  the  Roman  Catholics,  he  would. 
But  he  knows  he  dare  not  do  it.  It  is  all 
Tory  well  to  talk  of  doing  it,  but  it  is  a 
measure,  barrenless  as  the  Government 
are,  that  they  would  not  attempt  to  bring 
forth.  I  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Master  of  the  Mint,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  have  not  favoured  us 
with  their  sentiments  on  this  subject, 
though  I  perceive  them  on  the  Treasury 
bench.  Assuredly  they  will  eat  much  dirt 
to-night.     They  cannot,  however,  nor  can 


the  Administration  to  which  they  belong, 
go  on  night  after  night  seeing  their  prin- 
ciples expire  one  by  one.  They  may  for  a 
time  lean  on  a  crutch  from  Tamworth,  or 
recline  on  a  cushion  from  Montrose,  hut 
depend  upon  it  these  aids  will  fail  them 
sooner  or  later.  Weak  and  enfeebled  they 
may  hobble  along  for  a  season,  halting 
between  two  opinions — now  supported  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  anon  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  at  this  side  of  the  House,  bet 
they  must  ultimately  die  of  political  apo- 
plexy. The  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
— the  grave  of  so  many  successive  Admi- 
nistrations->  must  eventually  be  the  grave 
of  Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  103  ;  Noes 
170:  Majority  67. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half-past  One 
o'clock. 
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(No.  3) :  General  Board  of  Health. 
5°  Highway  Rates. 

PjCTirroNH  Prbhentbd.  By  Mr.  Beresford,  from  Clergy 
of  the  Rural  Deanery  of  Booking,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Law  respecting  Tithes.— By  Sir  Edmund  Filmer,  tram 
Dartfurd,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certifi- 
cates: and  from  Bcnenden,  for  Agricultural  Relief.— By 
Mr.  Fortescue,  from  the  South  Molton  Union,  for  a  Su- 
perannuation Fund  for  Poor  Law  Oflloers.—  By  Mr.  Mil- 
ner  Gibson,  from  Manchester,  for  the  Protection  of  Wo- 
men Bill — By  Mr.  Grogan,  fVom  Thurles,  County  of 
Tipperary,  and  other  Places,  for  Sanitary  Mcasures.—By 
Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from  Marylebone,  against  the  Sale 
and  Manufacture  of  Bread  Bill. — By  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
f^om  Deal  and  Sandwich,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small 
Debt!  Act— By  Mr.  Grey,  from  North  Shields,  for  the 
Smoke  Prohibition  Rill. — By  Sir  Henry  Meux,  from  Dot' 
Chester,  for  the  Formation  of  Treaties  by  which  In- 
ternational Disputes  shall  be  referred  to  the  Decision  of 
Arbitrators. 


DURATION  OF  PARLIAMENTS  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  TENNYSON  D'EYNCOURT 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  SHAFTO  ADAIR  recommended 
his  right  hon.  Friend  not  to  persevere 
with  this  Bill  at  the  present  late  period  of 
the  Session,  more  especially  as  it  had  al- 
ready been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  in  conjunction  with  other  measures, 
and  had  been  negatived  by  implication. 
Subsequently  to  the  passing  of  tho  Reform 
Bill,  many  measures  were  brought  forward 
to  improve  the  representation.  Those 
measures  were  invariably  postponed ;  hot. 
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though  postponed,  their  importance  had 
not  been  forgotten.  Last  year  a  measure 
for  extending  the  franchise  was  again 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose;  and  upon  tliat  occasion  many 
Liberal  Members,  and  himself  among  the 
number,  refused  it  their  support,  on  the 
ground  that  the  time  for  it  had  not  then 
arrived.  He  believed  now,  however,  that 
circumstances  had  altered,  and  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  press  on  such  a  measure 
upon  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  more 
especially  since  the  principle  of  extending 
the  franchise  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
The  Motion  now  before  the  House  affected 
the  duration  of  Parliaments;  and  here  he 
must  observe,  that  they  were  attempting 
no  novelty,  and  that  he  thought  a  Bill  of 
that  nature  might  be  passed  with  much 
advantage.  He  felt  bound  to  express  to 
the  Government  the  strong  dissatisfaction 
felt  by  the  people  at  the  rejection  of  every 
measure  calculated  to  extend  the  franchise 
and  improve  the  representation.  He  trust- 
ed that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  perse- 
vere in  such  a  course,  and  that  next  Ses- 
sion some  measures  would  be  adopted  to 
give  effect  to  the  very  natural,  though 
long-postponed,  desires  of  the  people  for 
the  extension  of  their  political  rights.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  in  the  present  Session  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  extend  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land. That  Bill  had  been  silently  with- 
drawn; but  he  hoped  that  next  Session  a 
measure  comprehending  both  countries 
would  be  introduced  by  the  Government, 
and  pass  that  House. 

Sir  G.  grey  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  when  the  Mo- 
tion was  made  for  leave  to  bring  in  this 
Bill,  that  there  did  not  exist  in  the  country 
any  practical  discontent  or  dissatisfaction 
with  regard  to  the  duration  of  Parliaments. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  praised 
for  having  left  a  blank  in  his  Bill ;  but, 
though  sucl^  a  course  might  be  prudent,  he 
did  think  that  it  would  be  very  desirable 
that  they  should  learn  what  the  term  was 
to  be.  The  reduction  to  three  years,  for 
example,  would,  he  thought,  be  attended 
with  great  practical  inconvenience,  be- 
cause the  first  Session  was  one  in  which 
there  were  many  new  and  inexperienced 
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circumstances  of  their  re-election.  Look- 
ing to  the  great  increase  of  business  which 
had  taken  place  of  late,  and  the  necessity 
of  postponing  measures  from  one  Parlia- 
ment to  another,  it  was  of  great  impor- 
tance that  those  measures  should  be  con- 
sidered by  the  same  Members  who  had 
them  under  consideration  at  their  com- 
mencement. But  now  he  asked  if  any 
practical  inconvenience  had  arisen  from  the 
present  duration  of  Parliament?  It  was 
notorious  that  the  average  duration  of  Par- 
liaments had  not  exceeded  six  years.  From 
1826  to  1841  there  were  no  less  than  six 
Parliaments:  the  average  duration  being 
only  two  years  and  a  half.  He  thought  it 
was  pretty  evident,  from  the  smallness  of 
the  numbers  on  the  division  when  the  Bill 
was  brought  in,  as  well  as  from  the  pre- 
sent thin  attendance,  that  there  was  not 
very  much  interest  on  this  subject  through- 
out the  country,  and  that  public  opinion 
did  act  wholesomely  and  benefically  upon 
Members  under  the  present  system.  Not 
having  heard  any  answer  to  the  argument 
of  his  noble  Friend  against  this  Bill,  he 
recommended  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  it.  If  he  declined  to  do  so,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  sanction  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  would 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months.** 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  real 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord's  speech  was 
the  division  that  followed  upon  it ;  be- 
cause, notwithstanding  the  arguments 
which  he  used,  and  the  appeal  made  to  the 
House,  the  House  decided  that  the  Bill 
should  be  brought  in;  and  he  contended 
that  it  would  not  be  treating  the  past  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  with  respect  if  they 
were  to  decline  now  to  discuss  this  mea- 
sure calmly  and  in  a  manner  becoming  the 
importance  of  the  subject.  Let  him  ob- 
serve, too,  that  these  divisions  were  not 
quite  accidental.  Last  Session  there  was 
a  majority  in  favour  of  the  ballot  —  oh, 
quite  an  accident !  This  Session,  a  ma- 
jority for  shortening  the  duration  of  Par- 
liaments— again,  it  was  said,  a  mere  acci- 
dent. But  those  majorities  occurred  in 
this  way  :  Gentlemen  were  unwilling  to 
record  their  votes  against  the  extension 
of  popular  rights.  Their  absence  was 
partly  intentional,  although  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  ihey  would  not  be  pre- 
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■ent  if  urged  to  it  by  the  leaders  of  a  par- 
ty; bnt  there  was  a  meaning  which  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of  in  those  occasional 
najoritiefl  in  farour  of  popular  rights. 
With  regard  to  the  question  itself,  he  cer- 
tainly did  think  that  a  sliorter  period  of 
time  for  the  duration  of  Parliaments 
weald  be  a  very  wholesome  check  on  the 
proeecdinga  of  that  House;  and  he  thought 
that  it  had  become  more  necessary  now 
than  it  had  erer  been.  Let  them  look  at 
the  groat  increase  of  power  possessed  by 
the  Executive  GoTemment.     Look  at  the 


1  of  60,000,000^.  which  they  now 
levied,  the  patronage  incidental  to  it,  and 
at  the  large  amount  of  patronage  in  Crown 
lands  and  Church  livings,  East  Indies  and 
eoloniea,  all  of  which  were  means  of  cor- 
rupting and  in€uencing  Members  of  the 
L^paktnre,  at  least  of  raising  their  ex- 
pectations. He  said  that  as  the  power  of 
influencing  increased,  the  case  became 
stronger  and  stronger  that  there  should 
be  more  frequent  appeals  to  the  constitu- 
ency, and  a  more  wholesome  control  over 
Members  of  Parliament.  The  means  of 
oormpting  Members  of  Parliament  had  in- 
creased to  an  enormous  extent,  and  unless 
they  were  prepared  to  consider  Members 
as  angels  of  purity,  or  exempt  from  the 
infirmities  of  the  rest  of  mankind,  their 
common  sense  must  tell  them  that  the 
duration  of  their  tenure  of  seats  in  that 
House  should  be  shortened.  What  might 
be  the  inducement  now  for  Members  to  go 
into  a  borough,  after  previously  nursing  it 
and  spending  large  sums  of  money  in  it, 
bnt  that  they  held  their  seats  for  six  or 
Seven  years — that  they  knew  there  was  a 
copious  fountain  of  good  things  at  the 
Treasury  and  elsewhere — and  that  they  cal- 
culated they  had  only  to  "  vote  right,'*  and 
to  pull  away  at  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, to  make  the  money  they  had  spent 
become  a  good  investment.  He  called  upon 
the  House,  if  they  were  sincere  in  their 
desire  to  prevent  bribery  and  corruption 
at  elections,  not  to  lose  sight  of  that  com- 
parative fixity  of  tenure  by  which  they 
n^  their  seats  in  that  House.  He  be- 
lieved, moreover,  that  they  would  raise  the 
political  character  of  Members  by  such  a 
measure  as  was  now  proposed.  It  would 
be  no  louffer  necessary  to  make  all  those 
definite  pledges  which  constituencies  now 
called  for;  because  they  would  know  that 
their  Members  must  return  to  them  in  a 
comparatively  short  period,  and  again  so- 
littt  their  votes.  But  when  a  Member 
Iraa  returned  for  six  or  seven  years,  it 


became  necessary  to  look  far  into  the  dis- 
tance, and  to  obtain  pledges  from  Gentle- 
men on  measures  not  then,  perhaps,  be- 
fore the  country.  He  looked  upon  the 
system  of  pledging  as  not  a  very  credit- 
able one;  and  he  believed  that  it  would 
be  materially  lessened  by  passing  the 
present  measure.  If  thfey  repealed  the 
Septennial  Act,  there  would  be  no  ne- 
cessity to  pass  any  new  Bill,  because  the 
Triennial  Act  would  be  revived,  and  was 
already  upon  the  Statute-book.  There 
would  be  no  delay  whatever,  if  the  Sep- 
tennial Act  were  once  repealed.  He  did 
not  think,  therefore,  that  the  period  of 
the  Session  was  an  argument  against  the 
measure.  One  word  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  This  reform  question  was  a 
rock  ahead  for  them.  Ho  warned  them 
to  be  more  cautious  with  regard  to  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  to  make  no  inconsiderate 
pledges  that  they  would  adhere  to  the  ex- 
isting constitution  and  duration  of  Parlia- 
ment. They  might  depend  upon  it,  as 
sure  as  he  stood  where  he  did,  that  before 
long  they  would  have  to  entertain  this 
question.  This  question  was  daily  assum- 
ing the  position  and  features  of  the  corn- 
law  question.  It  was  fermenting  through- 
out the  country,  and  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  the  moment  the  old  Tory 
party  should  resume  the  reins  of  power, 
that  question  was  the  one  which  would 
present  it«elf  in  the  most  formidable  shape 
for  their  consideration  and  solution.  He 
warned  them,  then,  to  be  prepared  to  meet 
that  question,  and,  if  they  wished  to  re- 
tain power,  to  be  prepared  to  yield  to  the 
just  wishes  of  the  great  mass  of  the  peo- 
ple. With  these  views,  he  should  support 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BERNAL  said,  that  being  of  that 
anomalous  class  to  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  referred,  ho  should  certainly 
not  record  his  ipto  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Being  still  of  that  hybrid  class,  ho 
should  go  out  without  voting  on  the  Motion 
then  before  the  House.  But  having  long 
known  his  right  hon.  Friend  both  publicly 
and  socially,  he  might  be  permitted  to  tell 
him  in  all  kindliness  that  he  wondered  that 
a  Gentleman  of  his  ability  and  upright  in- 
tentions should  have  taken  up  such  a  lino 
of  argument  as  ho  had  that  day  pursued. 
How  could  his  right  hon.  Friend  talk  of 
Members  of  that  House  having  *'  a  pull  at 
the  Treasury  ?  *'  Would  his  right  hon. 
Friend  come  forward,  and  in  the  face  of 
truth  and  facts  maintain  that  he  had  done 
justice  to    the  Members  of  that  House 
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when  he  thought  proper  to  speak  as  he 
had  done  about  their  not  being  angels  of 
purity  ?  He  did  not  hesitate  to  tell  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  that  mode  of  dealing 
with  such  a  subject,  was  a  humbug  and  a 
delusion.  Considering  the  experience  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  considering  his 
extensive  acquaintance  with  the  Members 
of  that  House,  he  surely  ought  to  have 
known  that  they  were  not  accustomed  to 
have  **  a  pull  at  the  Treasury."  They 
were  no  doubt  bored  to  make  applications 
— many  of  them  useless  applications;  they 
were  often  driven  by  their  constituents  to 
present  themselves  at  the  doors  of  the 
Treasury,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  know  that  that  was  not  a  tide  which 
set  in  for  their  own  personal  advantage. 
As  to  the  doctrine  of  pledges,  he  repudia- 
ted that  as  heartily  as  any  man  could — he 
should  consider  himself  disgraced  by  giving 
pledges,  and  so  might  any  Member  when 
he  condescended  to  give  pledges.  But  on 
such  subjects  the  minds  of  electors  should 
not  be  hoodwinked — they  should  be  taught 
to  look  at  the  matter  more  seriously;  they 
should  be  made  to  know  and  feel  that  if  a 
Member  of  that  House  performed  his  duties 
in  Parliament  purely  and  efficiently,  he 
was  entitled  to  the  respect,  the  gratitude, 
and  the  affection  of  his  constituents;  but 
in  repudiating  the  doctrine  of  pledges,  he 
also  repudiated  the  practice  of  speaking  in 
that  House  to  his  constituents.  Although 
he  should  not  vote  on  the  present  Motion, 
he  saw  no  reason  against  the  ballot ;  he 
had  already  voted  for  the  ballot,  and  he 
was  favourable  to  every  measure  which  he 
thought  calculated  to  purify  that  which 
some  Gentlemen  had  thought  proper  to 
call  an  Augean  stable ;  but  he  should  not 
confine  his  measures  of  purification  to  the 
walls  of  that  House.  Let  those  temptations 
be  repressed  which  candidates  offered  to 
constituents,  and  those  ^ich,  in  return, 
constituencies  presented  to  Members.  It  was 
well  known  thatinjudious  friends  often  ruined 
the  prospects  of  Members  of  that  House. 
He  should  not  say  that  if  the  proposition 
of  his  riglit  hon.  Friend  were  accompanied 
by  other  measures,  he  would  not  support 
it ;  but  unless  measures  were  introduced 
tending  to  cut  down  corruption  amongst 
electors,  he  should  neither  vote  for  or 
against  such  a  Motion  as  the  present,  but 
he  should  always  raise  his  voice  against 
any  attempt  to  delude  constituencies,  by 
telling  them  that  the  Members  of  that 
House  sought  only  their  own  interests. 
Mr.  HUME  apprehended  that  the  hon. 


Member  for  Devonport,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  might,  if  he  thought  fit,  tell 
a  very  different  story  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochester  as  to  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent &(  Treasury  influence  upon  Members 
of  that  House ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  present,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  should 
have  liked  to  have  asked  him  a  question  or 
two  on  the  subject.  His  hon.  Friend  might 
very  well  feel  himself  exempt  from  the  im- 
putation, and  the  great  body  of  the  House 
might  be  an  exception  to  the  principle; 
but  no  one  who  had  sat  any  length  of  time 
in  that  assembly  could  be  otherwise  than 
aware  that  resistance  to  Treasury  seduc- 
tions had  been  very  far  from  an  universal 
rule  there.  His  hon.  Friend  had  very  truly 
stated  that  to  shorten  the  duration  of  Par- 
liaments would  not  alone  suffice,  but  that 
much  else  must  be  done  to  reform  the  re- 
presentatives within  the  House,  and  the 
constituencies  without.  The  extraordinary 
thing  was,  that  his  hon.  Friend,  entertain- 
ing this  opinion,  and  being  favourable  to  the 
ballot  and  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
had  not  supported  him  when,  some  weeks 
ago,  he  proposed  to  the  House  the  adop« 
tion  of  these  reforms.  It  had  happened 
very  unfortunately  for  the  progress  of  re- 
form, that  Gentlemen  in  that  House  seemed 
so  little  disposed  to  come  to  an  understand- 
ing in  relation  to  the  various  reforms  they 
desired  to  introduce :  one  set  of  men  wer& 
favourable  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
but  would  not  listen  to  the  ballot;  others 
approved  of  the  ballot,  but  saw  no  necessitj 
for  extending  the  suffrage  ;  some  would 
not  reduce  the  duration  of  Parliaments  to 
three  years,  but  were  willing  to  say  four 
years  instead  of  seven,  the  great  object  m 
most  of  these  cases  being  to  avoid  coming 
to  the  real  question.  The  real  question 
was  whether  the  representation  in  its  pre^ 
sent  state  was  in  a  condition  satisfactory 
to' the  country.  He  himself  entertained 
what  were  called  extreme  views  on  this 
subject,  probably  because  an  experience  of 
thirty-five  years  in  that  House  had  shown 
him  that  half-measures  would  not  answer; 
but  when  a  definite  measure,  like  the  pre- 
sent, making  clear  progress  in  the  right 
direction,  was  proposed,  he  most  gladly  ac- 
cepted it.  This  proposition  would  be  a  test 
of  the  sincerity  of  the  reformers  in  that 
House ;  if  they  would  not,  for  one  reason 
or  another,  adopt  such  a  cumulative  mea- 
sure as  that  he  had  proposed 'the  other 
day,  let  them  at  least  take  this  disUnot 
proposition.  He  would  make  an  earnest 
appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Minislmt;  thej 
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liftd  ofer  and  oyer  again,  not  only  when  in 
opposition,  but  m  office,  declared  them- 
■elTefl  the  advooates  of  progressive  reform 
of  Parliament,  and  more  especially  so  the 
Bobla  Lord  the  occasion  of  whose  absence 
ht  much  regretted ;  but  as  to  practical 
measures,  they  were  standing  still — neither 
introducing  anj  such  measures  themselves, 
nor  aecepting  the  proposals  of  others.  He, 
for  one,  mast  be  distinctly  understood  as 
declaring  that  he  could  not  continue  to 
support  a  Government  which  thus  refused 
to  effect  all  kinds  of  reform — a  Govern- 
ment which  would  not  advance  one  step 
towards  those  great  objects  which  so  main 
a  proportion  of  their  supporters  demanded.* 
Any  other  Government  would  be  prefer- 1 
able  to  such  a  set  of  men,  even  the  most  | 
Tory  that  could  be  got  together — for  then 
there  would  be  a  good  chance  of  a  large, 
united  opposition,  exacting  those  sound  re- 
form measures  which  the  country  required 
-—whereas,  cut  up  into  all  sorts  of  sections, 
as  the  House  now  was,  the  friends  of  re- 
fonn  were  actually  supporting  a  no-reform 
Ooremment.  This  was  the  conviction  to 
which  facts  had  forced  him,  that  until  the 
friends  of  reform  had  seceded  from  the 
present  Government,  and  took  up  a  position 
of  their  own,  and  voted  wholly  as  they 
thought  fit,  no  distinct  movement  in  the 
right  durection  would  be  made.  The  noble 
Mrd  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
admitted  on  a  recent  occasion  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  suffrage  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  working  classes.  If  such 
was  the  noble  Lord's  real  opinion,  why  did 
lie  not  act  upon  it  ?  There  were  millions  of 
aien  in  this  country  upon  whom  the  strength 
and  prosperity  of  the  State  depended,  but 
who  were  contumeliously  excluded  from 
any  share  in  the  representation,  who  were 
practically  put  beyond  the  pale  of  the  con- 
stitotion.  This  oppression  ho  warned  the 
Oeremment  might  be  acted  upon  too  long. 
He  recollected  the  day  when  Mr.  Huskis- 
son,  on  the  Motion  to  give  the  franchise  to 
Birmingham,  stood  up  in  his  place,  and 
said,  that  he  had  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  arguments  so  convincing  for  the 
enfranchisement  of  that  town,  that  he 
would  rather  retire  from  the  Cabinet  than 
not  sup]K)rt  the  Motion.  The  Cabinet  was 
pertinactons  in  rejecting  the  Motion ;  Mr. 
Huskisson  was  as  firm  in  his  resolution  to 
adopt  it ;  he  spoke  and  voted  for  it,  and 
the  next  day  he  quitted  the  Cabinet.  What 
Idlowed  ?  Why,  that  in  a  very  short  time 
relbrms  took  place  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
of  the  most  wholesale  nature,  re- 


forms much  beyond  anything  that  reform- 
ers  had  previously  contemplated.  So  it 
was  with  the  com  laws.  He  was  one  of 
the  minority  who  voted  for  a  duty  of  10».; 
a  duty  which  ought  to  have  satisfied  any 
man ;  the  House  was  not  satisfied  with  it, 
and  before  many  years  went  over,  the 
House  was  fain  to  be  satisfied  with  no  duty 
at  all.  These  were  examples  which  the 
Government  and  the  Gentlemen  of  that 
House  would  do  well  to  heed.  He,  for  one, 
so  utterly  hopeless  had  he  become  of  re- 
form at  the  hands  of  the  Government,  was 
ready  to  quit  that  portion  of  the  House, 
and,  going  to  the  other  side  of  the  gang- 
way, to  leave  the  Government  to  the  ten^ 
der  mercies  of  the  protectionists,  or  of  any 
other  party  they  might  get  hold  of.  It  was 
really  impossible  for  an  honest  man  much 
longer  to  go  on  with  a  Ministry,  which, 
having  while  in  opposition,  been  vehement 
for  reform  of  every  kind,  seemed  now  de- 
termined not  to  concede  reform  of  any  kind 
whatever,  general  or  particular.  Either 
the  present  Government  or  some  other, 
must  go  onward  in  the  direction  which  the 
general  sense  of  the  country  indicated;  he 
trusted  that  in  the  course  of  the  recess,  the 
pressure  of  the  people  would  be  such  as  to 
convince  the  Government  of  this  necessity, 
for  he  would  gladly  see  the  men  who  had 
effected  the  great  reform  of  1 833  carry  out 
that  measure  to  its  complete  fulfilment. 
Let  not  England,  once  the  pioneer  of  free- 
dom, be  seen  to  stand  still  while  all  the 
rest  of  the  world  was  advancing. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  when  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  told  the  Ministers 
that  they  would  certainly  themselves  if  out 
of  office  carry  another  reform  in  Parlia- 
ment, he  must  say  that  it  was  hardly  a 
civil  speech  for  him  to  make  to  his  brother 
Whigs.  Before  the  Reform  Bill  became 
law,  he  (Mr.  Driiramond)  had  been  a  sup- 
porter of  triennial  Parliaments,  but  he  wag 
now  going  to  take  an  opposite  line.  He 
had  voted  for  triennial  Parliaments  last 
year,  but  he  should  not  do  so  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  seeing  the  condition  to  which 
the  House  had  been  brought  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Reform  Act,  and  he  apprehend- 
ed, in  the  present  state  of  the  representa- 
tion, if  they  were  to  have  triennial  Parlia- 
ments, that  the  public  business  could  not 
be  transacted  at  all.  He  altogether  object- 
ed to  diminishing  the  duration  of  Parlia- 
ments, and  expressed  his  belief  that  it 
would  be  better  to  have  annual  Parliaments 
at  once.  He  could  not  help  noticing  the 
earnest  and  emphatic  manner  in  which  the 
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Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  called  on  to 
bring  forward  a  Government  measure  of 
reform,  and  were  threatened  with  the  loss 
of  support  if  they  did  not  do  so,  and  in 
effect  told  that  they  ought  to  resign.  It 
was,  further,  not  a  little  remarkable  that 
the  earnestness  with  which  certain  hon. 
Members  sought  to  drive  Ministers  from 
power,  was  in  the  inverse  ratio  to  their  own 
capacity  to  govern.  The  rarest  gift  of 
Heaven  was  the  talent  to  rule;  and  he 
very  much  questioned  if  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  carry  on  the  Government  of  this 
country  if  the  change  now  proposed  were 
brought  into  actual  operation.  He  should 
not,  however,  dwell  upon  this  point  any 
longer,  neither  should  he  go  into  the  whole 
question  as  to  the  necessity  of  enlarging 
the  franchise,  but  even  then  he  must  say 
to  the  House  respice  finem.  They  had 
been  told  that  France  presented  the  beau 
ideal  of  representative  government,  yet  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  surprise  that 
all  the  advocates  of  the  five  points  of  the 
Charter  were  those  who  described  the  per- 
sons who  had  tried  to  effect  the  counter- 
revolution in  France  as  suffering  martyrs, 
with  whom  the  public  ought  to  avow  sym- 
pathy. He  hoped  that  the  public  never 
would  sympathise  with  those  who  had  la- 
boured to  disturb  the  public  peace  all  over 
Europe,  and  who  had  made  no  secret  of 
doing  so.  He  would  ask,  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  see  evidence  of  those  statements 
in  the  organs  of  that  party  ?  [Mr.  Hume  : 
No,  no  !]  He  wondered  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ever  read  the  Northern  Star.  If  he 
did  read  that  journal,  he  would  find  such 
sentiments  expressed  there.  Ho  did  not 
believe  it  would  be  possible  to  preserve  in 
this  country  a  House  of  Lords  and  an  he- 
reditary Sovereign  if  they  gave  that  which 
some  hon.  Members  in  their  secret  souls 
wished  to  give,  namely,  the  whole  power 
of  the  Government  to  that  House  alone. 

Mr.  HUME  rose  to  deny  altogether 
such  an  inference,  and  he  challenged  the 
hon.  Member  for  Surrey  to  point  out  a 
single  line  which  he  had  uttered  in  approval 
of  such  doctrines. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  stated  the  other  day  in  his  debate 
[**  Order,  order !  '*] — well,  the  hon.  Member 
on  a  certain  occasion  had  used  this  expres- 
sion, that  all  the  world  was  in  advance 
of  ourselves;  that  we  were  formerly  in  ad- 
vance of  all  the  nations  of  Europe  in  re- 
presentative institutions,  but  that  now  we 
were  on  the  lowest  step  of  the  ladder,  while 
France  was  on  the  highest. 


Mr.  bright  said,  that  the  last  man 
to  whom  the  term,  *•  pulling  at  the  Trea- 
sury bench,"  could  apply,  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochester,  who  had  got  into 
BO  needless  an  excitement  about  the  matter. 
His  right  hon.  Colleague,  however,  was 
perfectly  justified  in  the  suggestion  that 
the  Treasury  exercised  a  very  important 
influence  upon  the  House,  in  one  way  or 
another;  not  in  direct  bribery,  he  would 
admit,  but  in  the  distribution  of  favours 
and  of  honours  which  answered  the  pur- 
pose. It  was  not  at  all  likely  that  the 
Treasury  exercised  the  patronage  of  an 
expenditure  of  60  millions  per  annum  be- 
dsides honorary  distinctions,  which,  in  the 
eyes  of  some  were  worth  as  much  more, 
and  of  so  large  an  amount  of  Church  bene- 
fices of  various  kinds  and  degrees,  without 
influencing  a  body  whom  it  was  so  useful 
to  a  Government  to  influence  as  the  House 
of  Commons;  and  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  that  this  influ- 
ence was  exercised.  It  were  equally  futile 
to  say  that  a  Parliament  of  seven  years 
gave  no  more  occasion  and  opportunity  for 
the  exercise  of  this  influence  than  a  Par- 
liament of  shorter  duration.  In  the  year 
1720,  Swift,  writing  to  Pope,  laid  down 
the  principle  that  Parliament  ought  to  imi- 
tate the  wisdom  of  that  gothic  idea  which 
made  Parliaments  annual.  His  right  hon. 
Colleague  had  alluded  to  pledges;  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  to  give  what  was 
generally  understood  by  pledges,  was  not 
wholly  to  be  approved;  but  what  he  him- 
self understood  by  hustings  pledges  was 
simply  that  the  candidate  therein  express- 
ed his  conviction  of  the  justice  of  particular 
principles,  and  his  intentions  to  act  up  to 
them.  If  Parliament  sat  for  seven  years, 
it  was  additionally  necessary  for  the  con- 
stituencies to  take  this  sort  of  inventory 
of  their  representatives'  principles.  But 
it  was  desirable  and  proper  that  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  should  not  be 
shackled  by  what  were  generally  called 
pledges.  One  thing  was  certain,  that 
pledges  did  not  answer  the  design  of  those 
who  exacted  them;  there  had  been  notable 
examples  within  the  last  few  years  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  turning  round  and  voting 
in  the  very  teeth  of  the  principles  they  had 
started  with.  The  security  against  such 
conduct  as  this  was  that  Members  should 
have  to  appear  more  frequently  before  their 
constituents.  As  it  was,  the  system  of  in- 
fluence in  operation  in  that  House  had 
rendered  it  an  appanage,  a  tool,  to  a  large 
extent,  of  the  influence  predominant  in  the 


185 


Dwraitumof 


{July  11 J 


ParliavMnU  Bitt. 


186 


oAer  cbamber.  He  earnestly  entreated 
die  House  to  take  steps  to  remove  this 
erjing  eyil;  for  he  could  warn  the  House 
that,  unless  the  remedy  were  speedily  ap- 
plied, the  feeling  which  was  growing  up 
in  the  country  against  the  misgovemment 
of  that  House,  would,  in  the  excitement  of 
its  inevitahle  triumph,  not  only  destroy  the 
ahoses  which  had  created  it,  hut  might 
prore  dangerous  to  the  long-existing  insti- 
tutions of  the  country. 

Mb.  H.  WILLYAMS  said,  if  the  Bill 
was  not  encumhered  with  the  clause  rela- 
tive to  the  time  of  three  years,  he  would 
support  it.  He  considered  that  the  ques- 
tion of  time  should  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. He  would  not  then  go  into  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  shortening  the  du- 
ration of  Parliaments,  which  he  believed 
would  be  advantageous  and  necessary.  He 
did  not  approve  of  the  Septennial  Act, 
which  threw  an  irresponsible  power  into 
the  hands  of  representatives  for  a  long  pe- 
riod. He  thought,  also,  that  so  far  from 
frequent  recourse  to  elections  increasing 
bribery,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  putting 
a  check  upon  it. 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  was  surprised  at 
the  silence  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
tiiis  question.  During  his  Parliamentary 
experience,  which  extended  over  a  period 
of  upwards  of  twelve  years,  the  leaders  of 
the  Opposition  benches  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  taking  part  in  the  discussion  on 
all  important  subjects  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House;  but  they  now  seemed 
to  avoid  this  question.  He  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
whose  opinions,  from  his  great  eloquence, 
and  from  his  position  as  a  great  political 
leader,  were  entitled  to  serious  attention 
on  this  as  well  as  on  other  subjects,  had 
just  quitted  his  place.  The  opinion  which 
he  (Mr.  Berkeley)  had  formed  as  to  the 
advantages  of  triennial  Parliaments,  had 
been  very  much  strengthened  by  some  ar- 
guments urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  on  this  question  on  a 
former  occasion.  He  was  not  aware  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the  habit 
of  eating  his  words — a  vice  prevalent  in 
that  House — but  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  abandoned  his  opinion  as 
to  "  the  ffood  old  fashion  of  triennial  Par- 
liaments. '  He  had  come  across  an  ad- 
dress which  the  hon.  Member  had  formerly 
put  forth  to  the  electors  of  Chipping  Wy- 
eombe,  in  the  course  of  which  he  laid  the 
tar  brush  very  unsparingly  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  as  he  was  in  the  habit 


of  doing  at  present — at  least  so  far  he  was 
consistent — and  he  complained  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  at  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  had  cheated  the  people  out  of 
their  good  old-fashioned  triennial  Parlia- 
ments. This  was  of  much  importance, 
coming  from  the  source  which  it  did.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  changed  his  opin- 
ions on  the  subject,  he  should  give  some 
good  and  valid  reasons  for  having  done  so 
to  the  House,  to  his  constituents,  and  to 
the  country.  Tlie  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire had  stated  in  the  same  power- 
ful address  that  he  considered  the  ballot 
absolutely  necessary  to  check  the  unprin- 
cipled practices  everywhere  now  resorted 
to  at  general  elections,  and  added  that  he 
was  aware  that  a  system  of  terrorism  ex- 
isted at  Chipping  Wycombe.  Now  he 
(Mr.  Berkeley)  would  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman's  opinions  on  the 
ballot  had  undergone  any  change  ?  How- 
ever this  might  be,  if  the  hon.  Member's 
opinion  was  changed,  he  could  not  change 
the  fact  to  which  he  had  testified;  and,  al- 
though he  might  deny  the  remedy,  yet, 
on  a  future  occasion  when  he  (Mr.  Berke- 
ley) should  bring  forward  the  question  of 
the  ballot,  he  had  a  right  to  quote  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  as  a 
witness  of  the  evils  which  rendered  its 
adoption  necessary.  He  should  vote  for 
the  Bill  for  triennial  Parliaments,  as  a  part 
of  a  system  of  Parliamentary  reform, 
which  ought  to  be  adopted  by  that  House. 
Speak  who  might,  he  trusted  they  would 
have  such  a  division  as  would  show 
the  constituencies  of  the  country  that 
it  was  regarded  by  some  in  that  House 
in  the  light  which  its  importance  de- 
manded. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  impugned 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  for  treat- 
ing a  question  of  this  nature  in  the  con- 
temptuous manner  they  had  done.  Some 
day,  however,  the  people  would  show  their 
sense  of  this  conduct,  and  ho  would  tell 
them  it  was  not  safe  to  persevere  in  disre- 
garding the  wishes  of  the  people.  He 
would  be  glad  to  accept  any  modification 
of  the  system  now  in  existence  as  an  in- 
iustalment.  Ho  thought  that  if  this  mea- 
sure was  carried,  it  would  make  them  bet- 
ter Members  of  Parliament.  Sooner  or 
later  the  voice  of  the  people  would  be 
heard,  and  then  they  would  find  out  the 
very  great  mistake  they  had  committed, 
and  that  it  was  not  safe  long  to  disregard 
the  loudly-expressed  wishes  of  the  people. 
He  knew  that  occasionally  they  awoke  a 
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little  from  their  apathy,  and  promised  some 
concessions  to  the  people;  but  still  all  that 
could  be  got  out  of  them  was  a  alight 
glimmer  of  their  future  intentions.  There 
must,  however,  be  something  more  than 
shadows.  The  working  classes  of  the 
country  must  have  the  pledge  of  a  mea- 
sure, and  they  would  never  be  satisfied  un- 
til Government  came  forward  with  a  Bill 
for  improving  the  representation  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Truro  had 
fallen  into  a  mistake  in  supposing  that 
this  Bill  enunciated  the  principle  that  the 
duration  of  Parliament  ought  not  to  ex- 
ceed three  years.  It  only  declared  the 
?rinciple  that  at  present  the  duration  of 
Parliament  was  far  too  long  a  period;  but, 
for  his  part,  although  he  admitted  that  the 
reduction  of  years  would  be  an  improve- 
ment in  the  system,  he  was  decidedly  in 
favour  of  triennial  Parliaments;  and  if  the 
House  wished  to  make  the  representation 
of  the  people  full,  free,  and  effective,  they 
must  reduce  the  duration  of  Parliament  to 
that  extent.  Of  course  such  a  measure 
ought  to  be  accompanied  by  other  reforms, 
such  as  the  ballot,  and  an  extension  of  the 
suffrage;  and,  in  supporting  this  Bill,  he 
was  quite  ready  to  give  the  people  all  the 
rights  which  they  had  so  justly  demanded 
of  Parliament. 

Colonel  SALWEY  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  in  his  place  in  that  House,  that 
the  contrast  between  the  professions  of  the 
present  Government  out  of  office,  and  its 
progress  in  office,  was  painful  in  the  ex- 
treme. In  the  most  open  and  avowed 
manner  they  this  year  disavowed  the  prin- 
ciples which  they  professed  the  last,  and 
they  scrupled  not  to  abandon  the  political 
principles  upon  which  they  had  been  placed 
in  power.  Much  as  he  disliked  toryism, 
he  also  detested  that  spurious  kind  of 
whiggery  which  was  open  and  free  when 
in  opposition,  but  when  in  power  was  care- 
less and  wasteful  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  took  no  part  in  carrying  out 
the  wishes  of  the  people.  Such  was  his 
opinion  of  the  present  Government,  and  he 
thought  no  honest  Liberal  ought  to  sit  on 
tlint  side  of  the  House.  If  he  was  asked 
why  he  did  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  a  few 
nights  ago,  he  would  answer — that  hon. 
Member  had  attacked  free  trade,  a  mea- 
sure in  which  he  fully  concurred,  and  to 
which  he  had  given  his  consent.  But  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment, he  would  have  voted  with  the  hon. 
Member.     With  regard  to  the  Septennial 


Bill,  he  would  observe  that  he  considered 
it  the  most  daring  act  of  usurpation  which 
had  ever  taken  place;  it  was  at  the  root  of 
all  bribery  and  corruption,  and  had  been 
the  means  of  increasing  the  national  debt; 
and,  finally,  it  gave  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  six  years  for  sinning,  and  only  one 
for  repentance.  With  these  views,  he 
would  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  KERSHAW  expressed  his  convic- 
tion that  the  opinions  of  the  people  were 
growing  stronger  and  stronger  in  favour  of 
the  general  principles  of  reform,  and  that 
the  House  could  not  much  longer  refuse  to 
accede  to  their  reasonable  demands.  He 
represented  a  constituency  consisting,  in 
round  numbers,  of  60,000  people,  of  whom 
only  1,300  were  upon  the  registry;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  an  electoral  prin- 
ciple, of  which  that  fact  was  an  example, 
could  be  called  justice  and  honesty  to  the 
people  of  England  at  large?  Some  ten 
years  ago,  he  believed  that  the  country 
was  disposed  to  place  confidence  in  those 
who  now  formed  the  Government;  but  now 
many  of  those  who  had  been  willing  to 
support  them  would  not  cross  the  floor  to 
serve  them,  believing  that  they  had  desert- 
ed their  principles,  and  were  one  thing  at 
one  time  and  another  at  another.  There 
had  been  a  period  when  he  thought  that 
the  Government  had  made  some  sacrifices 
for  the  principles  they  professed,  and  he 
was  never  more  surprised  than  when,  upon 
becoming  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
found  he  could  not  rely  upon  them  for  the 
honest  support  of  any  one  principle  they 
had  ever  professed.  He  advised  the  House 
to  assent  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and 
to  leave  the  consideration  of  details  to  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  appealed  to  the  dig- 
nity and  justice  of  the  House,  as  an  ad- 
herent of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  to  be  permitted,  as 
he  best  could,  to  defend  him  in  his  ab- 
sence from  the  series  of  violent  attacks 
which,  for  some  time,  had  been  delivered 
against  his  character  and  policy.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  the  Member  for 
Ludlow,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone,  and  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, had  shown  very  little  generosity 
and  delicacy  in  the  moment  they  selected 
for  a  declaration  of  their  long  accumulated 
wrath,  and  slowly  ripening  hostihty.  •  Had 
the  noble  Lord  been  present,  he  would 
certainly  have  hailed  the  opportunriy  of 
meeting  these  aggressive  man^estoes  with 
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the  chivalry  .ftad  firmneM  which  on  such 
ecCTMons  he  displayed.  He  was  abRcnt 
from  domesUe  cirenmstances  with  which  all 
Ae  Home  would  lympathise ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Campbell)  would  not  Bhrink  from  the  peril 
ofaddreaaing  an  impatient  House,  to  defend 
Urn,  vnder  such  circumstances,  from  re- 
proaches aa  unfounded  as  they  were  ill- 
timed,- precnmptuous,  and  irrelevant.  He 
(Mr.  GampbeU)  denied,  in  the  most  uncom- 
promiaing  terms,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Colonel,  that  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  bead  of  the  Government  had  at  any 
time,  in  offioe  or  out  of  office,  intimated 
any  diipoaition  to  encourage,  or  given  any 
promise  to  espouse,  the  democratic  prin- 
ciples against  which,  as  Prime  Minister, 
be  bad  so  powerfully  reasoned  and  so  raan- 
fidly  protested.  He  defied  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  to  point  to  a  speech,  a 
fetter,  or  a  treatise,  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  led  the  public  to  imagine  that 
bia  return  to  power  would  accelerate  the 
repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act,  or  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Charter.  These,  however, 
were  the  undisguised  objects  of  the  party, 
who  never  missed  an  opportunity,  and  sel- 
dom found  one  so  secure  or  so  convenient 
as  the  present,  .of  pouring  out  their  bitter- 
ness upon  the  noble  Lord,  because  he  felt 
some  regard  for  the  opinions  on  the  British  I 
constitution  which  all  his  life  he  had  pro-  j 
fessed,  and  for  the  great  edifice  of  govern- 1 
ment,  which,  in  accordance  with  those  \ 
opinions,  in  1832,  he  had  consummated. 
The  Member  for  Montrose,  departing  from 
the  subject  of  debate,  had  that  day  en- 
deavoured to  fix  a  charge  of  weakness,  in- 
consistency, and  bad  faith  upon  the  noble 
Lord,  because  he  had  conceded  as  an  ab- 
stract principle,  that  civil  power  was  a  ^ 
means  of  educating  tiic  understandings  and 
affections  of  the  lower  orders,  and  because  j 
be  had  not  introduced  a  measure  to  extend  ' 
the  franchise.  What  could  be  clearer  to  an  | 
ordinary  comprehension  than  the  position 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  this  class  of  topics  ? 
l^ight  after  night  he  had  exprefsed  to 
them,  in  his  capacity  as  Prime  Minister, 
political  inquirer,  and  writer  on  the  British 
constitution,  that  universal  suffrage  was  a 
system  to  which  he  was  emphatically  hos- 
tile, inasmuch  as  it  was  calculated  to  ruin 
any  country  which  adopted  it,  and  more 
particularly  that  in  which  we  had  the  hap- 
piness to  live.  All  the  propositions  for 
extending  the  suffrage  which  had  yet  been 
advanced,  had  a  clear  and  demonstrable, 
and  a  very  feebly  disguised,  tendency  to 
a  catastrophe  in  which  the  noble  Lord  dis- 


cerned the  death  of  our  liberties,  our  glonr, 
and  our  civilisation.  It  remained  to  he 
considered  by  what  delicate  arrangements, 
what  ingenious  combinations,  it  was  possi- 
ble to  ffive  a  working  man  a  participation 
in  elective  functions,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  keep  at  as  great  a  distance  as  it  was  at 
present,  the  fatal  domination  of  numbers 
over  mind,  and  of  force  over  virtue  and 
intelligence.  Had  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, whose  mind,  as  he  assured  them, 
had  now  been  steadily  employed  for  five- 
and-thirty  years  upon  organic  questions, 
resolved  this  problem  ?  Was  it  reasonable 
to  expect  that  the  noble  Lord,  who  had 
Irish  difficulties  to  consider,  the  affairs  of 
Europe  to  revolve,  the  state  of  our  finances 
to  investigate,  the  future  of  our  colonies 
to  settle,  who  declined  no  burden,  and 
avoided  no  path  of  statesmanship,  should 
withdraw  his  mind  from  the  hourly  calls 
which  passed  around  him,  for  the  purpose 
of  effecting  a  refined  and  complicated 
system,  the  very  theory  of  which  was, 
as  j^t,  imperfectly  elucidated — a  system 
whicn  would  do  very  little,  even  if  it  was 
effected,  to  satisfy  the  moral  wants  or 
elevate  the  plivsical  condition  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  He  (Mr.  Campbell)  adverted 
to  the  lucid  way  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  had  demonstrated 
that  if  the  Septennial  Act  were  repealed, 
as  it  was  now  proposed  to  repeal  it,  the 
system  of  triennial  Parliaments  would  by 
law  come  into  immediate  operation,  and 
therefore  that  tho  question  to  be  decided 
on  to-day  was,  whether  at  the  end  of 
three  years  Parliaments  should  uniformly 
terminate.  On  the  23rd  of  May,  the 
noble  Lord,  with  great  ability  and  clear- 
ness, pointed  out  the  inexpediency  of  such 
an  alteration;  and  by  the  arguments  the 
noble  Lord  delivered,  he  (Mr.  Campbell) 
was  ready  to  abide,  and  thought  the  House 
of  Commons  would  be  satisfied.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  an  eulogy  on 
the  patriotism  of  the  House,  and  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  inconsistency  and  weakness  of 
the  democratic  party. 

Mr.  TENNYSON  D'EYNCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  question  now  before 
the  House  was  not  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Campbell)  supposed,  whether  the  du- 
ration of  Parliaments  should  bo  three 
years,  but  whether  it  should  or  should 
not  be  less  than  seven  years.  The  sim- 
ple repeal  of  the  Septennial  Act  would 
restore  triennial  Parliaments ;  but  the 
form  of  the  Bill  before  the  House  would 
leave  the  specific  tcim  of  duration  open 
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for  future  decision  in  Committee.  He 
concurred  in  much  that  had  heen  alleged 
regarding  the  extreme  disappointment 
which  prevailed  in  the  country,  caused  hy 
the  course  taken  hy  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  had  hoped  hotter  things  of 
them.  When  it  was  rememhered  that  the 
Reform  Bill  passed  seventeen  or  eighteen 
years  ago;  that  his  nohle  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  more  than  once 
stated  his  conviction  that  the  suffrage 
ought  to  he  extended  more  largely  among 
the  working  classes  of  the  country — that 
the  same  nohle  Lord,  on  a  former  occasion, 
in  1837,  and  recently,  on  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  had  expressed  the  opinion  that 
five  years  would  he  a  proper  period  of  du- 
ration for  Parliaments — it  was  astonishing 
to  see  him  and  his  Government  sitting 
with  their  arms  folded,  and  saying  that 
they  had  no  measure  of  reform,  or  any  no- 
tion of  the  necessity  of  any  such  measure. 
The  argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary,  as  to  the  duration  of 
Parliament  having  heen  practically  i^^ort, 
inasmuch  as  there  had  heen  six  Parlia- 
ments which  had  determined  at  periods  of 
two  or  three  years  in  each  case,  had  no 
weight  in  favour  of  the  system  of  septen- 
nial Parliaments,  hut,  on  the  contrary, 
told  against  it.  The  charge  against  sep- 
tennial Parliaments  was,  that  Memhers  en- 
tered that  House  with  a  long  term  of  im- 
punity hefore  them :  that  they  were  soon 
seduced  from  a  sense  of  responsibility  by 
the  blandishments  of  a  Government,  or 
the  temptation  of  advantage  for  themselves 
or  their  families;  and  that  it  was  only  to- 
wards the  close  of  a  Parliament  that  they 
manifested  independence  and  diligence;  so 
that  by  any  unexpected  termination  of  the 
septennial  period,  all  the  evils  were  in- 
curred, while  the  country  lost  the  compen- 
sation, such  as  it  was,  which  the  full  term 
might  have  brought  with  it.  He  thought 
that  when  moderate  propositions  of  this 
kind  were  made — propositions  sanctioned 
by  the  usages  of  Parliament,  and  not 
alien  to  the  constitution  of  the  country 
— the  Government  should,  at  least,  ab- 
stain from  treating  them  in  the  flippant 
manner  which  had  been  displayed  hy  his 
right  hon.  Friend;  for  such  a  discourage- 
ment of  fair  and  practical  measures  tended 
to  lead  the  minds  of  the  people  astray 
after  strange  and  wild  fancies. 

Question  put,  •*  That  the  word  *  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  57;  Noes 
132:  Migori^75. 
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Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Alcock,  T. 
Ai*m8trong,  R.  B. 
Berkeley-,  hon.  II.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cliflford.  H.  M. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Erans,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fordvce,  A.  D. 
Fox,  W.J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 


King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Locke,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
Meagher,  T. 
Morris,  D. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholeaeld,  W. 
Scully,  F. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  H. 

TKLLSRS. 

D'Eyncourt,  C,  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 


List  oftlie  Noes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Baldock,  £.  H. 
Bankes,  G. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Bromley,  R. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Campbell,hon.  W.  F. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Coke,  hon.  E.  K, 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Elliott,  hon.  J.  E. 
£mlyn,Vi8ot. 
Fellowes,  E. 


Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Floyer,  J. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Uervey,  Lord  A. 
Ilildyard,  R.  C. 
Hill.  Lord  E. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Jenris,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knox,  Col. 

Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
LMoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
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Rich,  H. 
llomilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  hon.  £.  S. 
Russell.  F.  C.  H. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeou,  J. 

Somervillc,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Thornhiil.  G. 
Tollcniachc,  lion.  F.  J. 
Vane,  Lord  II. 
A^illiors,  Visct. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Watkina,  Col.  L. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  II. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wodehoiise,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wynn,rt.hon.C.W.W. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TKI.LKnS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Uiil,LordM. 


.SirO. 
LBWU.G.C. 

Lvwubun,  Visct. 
Lhtieton,  hon.  E.  R. 
LmOthim,  Gen. 
Bfaekinnoii,  W.  A. 
Mumen,  Lord  C.  S. 
Jiartm,  G.  W. 
MutemuuiyJ. 
MMile,rt.hon.  F. 
Milei,W. 

Ifottyn,  hoD.  E.  M.  L. 
MiilUiig8.J.R. 
Mnndj.W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Noel,  hoD.  G.J. 
O'BrieD,  Sir  L. 
Ogle,S.C.  n. 
fSget,  Lord  C. 
Fakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
FUten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,F. 
Plamptre,  J.  P. 
Powlett^LordW. 
Prime,  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 

Words  added :  Main  Question,  as  amend- 
ed, put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  montlis. 

SMOKE  PROHIBITION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  opposed  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  would  seriously 
interfere  with  the  manufactures  of  this 
country.  His  ohjection  to  the  measure 
was  this,  that  the  science  of  comhustion 
was  not  in  that  state  that  they  could  lcp;is- 
late  in  the  helief  tliat  in  those  manufac- 
tories, the  suhject  now  of  complaint,  they 
Gonld  dispose  of  their  own  smoke.  The 
mere  statement  of  the  facts  connected  with 
the  case  was  sufficient  to  show  that  they 
were  utterly  miahle  to  do  so.  His  lion. 
Priend  the  Memhcr  for  Lymington  said, 
only  keep  up  a  steady  fire,  and  all  that 
was  consumahle  would  he  consumed;  hut 
he  (Mr.  Roehuck)  knew  otherwise.  He 
knew,  that  in  the  iron  and  steel  manu- 
factories of  Sheffield,  such  was  the  pro- 
cess, requiring  different  degi'ees  of  heat, 
now  low,  and  again  suddenly  increased, 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  them  to 
keep  up  a  steady  fire,  or  to  avoid  raising 
a  considerable  amount  of  smoke.  By  the 
8th  Clause  of  tlie  Bill,    however,  it  was 

Kided  that   in   case  of  opaquo  smoke 
g  Been  issuing  from  any  chimney  for 
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a  longer  time  than  was  required  for  kind- 
ling a  fire,  any  one  might  complain  and 
compel  the  owner  of  the  chimney  to 
show  that  he  was.  not  guilty  of  a  nui- 
sance under  the  Bill.  What,  then,  was 
opaque  smoke?  What  would  the  hon. 
Member  do  with  Sheffield  ?  He  might 
say,  take  it  out  of  the  Bill,  but  there  were 
other  towns  similarly  placed;  and  with  re- 
gard to  Sheffield,  the  Bill  was  quite  in- 
compatible with  the  business  of  that  town 
being  carried  on.  Their  profits  now  were 
chiefly  made  up  of  small  items  economically 
saved,  but  which  a  steady  fire,  regularly 
worked  throughout  the  process  under  the 
compulsion  of  this  Bill,  would  entirely  eat 
up,  so  that  the  manufacturers  must  either 
break  through  the  law,  or  give  up  their 
business.  What  he  said  was,  that  he  was 
against  any  attempt  at  legislating  upon 
this  subject  in  the  present  state  of  the 
science  of  combustion.  He  should  there- 
fore move  that  the  Bill  bo  committed  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  •*  That*'  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,"  in- 
stead thereof. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  said,  the 
manufactory  with  which  he  was  connected 
must  be  entirely  shut  up  in  case  the  Bill 
were  allowed  to  pass.  He  opposed  it  from 
no  desire  to  foil  its  object,  for  he  had  him- 
self expended  1,200/.  on  various  patents 
for  consuming  the  smoke;  but,  he  was  sorry 
to  add,  they  had  been  unsuccessful  in  ef- 
fecting the  pui*pose. 

Sir  G.  STRICKLAND  was  well  con- 
vinced that  the  smoke  of  manufactories  in 
crowded  towns  was  a  great  nuisance,  which 
the  manufacturers  themselves  were  desi- 
rous of  remedying,  but  had  hitherto  failed 
in  doing.  He  recommended,  however,  as 
experiments  were  making  for  the  pui*pose, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  withdraw  the 
Bill  for  the  present  Session,  and  bring  it 
in  next  year,  when  the  results  of  those  ex  • 
periments  might  be  in  a  more  satisfactory 
state. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  he  should  vote  for 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  if  his 
hon.  Friend  persevered.  The  object  was 
one  requiring  their  attention;  and  if  the 
Bill  was  not  perfect,  they  ought  to  go  into 
Committee  to  amend  it  as  far  as  possible. 
He  knew  that  society  was  impressed  with 
the  desire  of  having  this  great  and  growing 
nuisance  put  down.  Ho  heard  with  regret 
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that  the  manufacturers  of  this  country  were 
making  small  profits,  and  were  unable 
from  foreign  competition  to  bear  the  opera- 
tion of  such  a  Bill  as  that.  He  heard  it 
with  regret,  but  not  surprise;  and  he  an- 
swered, that  while  it  was  no  argument 
against  the  Bill,  it  was  conclusive  against 
those  who  differed  from  him  in  their  commer- 
cial policy.  The  time  was  come  when  they 
must  attend  to  the  health  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  Much  had  been  said  of  burial 
in  towns,  and  much  of  the  inconvenience 
arising  from  the  graveyard  immediately  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  House;  but  he  was  con- 
vinced that  much  of  that  inconvenience 
arose  from  the  manufactories  in  the  very 
neighbourhood  of  the  palace  they  were  in, 
from  which  a  nauseous  effluvium  had  been 
pumped  in  upon  them  since  the  debate  be- 
gan. He  appealed  to  Mr.  Speaker  whe- 
ther he  had  not  often  reason  to  complain  of 
that  nuisance,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  whether  they  ought  to  go  to  extra- 
vagant expense  for  the  purpose  of  having 
such  an  atmosphere  pumped  in  upon  them. 
The  evil  grew  every  year,  and  whether 
from  manufactories  near  the  House  or 
across  the  water,  he  could  show  from  the 
dead  or  dying  state  of  a  noble  avenue  of 
lime  trees  attached  to  Westminster  school, 
that  the  atmosphere  was  most  unhealthy. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  reiect  the 
Bill.    ^  ^ 

Mil.  FOSTER  hoped  the  House  would 
not  consent  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  Some  of  the  healthiest  trees  possible 
were  to  be  found  in  St.  Paul's  Churchyard 
— a  locality  one  would  suppose  extremely 
likely  to  be  visited  by  smoke.  The  mea- 
sure would  tend  to  drive  manufactures  out 
of  the  country.  Much  had  been  done  to- 
wards effecting  that  object  already.  There 
were  the  inspectors  of  factories,  with 
their  spies  and  informers,  and  there  was 
the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  one  of  the  most 
mischievous  measures  ever  passed  into  a 
law.  He  regarded  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  as  deeply  respon- 
sible for  that  measure,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  entirely  contrary  to  the  commercial 
principles  which  he  had  ever  professed. 
There  was  no  end  to  such  kind  of  legis- 
lation, and,  if  persevered  in,  there  might, 
in  time,  be  a  Bill  to  prevent  expectora- 
tion in  the  streets. 

Sir  C.  BURRELL  said,  as  some  had 

of      5  di      ulty  of  effecting  their 

be  M       1  mstance  in  Mr.  Cubitt's 

the  Qrosvenor    estate, 

|ll   full   action,    without 


emitting  any  smoke  whatever.  That  was 
an  instance  of  success  in  the  effort  to 
prevent  smoke. 

Mu.  BRIGHT  said,  that  there  were  two 
or  three  reasons  why  he  objected  to  this 
Bill.  In  the  first  place,  the  first  clause 
was  one  which  was  worded  in  a  manner 
which  would  prevent  the  Bill  being  of  any 
use  except  to  annoy  those  with  whom  it 
would  interfere;  and  he  asked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  to  express  his 
opinion  on  this  point.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  turn  his  attention 
to  the  last  three  lines  of  the  first  clause, 
he  would  find  the  word  **  opaque"  men- 
tioned, about  which  there  was  the  greatest 
difference  of  opinion.  He  Avas  not  sure 
whether  smoke  being  opaque  or  not  might 
not  depend  on  the  colour  of  the  sky  beyond 
it,  on  the  different  circumstances  of  tem- 
perature, and  on  the  different  positions  in 
which  it  was  seen  by  an  informer.  The 
clause  said,  •*  that  opaque  smoke  shall  not 
be  permitted  to  issue  from  any  chimney  of 
a  furnace  for  any  longer  period  of  time 
than  is  hondjlde  necessary  for  the  kindling 
of  the  fire  of  such  furnace."  With  regard 
to  the  greater  proportion  of  furnaces  to 
which  this  Bill  would  apply,  this  did  not 
meet  the  case;  the  smoke  was  not  caused 
by  any  process  of  kindling  the  fire;  because, 
in  the  manufacturing  districts,  fires  were 
not  allowed  to  go  out  except  once  in  two  or 
three  weeks,  Avhen  the  boiler  and  flues  were 
being  cleaned.  It  was  necessary,  even 
when  a  steam  engine  was  not  at  work,  and 
during  the  night,  that  there  should  be 
steam  in  the  boiler  to  heat  the  manufac- 
tory and  premises.  The  smoke  was  not 
made  when  the  fire  was  being  kindled; 
that  so  rarely  happened  that  it  was  not 
worth  thinking  of;  it  was  when  the  fire 
was  being  stirred  up;  when  fresh  coals 
were  being  placed  upon  it — and  there  were 
a  multitude  of  cases  in  which,  from  the 
overloading  of  steam  engines,  from  the 
defective  nature  of  the  draught,  and  from 
the  inadequacy  of  what  is  termed  boiler 
room  for  raising  a  sufficient  steam  easily, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  poke  up  the 
coals;  and  smoke  would  be  caused  under 
all  possible  circumstances.  He  defied  any 
two  men  to  come  to  any  settled  opinion  as 
to  what  time  was  necessary.  It  might  de- 
pend upon  the  shape  of  the  furnace  to  some 
extent,  the  height  of  the  chimney,  the 
strength  or  weakness  of  the  draught.  It 
might  depend,  also,  on  the  very  material 
which  they  were  burning,  and  with  which, 
in  cases  to  which  the  words  of  the  Bill 
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specially  referred,  they  were  attempting  to 
light  their  fire.  He  did  not  hesitate  to 
say,  so  far  as  the  clause  was  worded,  that 
if  he  had  the  strongest  opinion  in  favour  of 
a  Smoke  Bill,  it  was  impossible  this  clause 
could  have  the  slightest  effect,  except  to 
irritate  those  in  all  trades  who  would  be 
likely  to  be  brought  under  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  That  was  one  part  of  the  ques- 
tion decisive  against  the  Bill.  He  believed 
that  no  one  would  get  a  conviction  from  an 
honest  magistrate  if  this  Bill  Avere  to  pass. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lymington  had  in 
his  possession  a  curious  old  book,  which  he 
had  shown  to  him  (Mr.  Bright).  It  was 
written  by  Evelyn  in  the  time  of  Charles 
II.,  1661;  he  complained  of  the  smoke 
being  such  a  nuisance  in  London,  that  al- 
though he  came  to  Whitehall  to  refresh  his 
eye  by  the  presence  of  His  Majesty,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  do  so.  He  wrote 
about  glass-houses,  sugar- bakers,  and 
against  the  establishment  of  fire-engines 
at  London-bridge  and  York-buildings.  He 
said  that  the  health  of  London  was  very 
much  deteriorated,  and  that  it  required 
10,000  persons  from  the  country  every 
year  to  keep  up  its  population.  He  said 
further,  that  in  1644,  when  Newcastle  was 
besieged,  and  few  coals  were  brought  to 
London,  there  was  an  excellent  crop  of 
fruit  in  orchards  in  the  Barbican,  and  the 
Strand;  but  that  after  that  time,  such  was 
the  influence  of  smoke  in  the  city,  that  it 
would  puzzle  any  gardener  to  find  such 
fruit  there.  There  was  an  exaggerated 
report  that  at  that  time  a  gentleman 
felt  the  smoke  of  the  city  to  be  so  de- 
leterious to  him,  that  when  he  came  from 
Hampstcad  to  attend  the  Royal  Exchange, 
he  had  his  horse  saddled  at  the  door 
of  the  Exchange,  and  when  the  pres- 
sure upon  his  lungs  became  too  great 
he  mounted  and  rode  even  for  his  life, 
and  he  described  nothing  to  be  equal  to 
the  desperate  condition  of  London  except 
the  Grotto  del  Cane  or  some  other  subterra- 
neous habitation.  All  this  was  as  true  now 
as  it  was  then.  He  believed  that  extrava- 
gant statement  at  the  opening  of  the  Bill, 
as  to  its  being  expendient  to  take  measures 
to  prevent  the  injury  to  the  health  and 
comfort  of  the  people  which  was  occasioned 
by  the  smoke  issuing  from  certain  chim- 
neys and  furnaces,  was  a  gross  exaggera- 
tion. It  was  not  stated  that  the  health  of 
towns  was  any  the  worse  in  consequence  of 
the  existence  of  manufactories  and  the  pre- 
valence of  that  smoke  which  manufactories 
produced.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lyming- 


ton was  so  anxious  to  pass  this  Bill,  that 
he  was  not  very  particular  whether  he  in- 
cluded anybody  or  nobody.  He  excluded 
the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield;  and  he  (Mr.  Bright)  was  not 
sure  that  if  he  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  he  should  not  be  excluded  also. 
If  it  were  true  that  smoke  could  be  pre- 
vented at  a  moderate  expense,  and  that  it 
would  be  an  actual  saving  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  these  furnaces,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  such  was  the  competition  amongst  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country — such  the 
anxiety  to  save  money,  and  such  the 
anxiety  also  to  purify  the  atmosphere  and 
benefit  the  public,  that  these  projects,  if 
feasible,  would  have  spread  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  trade;  but  when  there  were 
fifty  different  methods  of  doing  this,  and 
not  one  of  these  had  been  found  applicable 
to  the  great  variety  of  furnaces  that  ex- 
isted, he  thought  it  might  be  fairly  taken 
that  hitherto  science  had  not  discovered  a 
mode  of  putting  an  end  to  the  smoke 
nuisance,  except  such  as  made  it  almost 
impossible  for  manufacturers  to  submit  to 
it;  and  he  could  give  several  cases  in 
which  the  Bill  would  be  unable  to  be 
worked,  because  it  was  impossible  for  the 
most  ingenious  magistrate,  or  the  greatest 
number  of  witnesses,  to  prove  who  was  the 
guilty  party.  He  was  acquainted  with  a  case 
which  would  set  this  Bill  at  defiance.  Ho 
knew  a  mill  in  which  there  was  no  chimney, 
but  the  smoke  passed  through  underground 
tunnels  into  another  chimney,  and  issued 
with  the  smoke  belonging  to  quite  a  dif- 
ferent firm.  How  would  it  be  possible  to 
say  who  was  responsible  for  this  smoke  ? 
He  knew  a  case  in  which  twelve  or  sixteen 
boilers  and  furnaces  connected  with  three 
different  mills,  were  brought  by  different 
flues  into  a  large  chimney.  If  a  person 
had  nothing  to  do  but  watch  the  concern, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  discover  who 
made  the  smoke,  and  who  was  responsible 
under  the  clauses  of  this  Bill.  He  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  leave  this  question 
to  those  ordinary  motives  which  had  pro- 
moted so  many  improvements  in  this  coun- 
try. If  he  Avould  leave  this  question  to 
the  good  feeling  of  the  manufacturers, 
who  would  not  willingly  put  the  public 
to  any  trouble  or  nuisance,  it  would  be 
found  that,  whenever  science  should  offer 
them  a  mode  by  which  it  could  be  done  at 
a  moderate  expense,  without  endangering 
the  durability  of  the  boilers,  the  manufac- 
turers would  adopt  such  plans  as  were  of- 
fered. There  were  persons  who  were  now 
H2 


199 


Smoke 


{COMMONS^ 


Prohibition  Bill. 


200 


endearouring  to  prove  that  certain  plans 
were  eiHcient,  and  as  soon  as  this  proof 
was  otfcred  the  plan  would  be  adopted, 
lie  did  not  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  going  to  say,  but  he  did  not 
think  that  he  was  in  a  position  to  compre- 
hend the  difficulties  of  this  question.  He 
thought  the  House  would  not  considt  its 
di|(nity  by  legislating  on  matters  of  this 
kind. 

Mil.  (U'lUTT,  having  been  referred  to 
in  thin  dubute,  thought  it  right  to  make  a 
Mh(»it  i*\|)lunation.  His  brother  had  the 
ohjfct  of  conMuming  mnoke  much  at  heart; 
b(»  had  liibouriHl  gtvutly  at  it,  and  certainly 
wilb  xunio  Muccej**,  but  at  a  very  great  ex- 
j»oiiH>.  Ivi^contlv  ho  had  suent  400i.  or 
M){)t.  upua  it.  lie  (Mr.  Cubitt)  also  had 
HiisHUi  i)Uj,>invM  in  hiti  works,  and  he  would 
^«iv<»  u  y;»out  dwkl  to  purify  the  atmosphere 
of  LoiuU'h:  for  that  wa:*  evrtaiuly  a  much 
imtii'  iht^Kutaut  object  than  economy;  but 
ho  ooulit  not  ^onfAumo  the  t^moke  which  his 
oi»^ini»a  |>ivducv<l.  The  subject,,  however, 
o(i(un>io4l  tho  attention  of  many  active 
miuiU;  Moioui^o  waM  making  rapid  strides, 
uuil  hi^  hoptul  the  dav  wan  not  far  distant 
whon  tho  ohjoct  would  be  a(,HH>mplisheil. 
Mo  should  bo  glad  to  (^Ht  iu  promotiug 
M(i(th  u  itiirpoMo;  but  under  the«ke  circum« 
ittuuoo.i  tho  proMout  utoa^ure  appeared  to 
hdii  luoioitino. 

Mu  l-AlU>U(aiKUK  Maid,  that  though 
thit  hoii.  uud  Uw^inoil  Uoutlomau  the  Mem- 
hoi  foi  Shi^tHeld  had  luvpOMOil  that  this 
hill  uhouhl  ho  poMtiHUKHl,  at  all  eveuts  to  a 
Intuio  Mvv»»«ion.  and  though  ho  waa  willing 
to  uduot  Ooa  any  opinion  of  hl«i  owu  on  a 


same  time  he  would  say,  that  if  he  thought 
that  by  attempting  to  do  this  they  would 
be  incurring  the  slightest  risk  of  diminish- 
ing employment,  it  would  be  an  act  of  in- 
sanity to  try  to  effect  anything  of  the  sort. 
But  from  this  report  of  these  competent 
and  impartial  persons  he  could  but  think 
that,  under  certain  guards  and  limitations, 
the  object  of  this  measure  was  not  unat- 
tainable, and  one  which  the  House  ought 
not  to  refuse  to  consider  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
read  a  passage  from  the  report  in  question, 
which  did  not  recommend  any  attempt  to 
meddle  with  open  furnaces,  but  suggested 
that  the  interference  to  be  attempted 
should  be  confined  to  closed  chimneys  con- 
nected with  boilers  that  worked  stationary 
engines,  exempting  potteries,  h-on  works, 
glass  works,  and  some  others.  He  con- 
sidered that  this  report  was  a  well-reasoned 
and  sensible  document,  and  a  much  safer 
guide  for  them  than  a  Committee  of  that 
House  could  be;  and  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  framed  mainly  on  that  report, 
and  confined  itself  to  the  furnaces  therein 
referred  to,  not  meddling  with  those  trades 
with  which  interference  would  be  mischiev- 
ous, he  must  say  that,  believing  the  time 
was  come  when,  without  undue  interference 
with  the  industry  of  the  country,  they 
might  do  something  to  abate  an  admitted 
nuisance,  he  could  not,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  proper,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  at  that  period  of 
the  Session,  to  ask  them  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, refuse,  for  his  own  part,  to  do  so. 

Mr.  THORNELY  said,  all  regulations 
for  the  consumption  of  smoke  ought  to  bo 


ooiiU^i  o(  ihii  Moioutitio  vUv«vnptlou  wa»  of  I  left  to  the  municipal  authorities  of  each 
\i  I  \  linh»  wol^jjht.  ho  had  wme  to  the  con-   locality.    The  hon.  Member  for  Lymington 
s»lo  it"»i.  if  tho  aou.  Momb\^v  for  ty  wiugtou  |  had,  upon  his  recommendation,  agreed  to 
*'    *     '  '    ^  *       .  xv..  -    -    » '  ^xoniDt  ironworks  from  the  operation  of 

the  Bdl;  and  it  appeared  he  had  also  con- 
sented  to   exempt  potteries.     These   ex- 


<»hoiil«l  thiuK  U  woith  whiU\  at  this  porioil 
id  Uo>  >ivw4io»^  to  go  into  rvaumittvH)  ou 
hiM  Ihll,  ol  voting  fia'  hl«  Motlvm  to  that 
silhtt  Vu\l  ho  ••hould  do  »o  on  tho  givund 
vtl  .^  io|»v>iV  oiommUiviix  ^^^^^  ^'^^^^^  a  Oom- 
oiiiloo  \'i  vh»^v  Uou'io,  but  (Wu\  a  commis- 
^(uu  iH«pv»iuVvHl  U^  \\\\[\\\\v  into  thi-^  subject 
«a  vh^  Iu  i^kuw  of  tho  nohlo  Karl  tho  Mom- 
hi  I  hu  I'.JKiiK,  whou  ou  tho  NVvkhU  and 
I'hu.i..  vuiuunuj^  of  Hir  Uonrv  IK»  la 
|h.,.h..  .iiul   lu.  l.w^ii  r^NlWr,     llo  con- 

|« il  vioii.  vho  oph^U'U  ho  \\a^  iuoliuoil  to 

!  M|iii«ilu  uiw.  {Ui\i  U  would  W  pmotioablo* 
tMll*"*a  •iu\  uio'^  vhiMouU^Y  v^*  very  git^at 


emptions,  and  the  necessity  for  them, 
showed  that  the  whole  subject  could  only 
be  safelv  left  to  local  supervision.  By  that 
means  the  smoke  would  be  consumed  where 
it  could  be ;  and  where  it  could  not,  the 
}>arties  would  be  left  free.  He  suggested, 
therefore,  that  the  Bill  should  be  with- 
drawn for  the  present  Session,  and  a  mea- 
sure inti-oducea  in  the  next,  giving  to  local 
authorities  the  power  of  making  such  re- 
gulations as  were  suited  to  the  particular 


tnili'Miv  tiu^  uio^v  vnwouiv^Y  v^'  wry  |i«^H*»    K"i«uv*i 

,:..miH«..   i-M  ydthyo  ^^^vt^vv*  tu  a  i|*HH\t  do- j  ui*trict. 

J4imi  Ih  hI'mM*  Oo»  ^uMuvs>  vd'  th\>  ^»»xkIuc-  '      Mr.  SPOONER  concurred  in  the  sug- 

||m|I  f(f  »imm|iv»  Ui  »»md\  U\ii^  ^WHWtUh**  M  '  ffcstions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 

Pt|  |(i  ncHi.V  iU')U^v^v^  \^^  V^^^v     At  (he'namptou.     In  many  instances  it  was  ut- 
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tcrlj  impossible  to  consume  the  smoke,  and 
any  attempt  to  enforce  such  a  Bill  as  the 
present  would  most  certainly  stop  a  great 
number  of  manufactories.  He  admitted  the 
possibility  of  stopping  the  issue  of  opaque 
smoke  from  the  top  of  the  chimney;  but 
to  do  so  involved  great  expense  and  care- 
ful management.  If  manufacturers  in- 
curred the  expense,  how  could  they  always 
ensure  men  of  sufficient  skill  to  work  the 
necessary  machinery?  They  had  been 
told  that  mines  and  iron  and  lime  works 
were  to  be  excluded  by  the  Bill;  but  as  the 
clause  now  stood,  the  owner  of  any  work 
where  smoke  was  produced,  must  prove 
before  a  magistrate  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  consume  his  smoke  before  he 
could  be  exempted;  and  they  all  knew  that 
it  was  only  a  question  of  expenditure,  and 
that  by  going  to  enormous  expense,  the  con- 
sumption of  smoke  would  not  be  impossible 
in  any  case.  They  should  not  be  guided 
in  their  legislation  exclusively  by  philo- 
sophic principles,  without  any  regard  for 
practiciu  matters.  The  Bilf  as  it  stood 
applied  to  mines,  which  were  generally 
situated  in  districts  where  smoke  could  be 
no  nuisance  whatever.  He  believed  there 
was  not  a  single  work  the  owner  of  which 
would  not  apply  for  exemption;  so  that  the 
Bill,  though  nominally  one  for  preventing 
smoke,  would  practically  be  a  Bill  for  ex- 
empting all  works  from  interference.  lie 
did  not  think  there  was  a  single  clause  in 
the  Bill  to  whicl^  he  would  not  feel  bound 
to  move  an  amendment,  and  he  therefore 
thought  it  useless  for  them  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 

Mr.  PARKER  thought  his  hen.  Friend 
would  save  them  a  great  deal  of  trouble  if, 
after  all  that  had  been  said  against  the 
Billy  he  would  consent  to  take  another  year 
to  consider  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised.  His  object  in  rising  was  princi- 
pally to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  exemption  clause  there  was  actually  no 
exemption,  and  he  did  not  see  how  any 
manufacturer  in  any  town  in  England  could 
escape  under  it  as  it  now  stood.  Nobody 
liked  smoke  if  it  could  be  avoided;  but  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
carry  on  their  manufactures.  If  any  one 
could  come  forward  and  show  that  he  had 
discoyered  a  cheap  and  economic  method 
of  preventing  smoke,  the  House  would  not 
be  justified  in  refusing  to  adopt  that  me- 
thod; but  nobody  could  say  that  such  a 
discovery  had  as  yet  been  made.  The 
gentlemen  appointed  on  the  commission 
were  no  doubt  able  scientific  men,  but  they 


did  not  understand  the  manufacture  of 
cloth,  or  the  processes  of  working  in  me- 
tals. He  had  a  much  greater  respect  on 
such  a  subject  for  the  practical  opinions  of 
the  metal  workers  in  the  town  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  than  for  the 
views  of  those  excellent  philosophers  who 
had  been  quoted;  and  he  knew  that  the 
opinion  of  those  practical  men  was,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  necessity  of  altering 
the  heat  during  the  different  processes  of 
the  works,  it  was  impossible  that  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  could  be  complied  with. 

Mr.  G.  SANDARS  did  not  think  that 
the  opinion  of  the  hen.  Member  for  Man- 
chester was  in  accordance  with  those  of 
his  constituents  on  this  subject.  He  would 
beg  leave  to  read  a  letter  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  an  eminent  scientific  man,  an 
engineer  in  Lancashire,  in  reference  to 
this  Bill.  [The  hen.  Member  read  an  ex- 
tract from  the  letter,  in  which  the  writer 
stated  his  belief  that  it  was  quite  practi- 
cable to  consume  the  smoke  in  factories 
without  the  incurring  of  any  great  expense, 
and  that  the  clause  in  the  Manchester  local 
Act  worked  well.]  In  his  opinion,  if  ma- 
nufacturers refused  to  consume  their  smoke, 
the  Legislature  was  bound  to  compel  them 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  carter  said,  that  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society,  of  which  he  was  a 
member,  and  to  which  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  no  doubt  belonged,  strongly 
recommended  the  erection  of  stationary 
steam  engines  on  farms;  but  if  the  Bill 
passed,  these  engines  would  be  compelled 
to  consume  their  own  smoke,  though  it 
could  be  no  nuisance.  He  knew  a  case 
where,  in  a  purely  agricultural  district,  a 
miller  had  recently  erected  a  small  engine, 
to  be  used  on  the  occasional  failure  of  the 
supply  of  water,  and  yet  that  man  would 
be  left  at  the  mercy  of  any  discarded  ser- 
vant who  might  choose  to  lay  an  informa- 
tion against  him.  He  thought  it  unfair  to 
apply  the  same  rule  to  a  country  district, 
and  to  a  locality  like  London  with  a  quar- 
ter of  a  million  of  houses. 

Mr.  WILSON  TATTEN  said,  if  his 
hon.  Friend  divided  in  favour  of  going  into 
Committee  he  would  vote  with  him,  though 
at  the  same  time  there  were  many  of  the 
details  of  the  Bill  in  which  he  could  not 
concur.  He  believed  that  in  Manchester, 
for  instance,  it  was  very  possible  materially 
to  diminish  the  quantity  of  smoke  without 
incurring  much  expense;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  thought  it  would  be  advisable  to 
try  whether  science    could  not  discover 
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some  better  process  for  the  purpose  than 
any  that  had  yet  been  suggested.  On 
looking  over  the  Amendments  of  which 
notice  had  been  given,  he  must  confess 
that  there  was  scarcely  one  of  them  to 
which  he  should  not  give  his  support.  He 
could  not  see  why  the  clause  in  the  local 
Act  of  Manchester  could  not  be  made  ap- 
plicable to  other  towns  in  the  manner  re- 
commended by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton; and  it  should  be  recollected 
that  it  was  only  the  great  accumulation  of 
smoke  in  manufacturing  districts  that  was 
injurious  to  health,  and  it  was  to  such  dis- 
tricts only  that  their  legislation  ought 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  directed. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  said,  he  had  only  a 
single  observation  to  make.  He  certainly 
thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of  truth  in 
the  observation  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  that 
the  country  gentlemen  will,  like  their  own 
sheep,  lie  down  to  be  fleeced,  but  if  you 
touch  the  manufacturing  interests  they  will 
yield  nothing  but  grunts.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  an  extract  from  the  report  of  the 
Committee  that  sat  on  the  subject  six  years 
ago,  and  said  that  both  it  and  the  report  of 
the  commission  left  no  doubt  but  that  it 
was  quite  feasible  to  prevent  smoke  in  all 
cases. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  said,  that  the  measure 
was  one  which  would  overwhelm  the  ma- 
nufacturers with  ruin.  The  House  had 
already  hurt  them  severely  by  shortening 
the  hours  of  labour;  now  they  were  about 
again  to  interfere  with  their  liberty  of  ac- 
tion in  a  manner  that  would  be  hurtful  to 
the  master,  hurtful  to  the  poor,  and  conse- 
quently hurtful  to  the  nation  at  large. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  83 ;  Noes 
64 :  Majority  19. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

On  the  1st  Clause, 

Mr.  bright  objected  to  the  words 
**  opaque  smoke,"  and  wished  to  have  a 
definition  of  the  term. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  really  thought  the 
word  **  opaque "  was  so  easily  under- 
stood that  he  could  not  supply  a  better. 
**  Opaque"  was  that  which  was  not  trans- 
parent, and  which  M-as  not  pellucid — that 
which  you  cannot  sec  through  —  that 
through  which  when  you  looked,  you  could 
not  see  the  sky  beyond,  nor  the  light. 
Really,  hon.  Gentlemen  might  as  well  ask 
him  to  define  what  was  good  and  what  was 


bad,  as  to  require  him  to  define  the  mean- 
ing of  **  opaque." 

Mr.  roebuck  begged  the  Committee 
to  remember  that  they  were  really  about 
to  do  a  very  serious  thing.  They  were 
about  to  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  the 
meaning  of  which  wholly  turned  upon  the 
meaning  of  this  one  word.  His  hon.  Friend 
defined  •*  opaque  smoke"  to  be  **  smoke 
that  you  could  not  see  through."  But  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  said  that  there  was  no  such 
thing.  There  was  no  smoke  of  the  kind. 
He  had  never  seen  smoke  through  which, 
however  dense  it  was,  he  could  not  see  the 
sky.  But  he  had  often  seen  volumes  of 
very  heavy  smoke.  Now,  if  they  did  not 
define  their  meaning  accurately,  there 
would  be  endless  disputes  and  difficulties 
arising  out  of  the  construction  of  the  Act. 
They  had  no  gauge  for  smoke.  It  was  not 
like  heat,  which  could  be  measured  by  a 
thermometer.  He  considered  the  clause 
contrary  to  common  sense. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  any  magistrate  to 
decide  upon  the  fact  of  whether  the  smoke 
were  opaque  or  not,  in  the  sense  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lymington.  He 
thought  the  definition  should  be  left  to  the 
common  sense  of  those  who  would  have 
the  carrying  into  effect  of  the  Bill.  But 
with  regard  to  those  persons  who  had  been 
punished  under  the  local  Acts,  he  should 
say  that  they  were  usually  old  and  known 
offenders. 

Mr.  C.  W.  WYNN  said,  that  the  carry- 
ing into  effect  of  the  Bill  did  not  depend 
upon  the  meaning  which  would  be  applied 
to  its  terms  by  the  common  sense  of  the 
magistrates,  but  upon  that  which  the  in- 
former chose  to  attach  to  them.  It  was 
the  informer  who  would  come  forward  and 
say  that  he  had  seen  opaque  smoke.  There 
should  be  a  closer  definition  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  than  that  which  they  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served, that  if  the  clause  were  to  stand,  it 
would  require  amendment.  Many  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  desire  to  get  at  a  defini- 
tion of  what  constituted  smoke,  who  could 
not  vote  for  the  clause  in  its  present  shape. 
He,  for  one,  could  not  vote  for  the  clause 
as  it  now  stood.  In  fact,  the  clause  and 
the  Bill  itself  had  been  most  inartistically 
drawn.  It  made  smoke  itself  an  offence. 
Whatever  might  be  the  difliculty  in  the 
way  of  defining  opaque  smoke,  the  present 
attempt  at  definition  certainly  made  that 
difliculty  greater;  for  it  would  neeeftsitate 
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a  mannfacturer  having  a  witness  outside 
his  premises  to  rebut  the  informer.  If  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill  desired  the  success  of 
such  a  measure,  he  must  adopt  ono  of  two 
courses — ^he  must  proceed  by  common  law 
for  an  offence,  or  he  must  require  the  in- 
former to  give  notice  on  the  spot  of  the 
existence  of  the  nuisance;  and  if  the  nui- 
sance were  continued,  it  would  constituo  an 
offence. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that,  had  he 
been  present  on  the  occasion  of  the  recent 
division  on  this  Bill,  he  certainly  should 
have  voted  with  the  minority  against  it. 
This  was  not  a  subject  now  for  the  first 
time  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.     The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  had  no  doubt  unadvisedly 
used  the  bold  expression  that  this  clause 
was  contrary  to  common  sense.     Did  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  know  whence 
this  Bill  had  come  ?     Much  was  the  criti- 
cism expended  in  another  place   on   the 
manner  in  which  Bills  were  sent  up  to  the 
other  House.     The  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General,  however,  had  stated  that, 
apart  from  the  merits  of  the  clause,  its 
construction  was  so  inartistic  that  it  de- 
feated its  own  purpose.     The  clause,  as  it 
had  come  down  from  the  other  House  of 
Pailiament,  was  directed  ad  rem^  nan  ad 
personam.     Nothing  could  be  introduced 
m  the  shape  of  prohibition  which  would  not 
interfere  with  the  most  important  branches 
of  our  manufactures.     He  had  always  felt 
great  anxiety  with  respect  to  the  applica- 
tion of  a  legislative  remedy,  but  had  always 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  common 
law  could  supply  the  only  remedy.     If  a 
nuisance  became  intolerable,  the  common 
law  provided  a  remedy.     Make  this  a  sta- 
tutable offence,  and  you  interfered  with 
the  most  important  branches  of  that  manu- 
facture carried  on  by  the  means  of  these 
furnaces.     A  Bill  more  absurdly  drawn  it 
had  never  been  his  misfortune  to  witness. 
He  was  prepared  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
rejection  of  the  clause,  and  against  the 
fiuiher  progress  of  the  Bill  itself. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  E.  Dexisox, 
Mr.  MACKINNON,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  Mr. 

Ba5KE8, 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  continued.  He  said, 
ihatf  having  the  character  of  the  House 
reiy  much  at  heart,  on  the  whole  he  was 
sorry  to  hear  that  the  original  draft  of  this 
Bill  emanated  from  a  Committee  of  that 
House;  and  he  was  much  more  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lymington,  after  the 
experience  be  had  had  on  this  question. 


should  adhere  to  the  original  form  of  the 
Bill,  because  they  had  had  frequent  discus- 
sions in  that  House,  in  which  trade  after 
trade  had  been  successively  freed  from  the 
operation  of  the  measure,  and  each  trade 
that  was  not  exempted   loudly  protested 
against  the  Bill,  as  one  the  operation  of 
which    was    injuriously   directed    against 
them.     He  therefore  thought  that  experi- 
ence would  have  taught  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  was  al- 
together impracticable.      But  the  discus- 
sion proceeded,  and  the  more  he  heard  of 
this  matter,   the  more  was  he  convinced 
that  the  objections  to  the  measure  Avere 
most  grave;  and  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  these  objections  could  be  overcome 
by  any  attempt  to  frame  a  clause  like  this, 
affecting  the  vital  interests  of  the  manufac- 
turing districts.     The  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
lied particularly  upon  the  Acts  applying  to 
Leeds  and  Manchester.     But   statements 
had  been  made  which  asserted   that   by 
the  adoption  of  the  improved  machinery 
for  preventing  the  nuisance  from  opaque 
smoke,   an  elHuvium  had  been   produced 
of,  so  noxious  a  character,  that  the  parties 
would  be  liable  to  prosecution  for  one  nui- 
sance which  they  necessarily  committed  in 
endeavouring  to  avoid  another  !    The  more 
he  heard  this  subject  discussed,  the  more 
he  was  convinced  that  it  was  useless  to 
attempt  by  statute  to  deal  with  an  evil  of 
this  kind.     By  endeavouring  to  prevent  it, 
they  would  do  more  evil  than  they  could  do 
good;  and  where  the  evil  was  of  such  a  mag- 
nitude as  to  constitute  a  nuisance,  and  a 
jury  were  satisfied  that  the  party  was  guilty 
of  inflicting  a  public  nuisance,  there  was  a 
remedy  at  connnon  law.     He  did  not  think 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  summary  remedy; 
for  he  knew  that  the  use  of  smoke  to  an 
immense  extent  was  necessary  to  carry  on 
the  manufactures  of  the  country;  and  he 
did  not  think  the  manufacturers  should  be 
subject   to   the   vexatious   proceedings  of 
connnon  informers.     He  did  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  remedy  ought  not  to  be  too 
summary.    On  the  other  hand,  where,  from 
fal'sc  economy  or  neglect  towards  the  pub- 
lic, a  nuisance  was  inflicted,  the  remedy  of 
a  trial  before  a  jury  Avas  available.     For 
the  reasons  he  had  stated,  he  was  opposed 
to  the  further  progress  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEllE  had  stated  that 
he  did  not  concur  in  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  On  the  contrary, 
founding  his  opinion  on  a  public  document 
which  he  believed  ought  to  carry  the  great- 
est weight — he  meant  the  report  of  the 
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commissioners  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, Sir  H.  De  la  Beche,  and  Dr.  Lyon 
Playfair — he  thought  in  the  manufacturing 
towns  there  should  bo  some  obligation  on 
the  port  of  those  who  produced  smoke  in 
large  quantities,  to  adopt  what  ho  believed 
to  be  a  cheap  and  easy  mode  of  consuming 
their  smoke.  Therefore  he  was  favourable 
to  the  principle  of  this  Bill ;  but  ho  had 
never  wished  to  disguise  from  the  Commit- 
tee his  belief  that  this  was  such  a  delicate 
and  difficult  subject,  that  it  was  necessary 
that  any  measure  to  be  pr^ared  on  the 
subject  should  be  framed  with  the  greatest 
care  and  caution,  otherwise  greater  evils 
would  bo  done  than  those  they  attempted 
to  remedy;  and  therefore,  although  ho  had 
voted  for  going  into  Committee,  he  did 
express  a  hope  that  the  House  would  anx- 
iously and  carefully  consider  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  discussion  that  had  taken 
place,  and  especially  the  remarks  of  his 
non.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, had  satisfied  him  that  the  Bill  was 
not  such  a  Bill  as,  without  very  great  and 
material  alterations,  the  House,  in  justice 
to  the  great  interests  concerned,  shoijld 
allow  to  pass  into  a  law.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  it  required  altogether  to  be  recast 
and  reconsidered;  and  in  the  present  period 
of  the  Session,  he  did  not  think  that  de- 
gree of  attention  which  the  Bill  required 
could  be  properly  devoted  to  it.  There- 
fore, ho  should  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  consent  to  withdraw  his  Bill, 
and  bring  it  in  again  next  Session,  in  a 
form  obviating  some  of  the  great  objections 
which  he  thought  very  justly  entertained 
against  it  in  its  present  shape. 

After  some  observations  by  Mr.  C.  Vil- 
LIERS  and  Sir  G.  Gket, 

Mr.  MACKINNON  consented  to  the 
Chairman  reporting  progress. 

House  resumed.  Committee  report  pro- 
gress; to  sit  again  Wednesday  25th  July. 

The  House  adjourned  at  two  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  12,  1849. 

MfNUTKa.]    PuBUC  Bills.— 1*  Highway  Ratet ;   Bank- 
ruptcy (Ireland)  i  Criminal  Law  (Incafmcity  to  commit 
Criroei.  Ace.)  ConaolidatioQ. 
S*  General  and  Quarter  Settions  CourU  Procedure. 
JUrorttd.—CoaaoMdkted  Fund. 
3*  Drainage  of  I<and«;     Indosure  Act  (Extemlon  of 

Power*). 
PsTiTioMS  PncsBiffTKO.  From  Bath,  that  no  Penons 
ihall  be  Appointed  to  Ecdetiaftical  OfBces  in  Walct  who 
are  not  CooTenant  with  the  Welsh  Language. — From 
DungarvoD,  that  Meaauree  may  be  taken  to  provide 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  with  Paid  Aidstant  Poor 
Law  Guardians. 


THE  HARBOURS  OF  PORTPATRICK  AND 
DONAGHADflE. 
The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY, 
in  rising  to  move — 

"  Thnt  after  the  largo  Sums  of  Money  expended 
at  the  National  Expense  on  the  Harbours  of  Port- 
patrick and  Donagbadee,  amounting  to  upwards  of 
400,000/.,  and  the  Grants  last  year  of  10,000/.  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government,  to  enlarge 
and  dredge  the  Basins  for  the  Reception  of  largo 
Steam  Vessels,  it  is  highly  inexpedient  to  remove 
the  Packets  from  the  Station,  and  to  give  up  the 
desirable  Communication  between  the  South-west 
of  Scotland  and  the  North  of  Ireland," — 

said:  In  venturing  once  again  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  on  the  subject  of  the  aban- 
donment of  the  packet  harbours  between 
Portpatrick  and  Donaghadee,  I  do  it  under 
the  conviction  that  the  papers  presented  by 
the  noble  Marquess  afJFord,  on  the  face  of 
them,  no  grounds  whatever  for  the  deci- 
sion the  Government  have  arrived  at.  In 
the  first  place,  no  reports  whatever  are 
afforded  of  the  inefficiency  of  the  harbours 
at  the  present  hour  ;  in  the  second  place, 
no  statement  is  made,  or  can  be  given,  as 
to  the  saving  to  be  produced  by  the  change; 
lastly,  if  the  contractors  fail,  there  is  no 
forfeiture.  The  old  packet  station  is  aban- 
doned, and  could  not,  under  some  time,  be 
re-established;  and  it  appears  there  will 
be  an  entire  stoppage  to  all  passengers  be- 
tween Portpatrick  and  Donagbadee.  The 
noble  Marquess'  (the  Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde's)  guarantee  for  the  fulfilment  of  the 
contract,  seems  to  rest  on  his  high  opinion 
and  reliance  of  one  of  the  proprietors,  Mr. 
Bums.  This  appears  really  to  me  to  be 
giving  up  certain  positive  advantages,  over 
which  the  Government  have  complete  con- 
trol, for  the  chance  of  an  arrangement  evi- 
dently in  the  hands  of  others,  while  the 
Queen's  subjects  are  entirely  deprived  of  a 
short  passage  to  Ireland.  It  would  be 
very  antediluvian  to  suppose  the  steam 
company  did  the  service  gratuitously.  No 
doubt  they  had  some  great  benefits  that 
does  not  appear,  and  they  certainly  act  for 
their  own  convenience  alone,  for  when 
pressed  to  take  the  mails  on  Sunday  they 
refuse.  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  proposed, 
then,  to  send  the  mails  on  Sundays  which 
always  went  over  in  the  old  packets.  This, 
then,  is  one  inconvenience  in  the  arrange- 
ment.  It  next  appears  by  the  correspon- 
dence, that,  probably  on  account  of  some 
fears  suggested  by  the  remarks  in  this 
House  that  the  company  might  fail,  the 
Post  Office  confined  its  contract  to  twelve 
months  only.  If,  at  the  same  time,  they 
had  given  the  competition  of  a  fit  steam- 
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IxMit  between  the  porto  of  Portpatrick  aud 
Donaghadee,  there  would  have  been  at 
least  a  ftur  trial.  The  next  observation 
that  occars,  is  a  very  miserable  saving  of 
some  pounds  on  substituting  runners  for 
mail  cars.  Every  one  knows  in  Ireland, 
cars  that  carry  two,  three,  or  four  pas- 
sengers, with  bags,  are  far  safer  for  con- 
veyance, and  aiford  greater  accommoda- 
tion in  the  country  ;  and  to  substitute  run- 
ners, with  the  temptations  of  whisky,  will 
more  often  find  the  bags  and  runners  in 
the  ditch.  This  is  surely  injudicious, 
and  penny-wise  and  pound-foolish.  Next, 
the  letter  from  Mr.  Abbot  clearly  shows 
that  the  arrangement  had  been  so  hurried 
that  there  has  not  been  time  to  make  full 
and  proper  reports.  With  respect  to  the 
details  of  the  postal  arrangement  in  Scot- 
land, there  are  some  noble  Lords  here 
can  speak  to  them,  no  doubt,  with  far  more 
knowledge  and  confidence  than  I  can,  so  1 
will  not  attempt  to  urge  them  on  your 
Lordships.  It  seems,  on  the  16th  instant, 
the  present  packets  cease  to  ply;  and  I 
mnst  remark  on  the  rapidity,  without  fur- 
ther and  fuller  information,  with  which 
this  change  has  been  effected,  more  espe- 
cially when  it  is  considered  that  in  another 
place  so  very  small  a  majority  directed  the 
question  for  further  inquiry  by  a  Commit- 
tee. The  noble  Marquess  then  read  a  letter 
from  Sir  John  Ross,  in  which  he  stated, 
as  the  result  of  a  trial  he  had  made,  that 
the  voyage  from  Portpatrick  to  Douagh- 
adee  could  be  made  by  a  competent  vessel 
in  less  than  one  half  the  time  occupied  by 
the  Government  packets  ;  and  that  this 
line  of  communication  is  preferable  to  that 
from  Greenock  ;  and  another  letter  from 
Mr.  Caird,  expressing  similar  opinions  as 
to  the  disadvantages  of  Greenock,  and  an 
impression  that  the  Greenock  contract  was 
not  intended  to  be  carried  out  hond  fide. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
opposed  the  Motion  on  the  ground  that  the 
change  about  to  be  made  (namely,  to  send 
the  Scotch  mails  by  Greenock  direct  to 
Belfast)  would  save  expense  and  establish 
a  better  and  more  speedy  mode  of  com- 
munication between  Ireland  and  Scotland. 
He  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  not 
upon  any  grounds,  but  he  was  sure  they 
wonld  not  upon  the  grounds  stated  in  this 
resolution,  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 

LOBD  DE  ROCS  contended  that  the 
port  of  Donaghadee  should  be  kept  up, 
after  the  great  expense  that  had  been  in- 
onrred  upon  it. 


The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  thought 
the  request  that  had  been  made  by  the 
parties  whoso  interests  were  affected  by 
the  alteration  in  the  communication,  was  a 
very  reasonable  one,  namely,  that  a  trial 
of  the  two  routes  should  be  made  during 
the  winter,  in  order  that  it  might  be  tested 
which  was  the  most  sure  mode  of  com- 
munication. That  request,  however,  rea- 
sonable as  it  was,  was  refused  by  the  Go- 
vernment; and  when  an  inquiry  was  moved 
for  on  the  subject,  founded  upon  petitions 
against  the  change  that  had  been  presented 
to  their  Lordships*  House,  unaccompanied 
by  any  petitions  of  a  counter  description, 
the  Government  had  also  refused  to  assent 
even  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee. 
A  few  days  subsequently  a  Motion  was 
made  for  the  production  of  papers  prepara- 
tory to  a  Motion;  but  the  papers  were  not 
produced  till  the  morning  of  the  very  day 
on  which  that  Motion  was  to  be  brought 
on,  and  no  time  therefore  was  allowed 
their  Lordships  for  their  perusal.  With 
regard  to  the  alleged  superiority  of  the 
new  route  by  Greenock  and  Belfast,  it 
occupied  no  less  than  eleven  hours  and 
ten  minutes  in  fine  weather  ;  and  even  on 
their  own  showing,  he  contended  that  the 
promoters  of  the  alteration  had  not  proved 
that  any  advantage  in  point  of  rapidity 
would  be  secured  by  the  change.  At  all 
events,  he  thought  it  would  be  only  a  fair 
compromise — if  the  argument,  as  he  ap- 
prehended, was  not  all  on  one  side — to 
consent  to  test  the  question,  by  allowing  a 
competition  to  take  place  for  a  reasonable 
period  between  the  two  ports  of  Greenock 
and  Portpatrick,  and  then  to  decide  ac- 
cording to  the  result  of  the  experiment. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE  re- 
plied that  no  experiment  was  necessary, 
the  voyage  having  been  already  tested  by 
the  result  of  the  last  twenty  years'  ex- 
perience. The  noble  Earl  had  said  tho 
passage  by  Greenock  took  eleven  hours  in 
fine  weather,  but  experience  proved  that 
the  average  was  only  nine  hours  and  a 
half.  With  respect  to  what  had  been  said 
in  praise  of  Portpatrick,  it  should  not  bo 
forgotten  that  the  evidence  before  their 
Lordships  did  not  at  all  by  any  means 
bear  out  these  statements :  for,  among 
other  officers  who  give  similar  testimony, 
Capt.  Pechy  declared  on  his  examination, 
that  ho  considered  that  tho  harbour  of 
Portpatrick  could  not  be  made  a  safe  port 
of  either  ingress  or  egress  in  south-west- 
erly gales,  without  incumng  an  enormous 
expense. 
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On  Question,  House  divided  : — For  the 
Motion  18  ;  Against  it  31  :  Majority  13. 
Resolved  in  the  negative. 

SITES  FOR  SCHOOLS  BILL. 

House  in~  Committee. 

Lord  REDESDALE  proposed  a  clause 
for  enahling  proprietors  of  estates  to  grant 
five  acres  of  land  as  sites  for  normal 
schools. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  was 
understood  to  offer  no  opposition  to  the 
clause. 

And  after  a  few  words  from  Lord 
Campbell, 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  then  proposed 
the  following  Clause  : — 

"  And  for  the  facilitating  and  obtaining  of  suit- 
able sites  for  schools  by  exchange,  bo  it  further 
enacted,  That  when  any  common  land  not  exceed- 
ing one  acre,  parcel  of  any  manor,  shall  have  been 
given,  granted,  conveyed,  or  enfranchised  by  the 
lord  of  the  manor  as  a  site  for  a  school,  pursuant 
to  the  said  first-recited  Act,  and  such  land  or  any 
part  thereof  shall  afterwards  be  exchanged  for 
other  land,  pursuant  to  the  power  of  exchange 
contained  in  the  same  Act,  neither  the  land  so 
originally  given,  granted,  conveyed,  or  enfran- 
chised by  the  lord  and  afterwards  given  in  ex- 
change, nor  the  land  received  in  exchange  for  it, 
shall  revert  to  or  become  a  portion  of  tho  com- 
mon lands  of  tho  said  manor,  or  be  subject  to 
any  common  right  or  claim  or  title  whatsoever  of 
the  lord  of  the  commoners,  but  shall  bo  wholly 
discharged  therefrom;  anything  in  the  said  re- 
cited Acts  contained  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing." 

Lord  REDESDALE  objected  to  the 
introduction  of  the  clause,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  he  found  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  former  Acts  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

Clause  negatived. 
■    Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be  re- 
ceived To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  12,  1849. 

MiMUTBA.]  PuBUC  BiLLS.— !<>  Pilotage;  NuiMinces  Re- 
moval  and  Diseases  Prevention ;  Regimental  Benefit  So- 
cieties :  Enlistment  (Artillery  and  Ordnance). 

so  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  (No.  3) ;  Petty  Bag,  &c. 
Offices  Amendment;  Commons  Inclosure;  Lunatics  Asy- 
lums (Ireland) ;  Labouring  Poor  Act  Amendment  (Ire- 
,    land) ;  Land  ImproTement  Amendment  Act  (Ireland). 

Reported.^County  Rates,  Ac;  Chapels  of  Ease  (Ireland). 

SO  Newgate  Gaol  (Dublin);  Trustees  Relief;  Boroughs 
Relief;  Titles  of  Religious  CongregaUons  (Scotland); 
Turnpike  Trusts  Union. 
PcTiTioNs  pRBSKirrao.  By  Mr.  Shafto  Adair,  flrom  Cam- 
bridge, for  the  Duration  of  Parliaments  Bill,  Ac.— By 
Lord  Henry  Bentinck,  f^om  Mansaekl,  fbr  Universal 
SuffVage.— By  Mr.  Henry  Balllie,  from  Inverness,  againat 
the  Marriages  Bill.— By  Mr.  Milct,  from  Bridfewatsr«  for 


Agricultural  Relief — By  Mr.  Page  Wood,  from  the  Par- 
ishes of  Hincksey,  Sunningwell,  Kennington,  and  Rad- 
ley,  for  Protection  in  cue  of  the  Inchisure  of  Bagley 
Common. — By  Mr.  C.  P.  Grenfell,  from  Preston,  for  the 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill. — From  Kemerton,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  the  Conditions  on 
which  Grants  in  Aid  of  Education  are  dispensed. — By  Mr. 
Thicknesse,  from  Lancashire,  against  the  Mines  and  Col- 
lieries Inspection  Bill.— By  Mr.  Heywood,  from  Wray 
with  Botton,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union 
Charges  Act  Amendment  Bill.— By  Mr.  Henry  Stuart, 
fh>m  Ki1connio!a,  County  of  Antrim,  for  the  Protection 
of  Women  Bill.— By  Sir  Henry  Meux,  from  Ride,  in  the 
County  of  Hertford,  for  an  Alteration  of  ihc  Sale  of  Beer 
Act. — By  Mr.  Cardwell,  frsm  Liverpool,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment  BilL 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN  AND  PILOTS. 

Tho  House  having  resolved  itself  into 
Committee;  Mr.  Bernal  in  tho  chair, 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  rose  and  said, 
that  he  proposed,  in  redemption  of  the  en- 
gagement which  he  made  at  an  earlj  pe- 
riod of  the  Session,  to  call  the  attention 
of  tho  House  to  various  subjects  connected 
with  the  mercantile  marine  of  this  country. 
He  felt  persuaded  that  it  was  wholly  un- 
necessary for  him  to  detain  the  House  by 
any  prefatory  statement  of  the  immense 
importance  of  the  subject  to  which  he  in- 
vited its  attention.  Ho  need  not  dwell 
either  upon  the  vast  amount  of  capital  in- 
vested in  the  merchant  service,  the  large 
and  valuable  portion  of  the  population  em- 
ployed in  it,  or  the  immense  mercantile 
and  commercial  interests  connected  there- 
with. It  was  his  duty  at  a  former  period 
of  the  Session  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  subject  intimately  connected 
with  the  interests  of  the  merchant  service, 
namely,  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws. 
On  that  occasion,  in  bringing  forward  the 
measure  which  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
propose,  he  encountered,  as  he  anticipated, 
the  opposition  of  a  great  and  powerful 
party,  to  whose  opinions  he  was  aware  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  was  altogether  con- 
trary; and  he  did  not  feel  any  surprise, 
nor  did  he  express  any  surprise,  at  the 
strenuous  opposition  which  that  measure 
encountered.  But  he  entertained  a  hope 
that,  with  regard  to  the  class  of  subjects 
to  which  ho  now  invited  the  attention  of 
the  House,  no  such  party  feeling  would  be 
excited,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  they 
would  be  able,  in  the  most  calm  and  dis- 
passionate manner,  to  turn  their  attention 
to  this  subject;  and,  by  united  counsels,  to 
dispose  of  it  in  the  best  manner  possible 
with  regard  to  the  great  interests  concern- 
ed. He  had  already  adverted  to  the  change 
which  Parliament  had  agreed  to  make  in 
the  navigation  laws.  Now,  in  any  mea- 
sures for  the  improvement  of  the  mercan* 
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tile  marine,  or  its  relief,  he  could  not,  con- 
UBteiitlj  with  the  arguments  he  had  used 
in  fftYonr  of  the  repeal  of  the  nayigation 
laws,  recommend  these  measures  as  a  sort 
of  compensation  for  any  injury  inflicted  on 
the  merchant  service  by  the  repeal  of  the 
naTigation  laws.  If  he  did  so,  that  would 
be  ineonBistent  ¥rith  the  arguments  ho  had 
wed  in  asking  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
repeal  of  the  navigation  laws.  If  he  had 
bcuieyed  that  an  injury  would  be  inflicted 
upon  the  mercantile  marine  of  this  country 
bj  that  measure,  no  consideration  would 
hare  induced  him  to  propose  it  to  the 
Honse.  He  trusted  and  believed  that  the 
evils  which  had  been  anticipated  from  that 
meamire  would  not  ensue.  But  while  he 
did  not  propose  any  measures  whicb,  cither 
now  or  hereafter,  might  be  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government  as  bcncflcial  to 
the  merchant  service  in  the  light  of  com- 
pensation, yet  he  could  not  conceal  from 
Bimself  the  fact  that  the  attention  of  the 
merchant  service  would  now  bo  directed  to 
an  grievances  under  which  they  considered 
themselves  to  labour  with  a  more  quiek- 
floed  attention  than  when  they  were — some 
bon.  Members  might  say  **  protected/'  but 
be  sud  overwhelmed  and  injured  by  the 
navigation  laws.  And  this  was  an  addi- 
tional reason  why  the  House  sbould  attcn- 
tivdj  consider  this  class  of  questions.  lie 
did  not  by  any  means  propose  on  tlie  pre- 
sent occasion  to  take  a  general  and  com- 
plete Tiew  of  all  the  questions  aifecting  the 
merchant  service,  which  indeed  would  be 
impossible  in  any  single  statement.  But 
there  were  several  questions  of  great  im- 
portance to  which  he  had  turned  his  attcn- 
Qon;  on  some  of  which  he  would  be  able  to 
propose  measures  of  relief  and  improve- 
ment, and  on  others  upon  which  he  should 
be  unable  to  propose  any  measures  that 
the  House  could  consider  as  maturely  as 
ihey  deserved,  so  as  to  pass  them  into  a 
law  during  the  present  Session,  but  on 
which  nevertheless  he  was  anxious  to  place 
ihe  yiews  of  the  GoYcrnmcnt  in  the  shape 
nf  a  Bill  on  the  table  of  the  House,  in  or- 
der that  the  House,  the  public,  and  the 
interests  more  especially  concerned,  might 
hare  an  opportunity  during  the  recess  of 
giving  to  their  proposal  that  attention 
which  the  importance  of  the  subject  de- 
eerved.  The  statement  he  bad  to  make 
referred  to  several  subjects  which  would 
be  best  comprised  in  a  single  statement, 
•nd  be  would  at  once  advert  to  those  points 
to  which  be  intended  to  invite  the  consi- 
^eniion  of  the  Committee.     The  first  was 


the  subject  of  the  light-dues  paid  by  the 
mercantile  marine  of  this  country.  The 
burden  of  the  light-dues  upon  the  mercan- 
tile marine  had  been  long  and  justly  com- 
plained of  with  respect  to  their  weight, 
their  unequal  distribution,  and  many  other 
reasons  connected  with  the  system  on 
which  they  were  founded.  In  other  coun- 
tries the  hghts  were  maintained  at  the 
public  expense,  and  from  the  public  trea- 
sury. In  this  country  they  were  main- 
tained by  tolls  on  shipping,  under  the 
management,  not,  as  in  other  countries, 
of  some  general  board  responsible  to 
the  Government,  but  ancient  corporations, 
which  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land exercised  separate  jurisdictions,  under 
a  general  control  of  a  most  imperfect  and 
inconvenient  kind,  which  was  vested  in 
Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council.  That  was 
the  general  system  on  which  the  light-dues 
were  conducted  in  this  country.  He  had 
on  former  occasions  declared  his  opinion 
to  be,  that  there  was  much  in  that  system 
that  required  amendment;  and  although 
ho  thought  it  impossible  to  deal  with  this 
question  as  if  they  had  a  mere  tabula  rasa 
before  them,  and  as  if  no  such  bodies  and 
institutions  existed,  yet,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  considered  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  improve  this  system,  and  make 
it  more  in  harmony  with  the  wishes  of  tho 
mercantile  marine,  and  the  general  prin- 
ciples on  which  the  Government  of  this 
country  was  conducted.  He  would  not  on 
the  present  occasion  retract  any  of  these 
opinions.  He  had  embodied  the  views 
which  ho  entertained  in  a  Bill  that  he  in- 
troduced into  Parliament  last  Session.  Tho 
general  principle  of  that  Bill  was  to  substi- 
tute for  the  inadequate  and  imperfect  con- 
trol of  the  Privy  Council  over  these  several 
bodies  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
an  efficient  control  by  a  Government  board 
of  management,  and  also  to  commute  the 
present  payments  for  a  tonnage  duty  im- 
posed upon  the  shipping  at  large.  To  tho 
principles  of  that  measure  he  still  adhered; 
and  if  he  had  considered  it  advisable  to  lay 
upon  the  table  another  Bill  of  a  like  cha- 
racter, it  would  be  founded  upon  the  same 
principle,  although  he  believed  that  tho 
mode  of  carrying  out  the  details  might  bo 
materially  improved.  But  inasmuch  as 
any  measure  that  he  could  introduce  upon 
this  subject  would  have  no  cliance  of  pass- 
ing into  a  law  during  the  present  Session, 
and  as  it  must  lie  over  until  next  year,  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  be  desirable  that  ho  should  lay  any 
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Bill  upon  the  table  in  the  hope  that  it 
would  pass  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament.  But,  although  he  did  not 
propose  to  introduce  a  Bill  thereupon,  he 
had  turned  his  attention  to  that  which  he 
was  most  desirous  of  securing  for  the  mer- 
cantile marine — namely,  the  possibility  of 
obtaining  for  them  a  considerable  and 
immediate  rolief  from  the  burdens  of  the 
present  light-dues.  In  consequence  of  this 
desire,  he  had  put  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Trinity-house  of  London,  in 
whom  the  management  of  the  English  light- 
dues  was  vested;  and  he  was  bound  to 
state  to  the  House,  that  he  had  found,  on 
the  part  of  that  corporation,  an  anxious  and 
ready  desire  to  co-operate  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  this  important  ques- 
tion. He  was  the  more  bound  to  make  this 
statement,  as  he  had  often  stated  to  the 
House^  that,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  much 
in  the  system  of  the  management  of  the 
lights  by  the  Trinity-house  that  required  re- 
vision and  amendment.  He  had,  however, 
found  a  ready  acquiescence  on  the  part  of 
that  body  in  the  desire  expressed  by  the 
Goveniment  to  give  immediate  and  sub- 
stantial relief  to  the  shipping  interest  in 
the  matter  of  light- dues.  With  respect  to 
the  finances  of  the  Trinity-house,  hon. 
Members  were  aware  that  a  great  portion 
of  the  burden  now  laid  upon  the  merchant 
service,  arose  from  a  debt  contracted  by 
the  Trinity-house  in  buying  up  certain  pri- 
vate lights,  for  which  they  had  paid  about 
1,000,000^.  of  money  —  an  operation  un- 
dertaken in  consequence  of  the  representa- 
tions of  the  merchant  service,  who  were 
much  aggrieved  by  the  tolls  demanded  by 
the  owners  of  these  private  lights.  The 
Trinity-house,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Government,  bought  these  private  lights, 
and  had  paid  oft'  a  portion  of  the  debt  by 
instalments;  so  that,  at  present,  a  little 
more  than  500,0002.  remained  yet  unpaid. 
The  arrangement  made  with  the  Bank  of 
England  was,  that  the  rest  of  the  debt 
should  be  paid  off  at  the  rate  of  50,000^  a 
year;  and  any  material  reduction  in  the 
tolls  could  only  be  effected  by  spreading 
the  repayment. of  this  debt  over  a  greater 
number  of  years.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  the  merchant  service  had 
a  right  to  this  relief.  He  could  also  say, 
that  the  Trinity-house  had  turned  their  at- 
tention to  an  improved  economy  in  the 
management  of  their  lights.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  frequently  re- 
ferred to  the  extravagant  system  of  not 
employing   rape  oil  in  the  light-houses, 


whereby  a  great  loss  was  yearly  incurred. 
He  was  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  was  informed  the  other 
day  by  the  Trinity-house  that  they  had  al- 
ready made  the  change  he  recommended 
on  this  subject.  He  believed  that  the 
Trinity-house  were  quite  justified  in  giving 
this  immediate  relief  to  the  shipping  in- 
terest by  the  proposed  economy  in  their 
system  of  management,  and  also  by  spread- 
ing the  payment  of  the  debt  over  a  great 
number  of  years.  The  total  gross  receipt 
for  light-dues  received  by  the  Trinity- 
house  in  1847 — he  referred  to  English 
lights,  because  he  did  not  believe  that 
there  was  the  same  cause  of  complaint  re- 
specting the  amount  of  dues  for  Scotch 
and  Irish  lights— was  318.0002.  Of  the 
above  sum,  the  amount  received  from 
coasters  was  145,0002.,  and  from  over-sea 
traders,  173,0002.  The  Trinity-house  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  burden  of  318,0002., 
now  levied  on  the  shipping,  by  no  less 
than  97,0002.  a  year  —  that  was  to  say, 
about  one-third  of  that  amount.  This  was 
the  amount  of  reduction  which,  after  due 
consideration,  they  were  disposed  to  make; 
and  they  had  communicated  with  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  re- 
duction should  be  carried  out.  If,  there- 
fore, the  mode  in  which  the  relief  was 
given  should  be  objected  to,  he  would  take 
that  responsibility  upon  himself.  When 
he  came  to  consider  the  manner  in  which 
the  dues  as  at  present  levied  were  felt  by  the 
mercantile  marine,  he  found  that  they  were 
greater  and  more  unequal  with  respect  to 
vessels  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade  than 
those  engaged  in  the  over-sea  trade.  The 
old  principle  was,  that  every  ship  should 
pay  for  lights  as  they  had  used  them;  and 
that  seemed  fair;  but  it  was  only  equitable 
if  the  light-dues  were  solely  applied  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  lights.  But  when  it 
was  considered  that  a  portion  of  the  income 
from  light-dues  was  applied  to  charitable 
purposes,  the  principle  was  seen  to  act  un- 
equally to  the  coasting  trade  with  relation 
to  the  foreign  trade.  He  was  also  of  opin- 
ion that  the  value  of  the  cargo  constituted 
a  question  in  the  amount  of  dues  to  be 
paid,  as  well  as  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel ; 
and  he  need  not  remind  the  House  that  the 
cargoes  of  foreign  vessels  were  much  more 
valuable  than  the  cargoes  of  our  collieries, 
and  other  vessels  engaged  in  the  coasting 
trade.  All  these  considerations  induced 
them  to  believe  that,  having  this  sum  to 
apply  to  the  relief  of  shipping,  it  would  be 
only  just  to  give  the  larger  share  of  this 
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relief  to  the  coasting  trade.     Accordingly, 
of  this  sum  of  97,10U.,  the  amount  of  the 

Proposed  reduction,  they  intended  to  apply 
0,000^  to  the  reduction  of  dues  now  paid 
hy  coasting  vessels,  that  being  nearly  50 
per  cent  of  the  whole  amount  paid  by  this 
class  of  vessels.  As  it  was  intended  that 
this  altered  scale  of  duties  should  come 
into  effect  from  the  1st  of  October  next, 
an  immediate  relief  would  thus  be  given, 
amounting  to  nearly  one-half  the  sum  now 
paid  by  the  coasting  trade.  He  would  con- 
fine himself  on  the  present  occasion  to  a 
general  statement,  rather  than  enter  upon 
any  details;  but  there  was  a  class  of  light- 
dues  with  respect  to  which  it  was  proposed 
to  make  an  immediate  alteration.  There 
were  some  lights  on  which  double  tolls 
were  now  paid;  for  vessels  not  only  paid 
once,  but  also  when  they  repassed  those 
lights  on  their  return  from  port.  On  that 
class  of  lights  it  was  proposed  to  abolish 
the  double  tolls.  The  amount  of  reduc- 
tion from  over-sea  traders  in  consequence 
of  this  exemption,  was  about  27,000^, 
making  a  reduction  of  16  per  cent  upon 
the  whole  amount  of  light-dues  now  paid 
by  that  class  of  vessels.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed to  add  anything  to  the  light-dues; 
and  this  reduction  of  50  per  cent  on  the 
whole  amount  paid  by  coasters,  and  16  per 
cent  on  that  paid  by  over-sea  traders,  was, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  be  of  opinion, 
a  great  and  substantial  relief  to  the  ship- 
owners. This  relief,  too,  was  given  by  no 
improper  interference  with  the  arrange- 
ment made  between  the  Trinity-house  and 
the  Bank,  and  it  was  one  which  the  mer- 
cantile service  had  a  right  to  expect,  and 
from  which  they  would  largely  benefit.  It 
was  an  arrangement  made,  too,  at  no  sacri- 
fice or  compromise  of  any  opinion  which  he 
had  ever  expressed  as  to  the  necessity  of 
any  revision  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
lights  were  at  present  managed;  and  the 
House  were  still  as  free  to  deal  with  that 
question  as  before.  He  should  bo  glad  if 
Parliament  were  able  to  deal  with  this  sub- 
ject next  Session;  but  as  he  had  not  been 
able  to  propose  a  Bill  with  any  prospect 
'  of  its  passing  this  year,  he  had  thought  it 
better  to  let  it  stand  over  for  tho  pre- 
sent. He  thought  tho  shipping  interest 
owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  that  great 
corporation  the  Trinity-house  for  tho  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  met  the  just  de- 
mands and  wishes  of  that  interest.  [Sir 
J.  Graham  :  Is  any  Act  of  Parliament 
required  ?]  No;  the  proposed  arrangement 
could  be  effected  by  the  Trinity-house,  with 


the  consent  of  the  Privy  Council,  under 
the  former  Act.  He  should  now  come  to 
the  other  question,  which  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  namely,  the  arrange- 
ments necessary  to  be  made  with  respect 
to  pilotage.  This  subject,  as  the  House 
must  be  aware,  was  not  a  new  one.  For- 
merly —  some  years  ago  —  when  he  was 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  his  at- 
tention was  frequently  called  to  this  sub- 
ject; and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  more  than  once  urged  upon  him 
the  necessity  of  dealing  with  the  question 
of  pilotage.  When  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  once  more  took  his  place  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
returned  the  compliment  by  calling  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deal  with  that 
very  pressing  and  important  subject.  No 
doubt,  both  had  good  reasons  for  the  lan- 
guage which  they  held  upon  those  occasions 
respectively ;  for  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  matter  was  one  which  deserved 
their  best  attention.  Such,  certainly,  was 
the  opinion  of  his  lamented  friend,  the  late 
Lord  Sydenham,  who,  with  great  industry 
and  talent,  had  devoted  himself  most  assi- 
duously to  the  pilotage  question;  and  after 
much  consideration  and  labour,  had  brought 
in  a  Bill,  hoping  by  that  measure  to  carry 
his  views  into  practical  operation.  But  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  was  sorry  to  say  that  at 
that  time  local  interests  were  too  strong, 
and  public  interests  too  weakly  represented, 
to  leave  him  any  chanco  of  legislating  on 
the  affair  of  pilotage  with  any  prospect  of 
eventual  success,  or  to  afford  a  well-founded 
hope  of  introducing  and  can*ying  any  effi- 
cient measure  on  that  subject.  Although 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  make  these  few 
observations,  he  wished  it  at  the  same  time 
to  be  understood  that  he  was  not  coming 
forward  with  any  great  or  general  scheme, 
such  as  that  which  Lord  Sydenham  con- 
templated; and  if  he  had  such  an  object 
in  view,  he  certainly  should  not  have 
thought  of  bringing  it  forward  at  that  pe- 
riod of  the  Session;  but  even  now,  though 
late,  he  had  turned  his  attention  to  the 
matter,  with  a  view  to  endeavour  to  intro- 
duce some  practical  amendments  without 
delay  into  the  present  system.  The  sys- 
tem of  pilotage  in  this  country  was  under 
three  jurisdictions — that  of  the  Trinity- 
house,  that  of  the  Lord  Warden  of  the 
Cinque  Ports,  while  in  some  of  the  great 
cities  and  seaports  of  the  kingdom,  it  was 
under  the  direction  of  certain  local  authori- 
ties and  special  jurisdictions.     Thus,  foif 
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terial  change  in  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the  sailor  had  become  indispensable.  It 
was  indisputable  that  in  our  mercantile 
vessels  the  sailors  were  stowed  away  in  a 
manner  that  could  not  fail  to  generate  dis- 
ease, and  often  even  death  itself.  It  was 
an  evil  of  which  no  one  denied  the  impor- 
tance, and,  although  permanent  and  exten- 
sive improvement  could  only  be  accom- 
plished by  enlightening  the  minds  of  the 
seamen,  and  reforming  their  habits,  it  still 
was  desirable  that  something  should  be 
done.  Thus  far,  however,  he  had  content- 
ed himself  with  a  mere  outline.  When  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject  came  to  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  hon.  Members 
would  be  enabled  to  judge  for  themselves 
respecting  the  details  which  might  be 
comprehended  in  such  a  measure.  There 
were  three  subjects  on  which  it  was  im- 
portant that  they  should  legislate.  The 
first  related  to  the  proposed  practice  of  the 
duties  of  pilots  being  performed  by  masters 
and  mates;  the  second  to  discipline;  and 
the  third  to  the  general  condition  of  the 
seamen  engaged  in  the  merchant  service. 
He  had  given  an  outline  of  the  measures 
that  he  contemplated;  he  now  committed 
those  plans  to  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  invited  to  them  the  careful  and  delibe- 
rate consideration  of  hon.  Members  during 
the  ensuing  vacation.  He  could  sincerely 
assure  any  one  who  heard  him  that  he 
should  willingly  attend  to  any  suggestions 
with  which  he  might  be  favoured  on  these 
important  subjects;  and  early  in  the  next 
Session  he  hoped  that  he  should  be  able 
to  introduce  the  measures  to  which  he  had 
that  day  called  the  attention  of  the  House. 
It  unfortunately  happened  that  at  present 
no  department  of  the  Government  was  in 
any  degree  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
our  mercantile  marine.  The  Admiralty 
and  the  Board  of  Trade — whether  with  or 
without  professional  advisers — were  under 
no  responsibility  whatever.  He  proposed 
to  give  in  this  matter  authority  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  with  authority  respon- 
sibility; but,  in  order  to  effect  all  the  ob- 
jects that  he  had  in  view,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  create  or  derive  from  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  department — not  a  board — but 
a  Department  of  Mercantile  Marine.  He 
proposed  that  there  should  be  attached  to 
that  Department  of  Mercantile  Marine  two 
persons  wlio  had  been  captains  in  the  mer- 
chant service  of  the  country.  He  thought 
that  if  any  office  were  to  be  constituted, 
possessing  executive  authority  in  many 
important  respects  over    the    mercantile 


marine,  that  marine  had  a  right  to  expect 
that  some  members  of  their  own  body, 
cognisant  of  their  feelings,  and  able  to 
give  advice  on  this  class  of  subjects  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  should  be 
attached  to  such  a  department.  He  would 
now  state  what  he  proposed  to  do  with  re- 
spect to  the  first  point  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred— the  qualifications  of  masters  and 
mates  in  the  merchant  service.  There 
was  at  present  a  system  of  voluntary  ex- 
amination for  masters  and  mates.  He  be- 
lieved that  system  had  been  carried  out  to 
a  considerable  extent,  and  that  it  had  been 
generally  beneficial  to  the  merchant  ser- 
vice; but  he  had  no  hesitatiun  in  saying, 
after  some  experience,  that  that  voluntary 
system  was  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case.  He  believed,  that  in 
some  of  the  outports  this  examination  was 
not  quite  what  it  ought  to  be.  He  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  particulars,  but  he  would 
only  say,  that  from  the  general  result  of 
his  inquiries  he  did  not  think  the  examina- 
tions were  sufficiently  strict,  or  that  they 
were  working  in  that  uniform  and  satis- 
factory manner  which  was  desirable.  He 
proposed,  therefore,  that  in  future  these 
examinations  should  be  conducted  under 
the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Mercantile  Marine;  that  certificates 
should  be  given  by  the  examiners,  divided 
into  three  classes,  with  reference  to  the 
size  of  the  vessels  a  person  should  be 
entitled  to  command;  and  that  in  future 
every  master  or  mate,  before  he  could  be 
intrusted  with  the  command  of  a  ves- 
sel, should  be  obliged  to  pass  the  exami- 
nation and  obtain  a  certificate.  He  pro- 
posed that  this  system  should  be  prospect- 
ive, because  he  thought  it  would  be  inex* 
pedient  and  unjust — indeed  he  might  al- 
most say  impossible — to  apply  the  system 
to  those  masters  and  mates  who  were  al- 
ready engaged  in  the  merchant  service. 
He  conceived  that  it  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  unjust  and  inexpedient  to  require 
men  who  had  been  brought  up  to  that  ser- 
vice, and  whose  prospects  in  life  depended 
upon  it,  now  to  undergo  an  exammation 
for  which  their  previous  studies  might  not 
have  qualified  them;  but  he  would  propose 
that  all  captains  and  mates  who  had  al- 
ready commanded  merchant  vessels  should 
be  required  to  go  to  the  Department  of 
Mercantile  Marine,  and  obtain  certificates, 
not  of  qualification,  but  merely  of  service 
— that  they  should  be  simply  bound  to 
prove  that  they  had  commanded  merchant 
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it  tbrough  even  during  the  remaining  por- 
tion of  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
If  such  a  Bill,  though  permissive,  should 
pass  of  which  he  saw  no  reason  to  doubt 
— he  had  the  satisfactiou  of  being  able  to 
saj  that  there  was  no  just  reason  for  ap- 
prehending that  it  would  remain  a  dead 
letter ;  as  with  regard,  at  least,  to  the 
Trinitj-house,  he  had  every  reason  to  be 
tatisfied  that  it  would  he  brought  fairly 
into  operation.  That  was  the  only  mca- 
snre  that  he  proposed  to  carry  tlirough 
daring  the  present  Session.  But  there 
was  another  matter  of  very  great  import- 
ance; it  was,  however,  one  which  he  did 
not  mean  to  submit  to  Parliament  at  pre- 
sent; still,  although  he  did  not  at  that 
moment  propose  to  take  the  judgment  of 
the  House  on  such  a  measure,  he  never- 
theless did  not  despair  of  inducing  lion. 
llemhers  to  give  it  that  degree  of  con- 
sideration which  he  was  most  anxious  that 
they  should  give  it,  while  he  was  himself 
desirous  of  laying  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  views  which  he  entertained  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  the  hope  that  it  would  receive  from 
the  House  and  the  country,  during  the  cn- 
sntng  vacation,  that  attention  which  its  im- 
portance demanded,  and  which  the  general 
condition  of  the  mercantile  marine  most 
especially  required  at  their  hands.  lie  de- 
sired emphatically  to  ask  the  consideration 
of  the  House  to  the  condition  of  our  mer- 
cantile marine,  especially  as  regarded  the 
character  and  qualifications  of  tlie  masters 
and  mates,  the  discipline  of  the  crew,  and 
the  general  wellbeing  of  the  whole  service. 
There  had  been,  as  the  House  must  recol- 
lect, some  discussion  on  this  matter  durincr 
the  debates  on  the  navigation  laws.  He 
desired  now  to  revive  this  controversy  no 
farther  than  to  say  that  truth,  and  a 
sense  of  duty,  compelled  him  to  state  his 
opinion,  founded  on  much  inquiry,  which 
was  this,  that  the  present  state  of  the  qua- 
lifications of  the  masters  and  the  mates, 
the  present  state  of  the  discipline  of  the 
crews,  and  the  general  condition  of  the 
mercantile  navy  of  England,  demanded 
the  serious  attention  of  Parliament.  He 
believed  that  he  spoke  the  sentiments  en- 
tertained by  all  well-informed  men — he 
believed  that  he  should  not  be  contradicted 
by  any  mercantile  man  of  eminence,  or  by  I 
any  naval  captain  of  experience,  when  he  ; 
said  that,  as  regarded  qualifications,  pro- 
fessional and  scientific,  the  mercantile  ma- 
rine of  this  country  did  not  stand  so  high 
aa  coald  be  wished;  ho  believed  there  was 
BO  one  would  contradict  him  when  ho  said 


it  was  most  desirable  that  Parliament 
should  devote  to  that  subject  their  most 
serious  attention,  with  a  view  to  consider-  • 
ing  whether  some  measure  could  not  be  . 
introduced  which  would  be  calculated  to 
put  a  stop  to  evils  of  an  alarming  magni- 
tude— evils  which,  if  not  arrested,  threat- 
ened the  prosperity  and  welfare  of  that 
which  was  considered  to  be  in  England  a 
most  vital  and  tender  point.  On  this  sub- 
ject, however,  ho  gave  way  to  no  feelings  of 
despondency.  In  England  we  had  that 
which  constituted  the  staple  of  a  great 
mercantile  marine  —  namely,  the  largest 
and  hardiest  seafaring  population  in  the 
world.  But  this  alone  was  not  enough  to 
make  our  mercantile  marine  what  it 
should  be.  He  should  not  trouble  the 
House  by  going  at  any  length  into  evi- 
dence for  the  purpose  of  proving  the  po- 
sition which  he  had  been  laying  down;  but 
he  could  not  help  referring  to  the  reports 
of  our  foreign  consuls  on  the  state  of  our 
mercantile  marine,  copies  of  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House.  There 
had  been  much  discussion  on  the  subject 
of  those  reports,  and  an  opinion  respecting 
them  had  been  given  in  another  place,  to 
which  he  could  not  with  regularity  more 
particularly  refer.  That  opinion,  to  which 
he  attached  considerable  importance,  had 
been  given  by  Lord  Ellenborough,  who  had 
bestowed  on  the  subject  much  attention, 
and  who  was  an  excellent  judge  of  the 
point  on  which  he  had  pronounced  an  opin- 
ion. Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  though 
the  consuls  might  be  influenced  by  a  bias 
in  favour  of  a  particular  conclusion, 
and  though,  in  particular  cases,  they  had 
drawn  highly  coloured  pictures,  3'et  on  the 
whole  there  was  great  trust  to  be  reposed 
in  their  accounts,  and  no  one  could  doubt 
that  their  descriptions  were  fair  and  true. 
13 ut  there  were  two  or  three  witnesses 
whose  testimony  he  could  not  help  calling 
to  his  aid,  and  who  certainly  could  not  bo 
suspected  of  any  bias.  The  first  of  these 
whom  he  should  mention  was  Mr.  M. 
Wigram,  who  stated,  as  was  the  fact,  that 
the  captains  of  merchant  vessels  engaged 
in  the  China  and  Indian  trades  were  men  of 
a  higher  order  than  those  usually  employ- 
ed in  English  vessels  trading  to  ports  of 
Europe,  and  to  that  class  of  oflicers  his  ob- 
servations did  not  by  any  means  apply. 
Mr.  Wigram  gave  the  following  answer  to 
this  question : — 

"  Are  your  captains  in  general  aa  well  odneated 
and  as  trustworthy  men  as  the  American  cap- 
tains'if — Yes,  I  believe  they  are;  but  1  do  iiot 
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mean  to  apply  that  to  the  European  trade  gene- 
rally ;  the  reports  of  the  consuls  on  the  Continent 
are  too  authentic  to  leave  a  douht  on  that  point. 

**  Have  you  seen  the  reports  from  the  consuls  ? 
— I  have  not  read  them  attentively  ;  hut  I  know 
their  general  character,  and  I  am  afraid  that  they 
are  too  correct.  I  dare  not  challenge  their  accu- 
racy as  respects  the  continental  trade." 

Mr.  Wigrara's  sbips  were  principally  en- 
gaged in  the  East  India  and  China  trades. 
He  should  next  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Richmond, 
who  delivered  his  testimony  as  follows  : — 

**  K I  were  to  say  the  English  captains  had  im- 
proved, I  think  I  should  state  that  which  was  not 
the  fact ;  for  the  last  twenty-five  years  respectable 
people  hardly  ever  send  a  boy  to  sea,  and  the  con- 
sequence has  been  that  we  have  had  to  take  the 
captains  of  our  merchant  ships  from  rather  a  less 
educated  class  of  men  than  they  used  to  be  fifly 
or  sixty  years  ago.  I  do  not  think  their  seaman- 
ship is  one  iota  impaired,  but  perhaps  their  man- 
ners may  be  a  little  less  refined." 

They  had,  in  the  third  place,  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  G.  F.  Young,  who  said — 

"  That  though  he  thought  a  too  indiscriminate 
censure  had  been  thrown  upon  the  commanders  of 
British  ships,  and  not  sufficient  allowance  made 
for  the  very  large  numbers  we  require,  he  believ- 
ed, that  taking  the  whole  course  of  our  trade, 
the  captains  of  many  foreign  ships  are  a  better 
class  than  many  in  our  ships." 

He  should  next  quote  from  a  book  of  no 
inconsiderable  authority,  the  title  of  which 
was  A  Glance  at  Revolutionized  Italy ^  by 
Charles  Macfarlane,  who  addressed  himself 
to  this  subject  in  the  following  words : — 

"  It  wounded  my  national  pride  to  see  the  ge- 
neral run  of  our  skippers  cut  so  mean  a  figure, 
not  only  in  dress  but  in  manners,  when  compared 
with  these  smart  Italian  captains.  No  further 
back  than  twenty  years  ago,  the  Italian  skipper 
was  mostly  a  coarse  dirty  fellow,  in  an  ill-cut 
weather  jacket  or  greco,  with  a  greasy  hat  and  a 
very  empty  head  under  it.  The  change  is  prodi- 
gious. It  seemed  to  me  that,  if  there  had  been  any 
change  in  the  masters  of  our  own  common  mer- 
chant vessels,  it  had  been  a  change  for  the  worse. 
This  is  matter  of  serious  consideration,  and  espe- 
cially now  that  hazardous  changes  are  contem- 
plated in  our  navigation  laws." 

It  was  to  bo  remembered  that  the  author 
of  that  work  was  a  Protectionist. 

"  Statists  may  make  their  tables,  and  bewilder 
us  with  returns  and  long  arrays  of  figures,  and 
treat  men  as  ciphers  ;  but  if  the  condition  of  the 
merchant  captain  is  getting  worse  instead  of 
better,  it  must  be  seriously  doubted  whether  our 
mercantile  navy  is  improving ;  and  without  that 
nursery  and  treasury,  what  is  to  become  of  our 
national  navy  ?  Twenty-five  years  ago,  in  every 
part  of  the  Mediterranean  the  preference  was 
given  to  English  bottoms,  wherever  they  could  bo 
procured,  and  the  rate  of  insurance  was  increased 
upoD  goods  shipped  Iq  country  vessels.    There  is 


no  such  preference  now,  nor,  as  I  believe,  any 
difference  made  in  insumnces." 

There  were  other  documents  to  which  he 
might  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
amongst  the  number  was  a  statement  con- 
tained in  a  memorial  from  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  at  Bombay,  in  the  year  1842. 
In  that  document  the  writer  spoiie  in  very 
strong  terms  of  the  want  of  discipline  on 
board  of  mercantile  vessels,  and,  generally 
speaking,  the  incompetency  of  the  captains 
and  other  officers;  but  that  he  did  not  im- 
pute so  much  to  a  want  of  scientific  know- 
ledge as  to  their  low  moral  character,  and, 
though  frequently  the  captains  might  pos- 
sess the  necessary  amount  of  knowledge, 
yet  the  mates  were  extremely  ignorant  and 
incompetent.  Such  were  the  opinions  of 
the  members  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
at  Bombay ;  and  though  he  had  not  the 
document  with  him,  and  could  not  quote 
the  exact  words,  yet  he  ventured  to  say 
that  he  had  faithfully  stated  their  general 
purport.  Further,  he  believed  that  there 
was  a  great  want  of  proper  regulations, 
and  very  imperfect  discipline,  in  force 
amongst  the  crews  of  merchant  vessels, 
much  of  which,  no  doubt,  might  be  attri- 
buted to  want  of  proper  qualifications  on 
the  part  of  the  masters  themselves  :  when 
they  were  unqualified,  it  was  toa  much  to 
expect  that  any  thing  like  satisfactory  dis- 
cipline could  be  maintained  amongst  the 
crews.  Unless  they  proceeded,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  render  the  masters  respec- 
table in  the  eyes  of  the  crews,  they  could 
not  by  legislative  enactment  venture  to 
strengthen  the  reins  of  discipline.  He  felt 
it  unnecessary  to  weary  the  House  with 
any  further  quotation  from  the  evidence 
given  before  Committees,  or  from  the  re- 
ports of  consuls,  for  he  felt  that  he  could 
appeal  to  the  experience  of  all  Members 
present  in  confirmation  of  the  assertion 
that  there  prevailed  in  our  mercantile  ma- 
rine a  great  and  lamentable  want  of  disci- 
pline ;  and  he  thought  himself  warranted 
in  saying,  with  respect  to  the  whale 
fishery,  that  we  have  altogether  lost  it 
on  account  of  that  want  of  discipline, 
and  that  it  passed  from  our  hands  into 
that  of  our  American  rivals  by  reason 
of  the  superior  discipline  of  the  American 
crews,  as  compared  with  those  of  Great 
Britain.  Having  disposed  of  the  first  two 
subjects  which  he  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  he 
should  now  enter  upon  the  third  point,  and 
that  was,  the  general  condition  of  the 
sailors  engaged  in  the  merchant  service. 
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It  waB  with  the  utmost  regret  he  was 
bound  to  acknowledge,  such  was  the  con- 
dition of  our  mercantile  marine,  that  ns 
many  as  14,000  sailors  had  deserted  from 
British  merchant  vessels  in  the  course  of 
one  year.  That  statement  ho  made  on 
the  best  information  that  he  could  obtain 
from  tho  office  of  the  Registrar  General  of 
Merchant  Seamen.  There  was  one  sub- 
ject connected  with  the  condition  of  the 
mercantile  marine,  and  more  especially 
with  that  of  England,  which  he  thought,  in 
a  peculiar  degree,  demanded  the  attention 
of  Parliament,  and  that  was  the  agree- 
ments entered  into  between  the  merchant 
seamen  and  those  who  employed  them.  In 
erery  mercantile  country  there  were  regu-  j 
lations  respecting  those  agreements  ;  they 
»  not  left,  as  other  agreements  between 
jers  ond  employed,  to  be  arranged 
ling  to  the  will  and  convenience  of 
the  parties  principally  interested.  In  other 
trades  and  businesses,  it  was  usual  to  leave 
parties  to  themselves  ;  in  the  merchant 
service,  tho  practice  of  interference  had 
always  been  recognised;  and  on  that  point 
he  should  quote  an  opinion  expressed — not 
by  an  Englishman — but  by  a  person  of 
high  authority  in  the  United  States  of 
America  ;  it  was  that  of  Chancellor  Kent, 
who,  in  his  great  work,  said — 

••  Wo  come  next  to  treat  of  tho  laws  api)licablG 
to  leamen ;  and  it  will  appear,  for  obvious  roa- 
Miifl,  that  in  tho  codes  of  all  coninioreial  nations 
they  aro  the  objects  of  groat  solicitudo  and  of 
paternal  care.  They  aro  usually  a  hoedlcss,  ig- 
norant, audacious,  but  most  useful  class  of  men, 
expoied  to  constant  hardships,  ])erilH,  and  op- 
pceMioo.  From  tho  naturo  of  their  employment, 
and  their  *  homo  on  tho  deep,'  they  aro  necessarily 


system,  he  hoped  the  House  would  under- 
stand that  he  had  no  intention  of  proposing 
any  new  principles,  but  merely  of  laying  a 
ground  for  obtaining  the  sanction  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  that  which  every  one  must  ad- 
mit to  be  necessary,  and  which  indeed  the 
existing  law  sanctioned  in  principle,  al- 
though it  did  not  effect  it  in  practice — tho 
principle  of  obtaining  trustworthy  agents 
in  the  negotiation  and  settlement  of  agree- 
ments. Every  one  acquainted  with  the 
subject  was  ready  to  admit  that  nothing 
really  hnportant  could  be  accomplished, 
unless  they  began  by  securing  the  respect- 
ability of  the  agents  employed  in  negotiat- 
ing agreements.  The  case  as  it  at  present 
stood,  left  the  sailor  open  to  the  greatest 
frauds.  In  America  those  agreements  were 
nsually  arranged  through  the  instrumentality 
of  notaries  public;  but  in  this  country  there 
w»is  no  person  of  corresponding  rank  to  a 
notary  public  to  undertake  that  duty;  the 
broker  would  not  take  it,  and  the  unavoid- 
able result  was,  that  it  came  to  be  left  in 
tlie  hands  of  the  crimp.  During  the  last 
Administration  measures  had  been  t^iken, 
by  the  Admiralty,  he  believed,  for  abating 
the  evil,  tliat  department  insisting  that 
agreements  should  be  made  by  none  but 
licensed  agents,  and  no  man  was  thencefor- 
ward allowed  to  undertake  that  species  of 
agency  unless  he  obtained  a  license;  but 
unfortunately  that  system  fell  very  far 
short  of  what  was  necessary.  The  13oard 
of  Trade,  no  doubt,  did  what  they  could  to 
select  respectable  agents,  and  to  exclude 
from  tlie  privilege  of  licenses  all  lodging- 
house-kccpcrs;  but  still  tlie  employment  of 
ab3(dutelv  unavoidable. 


crimps   remained 
•zdnded,  in  a  great  degrees  from  the  benefits  of,  j^^^^  ^^.^^^  ^|,^  ^^^^^  of  pcrson^s  SO  employed, 
cxTilitation,    and  the   comforts  and   chanties  of  .    ,  ,     .  .    ,  /  i    i      i         if 

domertio  life.  Upon  their  native  element  thev  1  t^^^T  ^^^^^^  ^t  a  ponit  to  exclude  slopsellers; 
are  bahitnally  buffeted  by  winds  and  waves,  and  ,  and,  without  bringing  any  sweeping  charges 
vrestUng  with  tempests  ;  and  in  time  of  war  against  any  class  of  men,  he  might  say, 
thejare  exposed  to  the  still  fiercer  elements  of  ti^^t  the  present  state  of  the  law  did  not 
SSrr«S^^"ti™,\r.:'^S^^^  -H»ate  pvotoction  for  the  sailor 

▼iee.  It  becomes,  therefore,  a  very  interestinir '  }^  they  wished  to  eflect  an  nnprovement 
topic  of  mquiry  to  see  what  protection  tho  laws  >  in  the  conduct  of  the  sailors,  they  must 
hare  thrown  around  such  a  hous<'less  and  helpless  make  tliat  class  of  men  satisfied  with  tho 
race  of  beings  and  what  special  provii^ion  lias  ,  contracts  into  which  they  entered.  If  they 
been  made  for  their  securitv  and  indemnity.  i     •  i     ix    •  xi  i-  •        r^i 

!  wished  to  improve  the  condition  or  the  mer- 

After  having  called  their  attention  thus  to    cantile  seamen,  they  must  mananje  to  have 


the  accurate  and  eloquent  description  which 
Chancellor  Kent  gave  of  tho  ill-advised 
and  miBchievous  policy  which  would  leave 
the  agreements  of  the  mercantile  sailors 
to  mere  chance,  he  thought  he  had  done 
all  that  could  be  considered  necessary  for 
;  the  House  to  adopt,  at  no  distant 
measures  for  the  protection  of  the 
i  laflor.     In  proposing  an  improved 

VOL.  evil,  {s;:',^^ 


their  contracts  with  their  employers  con- 
cluded through  the  instrumentality  of  a 
very  difTerent  set  of  officers  from  those  who 
were  at  present  engaged  in  it.  It  was  also 
necessary  to  make  a  beginning  in  the  way 
of  sanitary  reform  as  regarded  the  condi- 
tion of  our  mercantile  shipping.  No  man 
who  read  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Health 
could  for  a  moment  doubt  that  a  very  ma- 
I 


235 


Merohara  Seamen 


{COMMONS} 


and  Pihts, 


236 


tions  of  masters  of  merchant  sbipB,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  it  would  lead  to  their  obtain- 
ing increased  salaries.     The  rates  of  salary 
now  given  to  the  masters  and  mates  in  the 
merchant  service  were  in  many  cases  ut- 
terly inadequate  and  improperly  low,  and 
he  would  bo  very  glad  if  the  measure  he 
now  proposed  operated  in  obliging  ship- 
owners to  give  higher  wages  to  those  in 
their  employ  who  discharged  the  important 
duty  of  commanding  merchant  ships.     He 
considered,   then,  that   part  of  this  fund 
might  be  appropriately  given,  in  gratuities 
and  good-service  pensions,   to   the    most 
deserving  masters  and  mates.  He  thought, 
also,  that  good  might  be  done  by  giving 
captains  in  the  merchant  service  who  ob- 
tained first-class  certificates   the  right  to 
wear  some  badge  of  distinction  which  would 
give  them  a  sort  of  authority  in  foreign 
ports,  and  which  would  no  doubt  be  gratify- 
ing to  them;  for  he  believed  the  raising  of 
the  position  of  these  masters  in  their  own 
eatimation  and  in  that  of  the  public  would 
be  attended  with  very  beneficial  results. 
With  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  fund 
arising  from  fines  upon  the  seamen,   he 
considered  that  money  so  derived  should  be 
applied  to  the  benefit  of  the  seamen  them- 
selves; and  he  thought  means  might  be 
found,  in  conjunction  with  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Fund»  or  in  some  other  way,  of 
devoting  such  money  to  some  object  bear- 
ing directly   upon  the   well-being  of  the 
merchant  seamen.    There  were  some  other 
points  of  a  minor  description  in  the  Bill- 
such  as  an  alteration  in  the  system  of  ad- 
vance notes — with  which  he  would  not  now 
weary  the  House;  for,  as  he  did  not  press 
for  legislation  on  the  subject  during  the 
present  Session,  he  had  thought  it  better 
to  confine  himself  to  an  outline  of  the  main 
features   of  the  measure.      He    regarded 
this  as  a  subject  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance,  and  he  was  most   anxious  that  it 
should  obtain  from  the  House  and  from  the 
country  that  full  consideration  which,  from 
its  immense  consequence   to  the  highest 
interests  of  the  empire,  it  amply  merited. 
It  was  with  this  view  that  he  had  brought 
forward  the  present  measure.  He  was  very 
far  from  supposing  that  it  was  not  suscep- 
le  of  gr       improvement;  but  with  re- 
j       .  to  its  1      1  principles,  he  firmly  be- 
ved  that  asore  would  adequately 

s  )      ce     les  of  the  case  which  was 

I  fu]       3a  to  improYe  the  character  and 
<  of       se  to  whom  the  oom- 

m  tii  ^       intrutted,  to 
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as  far  as  possible,  to  improve  the  sanitary 
and  moral  condition,  and  to  promote  the 
contentment  of  the  great  seafaring  body 
engaged  in  that  mercantile  marine  which 
was  intimately  connected,  not  only  with 
the  wealth  and  prosperity,  but  also  with 
the  security  and  national  defence  of  the 
country. 

"Moved  —  1.  That  the  Chairman  be  directed 
to  move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Pilotage. 

"2.  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
improving  the  condition  of  Masters,  Mates,  and 
Seamen,  in  the  Merchant  Service." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  felt  that  he  had  rea- 
son to  thank  the  House  for  the  attention 
with  which  it  had  listened  to  his  state- 
ment, it  appeared  to  him  that  the  House 
and  the  country  were  not  less  indebted  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  very  in- 
teresting and  comprehensive  view  he  had 
taken  of  a  class  of  subjects  to  which  was 
attached  very  little  of  popular  or  exterior 
attraction,  but  wliich  were  at  the  same 
time  of  the  deepest  and  the  most  vital 
national  importance.  He  would  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
throughout  the  greater  portion  of  the  de- 
tails into  which  he  had  entered,  or  the 
plans  he  had  suggessed.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  the  particulars  of  those  plans 
would  require  a  far  more  detailed  and  pro- 
longed consideration  than  could  be  given 
to  them  while  listening  to  such  a  state- 
ment as  that  which  they  had  just  heard. 
He  should  therefore  confine  himself  to  a 
very  few  and  cursory  remarks  on  different 
portions  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Now  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  light-dues,  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  commenced  his  ob- 
servations, he  should  state  that  he  was 
exceedingly  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  succeeded  in  obtaining  for  the 
mercantile  marine  of  this  country  a  very 
considerable  remission  of  the  burdens  to 
which  they  were  subjected  by  that  class  of 
payments;  and  he  felt  that  those  who  were 
intrusted  with  the  management  of  the  cor- 
poration of  the  Trinity-house,  whatever 
might  be  thought  of  the  constitution  of 
that  body  on  abstract  principles,  deserved 
the  distinct  approbation  of  that  House  for 
the  disposition  they  had  shown  to  appre- 
ciate with  an  enlightened  judgment  the 
exigencies  of  the  times,  and  to  meet  the 
reasonable  demands  of  those  who  were 
peculiarly  interested  in  that  matter.    He 
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©nly  add,  that  he  regretted  that 

the  right  non.  Gentleman  had  not,  simul- 
iMMOulj  with  the  reoognition  of  those  de- 
nMnds  on  the  pari  of  the  Trinity-house, 
•gain  laid  on  the  tahlo  the  Bill  which  he 
had  fiimerlj  introduced;  hecause,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that, 
hj  eccepting  that  arrangement  with  the 
TiiniCj-nouse,  Parliament  and  tho  Govom- 
ment  would  not  he  precluded  from  enter- 
ing into  a  larger  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  light-dues,  yet  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
atone)  ahould  say  that  he  thought  their 
libertj  in  that  respect  would  he  more  clear 
and  nnqneationed  if  there  had  hecn  some 
pmetieal  aasertion,  hy  laying  that  Bill  on 
the  table,  of  the  necessity  of  a  further 
eonnderation  of  the  whole  principle  on 
whieh  light-dues  were  at  present  raised, 
and  on  which  the  management  of  them 
was  conducted.  With  respect  to  the  re- 
gulations to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred,  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  care- 
fully eonridered  the  legality  of  the  system 
whieh  he  proposed  to  estahlish.  But  he 
eonld  not  help  saying  that  the  duty  of 
drawing  a  distinction  between  the  various 
daatea  of  yessels,  and  the  various  classes 
of  Toyages,  with  respect  to  light-dues, 
waa  a  duty  which  it  would  be  neccs- 
■anr  to  exercise  with  the  utmost  delicacy 
and  discrimination.  He  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  only  one 
partieular  description  of  remission  of  dues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  as  he  had 
understood  him,  that  ships  which  had  sail- 
ed from  a  port  at  which  they  had  paid  tho 
light-dues,  should  not  again  be  subject  to 
Ae  payment  of  those  dues  on  the  home- 
ward royage. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  what 
he  had  stated  was,  that  there  wore  cer- 
tain exceptional  cases  in  whieh  the  light- 
duea  were  paid  twice,  and  he  proposed  to 
do  away  with  those  exceptions. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  was  glad  to  receive 
that  explanation  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, aa  it  appeared  from  it  that  he  only 
meant  to  remove  exceptions  to  the  general 
praettoe  at  present  in  existence.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  pilotage  he  would 
not  enter  into  that  subject  farther  than  to 
aay  that  ho  regretted  to  find  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  such  a  view  of 
the  connexion  between  that  question  and 
the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws,  as  to 
have  prevented  his  having  submitted  to 
the  House  the  statement  he  had  just  made 
at  an  eaifier  period  of  the  Session;  because 


he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could  not  hut  appro* 
hend  that  although  the  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  pilotage 
appeared  primd  facie  to  be  one  which  it 
would  be  very  desirable  to  carry  into  eifect, 
if  that  could  be  done  consistently  with  per- 
fect justice,  yet  he  could  conceive  that 
there  might  be  parties  who  would  consider 
that  it  would  so  far  interfere  with  their 
rights  that  they  would  be  entitled  to  ask 
the  House  not  to  proceed  to  legislate  on 
the  subject  without  a  greater  degree  of 
consideration  than  they  could  then  bestow 
upon  it.  He  should,  however,  pass  from 
that  matter  to  an  omission  which  ho  no- 
ticed in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  meant  the  omission  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  them  his 
views  upon  a  subject  on  which  it  appeared 
to  him  that  an  exposition  of  those  views 
wos  necessary  in  order  to  make  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plete, namely,  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that,  under  the  measure  which 
he  proposed  to  introduce,  there  might 
be  funds  raised  which  would  be  available 
for  strengthening  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund;  but  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  regretted 
to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  given  them  any  specific  exposition  of 
his  views  upon  that  subject.  Now,  the 
general  observation  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  set  out,  that  those  ques- 
tions were  both  difiicult  and  unattractive, 
and  were,  at  the  same  time,  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  of  pressing 
exigency,  was  eminently  applicable  to 
the  question  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund.  They  had  prevailing,  with  re- 
gard to  that  fund,  the  grossest  inequa- 
lities, which  had  entailed  great  hardship 
and  injustice  on  seamen.  In  raising  that 
fund  they  subjected  seamen  to  a  tax  of  a 
very  exceptional  character,  for  no  other 
labourers  were  liable  to  a  tax  on  their 
wages;  and  the  tax  was,  at  the  same  time, 
one  from  which  those  men  derived  no  cor- 
responding advantage.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  a  very  difiicult  question  to  de- 
cide whether  the  House  ought  to  resolve 
on  winding-up  the  concerns  of  the  Mer- 
chant Seamen's  Fund  altogether,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  compensating  those  who 
had  claims  on  it,  or  whether  they  ought  to 
endeavour  to  put  that  fund  on  an  improved 
basis.  But  it  was  perfectly  clear  that,  in- 
dependently of  other  objections  to  the  pre- 
sent management  of  the  fund,  it  was  at 
present  galloping  towards  insolvency,  and 
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in  a  few  years  they  would  be  driven  to  le- 
gislate with  respect  to  it,  whether  they 
should  will  it  or  not.  He  feared  that  the 
fund  was  insolvent  at  the  present  moment; 
but  at  all  events  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  it  was  becoming  every  year  more  and 
more  unable  to  meet  the  charges  upon  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  certainly 
had  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  paid  so  much  attention  to  these 
subjects,  would  have  stated  to  them  his 
views  with  respect  to  that  fund  ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  at  least  hold  himself  bound  to  them 
thus  far.  that  they  were  to  understand  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  definitive  settlement  of  that  question  at 
an  early  period  of  the  next  Session.  So 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  concerned, 
he  could  venture  to  promise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  would  have  his  co- 
operation in  endeavouring  to  eflfect  such  a 
settlement,  and  that  he  was  so  sensible  of 
the  extreme  urgency  of  the  case,  that  no 
objections  on  his  part  to  any  minor  details 
of  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  prevent  him  from  giving  him  his 
best  support  on  the  subject.  He  should 
next  pass  to  the  great  and  comprehensive 
scheme  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  developed  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech.  He  emphatically  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  principle  that 
if  they  wished  to  make  a  real  reform  in  the 
character  and  condition  of  our  mercantile 
marine,  they  should  first  endeavour  to  im- 
prove the  character  of  the  masters  and 
mates  ;  and  it  was  only  by  what  they 
might  achieve  in  respect  to  them  that  they 
could  hope  to  succeed  in  their  projects 
with  respect  to  their  crews.  He  believed 
that  wherever  they  found  a  ship  with  a 
disorderly  and  disorganised  crew,  they 
would,  in  general,  bo  as  fully  justified  in 
ascribing  the  state  of  such  a  crew  to  the 
inefficiency,  or  the  immorality,  or  the  ig- 
norance of  the  master,  as  they  would  bo 
justified  in  ascribing  the  state  of  a  dis- 
orderly and  disorganised  school  to  the  in- 
capacity of  the  schoolmaster.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  but  they  ought  to  have  such 

itions  ei     blished  between  the  master 
^\        his       tw  as  would  place  in  the  hands 

ihe  lOT         ampile  powers  for  ensuring 

bo)     I  his  ship  ;  and  with  whose 

1       r  Bhoold  be  a  corresponding 

ly.     He  was,    on   tlie  whole. 

Ml  and         1      right  hon.  Gentleman 

a  system  of  compulsory 

and  mates,  and, 


at  the  same  time,  to  make  that  system 
merely  prospective,  and  not  to  attempt  to 
apply  it  to  those  who  were  at  present 
masters  and  mates.  He  was,  indeed,  so 
fully  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  not  deal- 
ing harshly  with  those  parties,  that  he  had 
heard  with  some  doubt  and  scruple  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  announce,  as  part  of 
his  plan,  that  the  certificates  of  service 
which  might  already  have  been  obtained 
by  masters  and  mates,  were  to  be  with- 
drawable in  case  of  gross  misconduct ;  not 
that  he  thought  there  was  anything  unfair 
in  that  principle,  but  because  he  could  not 
help  questioning  the  propriety  of  giving  to 
a  subordinate  portion  of  an  executive  de- 
partment a  power  of  judging  of  the  con- 
duct of  masters  and  mates,  and  entailing 
on  them  far  more  severe  consequences 
than  any  to  which  an  ordinary  tribunal 
would  subject  them  for  any  offence  short 
of  a  crime,  while  they  would  not  have  the 
securities  in  their  favour  which  a  court  of 
justice  would  afibrd  them.  He  was  glad, 
however,  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant  to  define  certain  cases  of 
gross  misconduct  which  would  render  mas- 
ters liable  to  that  penalty;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
no  difficulty  in  the  application  of  his  prin- 
ciple. But  he  was  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  find  fault  with  him 
for  suggesting  that  the  mode  of  proving  a 
degree  of  misconduct,  which  was  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  withdrawal  of  a  certificate  of 
service,  was  a  matter  that  would  require, 
in  all  its  details,  the  most  anxious  and 
careful  consideration.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  he  intended 
to  apply  tho  principle  of  the  compulsory 
intervention  of  the  public  officers  in  the 
formation  of  contracts  of  service  between 
seamen  and  their  employers.  Now,  into 
that,  and  into  many  other  matters  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred,  he 
should  think  it  premature,  at  that  moment, 
to  enter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
great  ends  to  attain;  and  that  was  not  the 
time  for  considering  the  details  of  his  plan. 
He  concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  giving  credit  in  general  to  the  re- 
ports that  had  been  made  with  respect  to 
the  deficient  state  of  our  mercantile  ma- 
rine. They  were  not  there  to  disparage 
tho  noble  qualities  that  belonged  to  the 
character  of  the  British  seaman.  But  that 
was  not  the  question  with  which  they  had 
to  deal;  for  they  were  not  to  be  considered 
as  decrying  those  qualities,  or  as  denying 
that,  on  ihe  whole,  the  mercantile  marine 
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«f  Eni^aiid  should  be  considered  the  first, 
yeriiapft,  in  the  world,  because  they  said 
that  where  they  found  practical  defects, 
they  would  endeayour  to  remedy  them. 
Bnt.  at  the  same  time,  the  matter 
involTed  lo  much  interference  with  the 
finee  agency  of  individuals,  that  it  was 
obvioiiuy  one  of  the  greatest  difficulty, 
and  he  should  wish  to  have  before  him 
ihe  whole  plan  of  the  right  hen.  Gcn- 
deman  before  pronouncing  any  definitive 
opinion  with  respect  to  it.  Ho  could  not, 
howeyer.  help  making  another  remark  with 
respect  to  a  particular  clause  in  the  Act 
whieh  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  had  lately 
saeeeeded  in  obtaining  for  a  modification 
and  almost  for  a  repeal  of  our  navigation 
laws.  The  right  hen.  Gentleman  had 
found  that  the  state  of  the  British  mercan- 
tile marine  was,  in  very  important  respects, 
eminently  defective,  and  he  proposed  to 
core  that  defective  state  by  a  set  of  rcgu- 
lations  involving  great  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  involving  a 
great  complexity  and  minuteness  of  rules, 
and  whioh  would  place  the  profession  of  a 
seaman,  and  still  more  the  profession  of  the 
master  of  a  merchant  ycssoI,  in  a  kind  of 
pupilage.  Now,  he  did  not  find  fault  with 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  for  having  done 
those  things;  but,  with  the  moderate  faith 
that  he  had  in  the  success  of  any  merely 
mechanical  set  of  rules,  he  was  bound  to 
ask  himself  whether  there  was  no  other 
measure  of  a  larger,  more  vigorous,  and, 
ultimately,  of  a  more  certain  operation, 
which  they  ought  to  adopt  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Uie  character  of  masters  and  sail- 
ors in  the  British  mercantile  marine.  lie 
thought  there  was;  and  that  measure  would 
he,  to  apply  to  the  command  of  vessels,  and 
to  the  manning  of  vessels,  the  principle  of 
competition  which  they  had  applied  to  the 
carrying  trade  and  to  the  building  of  ves- 
sels. He  deeply  lamented  to  find  that  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  had  not  applied  that 
pnnciplo  to  the  manning  of  ships.  The 
right  hen.  Gentleman  had  deprived  the 
shipowner  of  his  monopoly;  ho  had  depriv- 
ed the  shipbuilder  of  his  monopoly;  but  the 
monopoly  of  the  sailor  he  still  proposed  to 
retain.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  always  held — and  he  had  repeated  the 
opinion  that  day — that  in  taking  away  the 
monopoly  of  the  shipbuilder  and  of  the 
shipowner,  he  was  not  inflicting  on  them  an 
injury,  but  conferring  on  them  a  great  be- 
nefit; and  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could  not 
anderstand  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  prepared  to  confer  a  similar  benefit 


on  our  seamen.  He  was  persuaded  that 
every  reason  that  went  to  show  that  they 
had  been  right  in  repealing  the  navigation 
laws,  would  also  prove  that  they  ought  to 
allow  our  shipowners  to  choose  whatever 
seamen  they  might  please.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  no  system  of  sanitary  regula- 
tions— that  no  system  for  the  examination 
of  masters  and  mates,  however  good  such 
a  system  might  be  in  itself,  would  enable 
them  to  attain  the  end  they  had  in  view, 
unless  they  applied  the  healthy  principle 
of  competition  to  the  system  on  which  our 
ships  were  manned,  as  well  as  to  the  system 
on  which  they  were  built,  or  to  the  system 
on  which  they  were  employed  in  the  carry- 
ing trade.  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  not  from  any  wanton 
desire  to  revive  the  discussion  on  the  navi- 
gation laws  that  he  had  made  those  obser- 
vations, but  it  was  because  he  wished  to 
express  his  conscientious  conviction  that  a 
similar  relaxation  of  our  laws  in  the  present 
case  lay  at  the  root  of  any  good  system 
for  improving  the  condition  of  our  mercan- 
tile marine.  Ho  thought  they  had  the 
most  distinct  reasons  to  believe  that  the 
repeal  of  the  navigation  laws  was  a  safe 
measure  as  regarded  our  shipbuilding  and 
our  carrying  trade;  but  he  thought  the  evi- 
dence was  still  more  demonstrative  that 
the  British  sailor  could  compete  with  all 
the  sailors  in  the  world.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  that  fact  was  sufficiently  estab- 
lished by  the  eagerness  with  which  our 
sailors  were  sought  after  in  foreign  coun- 
tries. It  was  a  painful  fact,  and  one  which 
they  ought  to  lay  to  heart,  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  to  it  its  true  value,  that  in  one 
year  14,000  sailors  had  deserted  our  mer- 
chant service;  and  no  doubt  many  of  those 
sailors  were  at  present  navigating  American 
ships,  under  the  strict  discipline  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  American  marine.  Our  pre- 
sent system  did  not,  therefore,  keep  our 
sailors  in  our  own  service.  On  all  those 
grounds  he  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  be  disposed,  during  the 
interval  between  this  and  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  to  reconsider  the  view  he 
had  taken  with  regard  to  the  manning  of 
our  ships  since  the  repeal  of  the  navigation 
laws,  lie,  for  one,  was  convinced  that  next 
Session  would  not  pass  over,  and  ought 
not  to  pass  over,  without  an  eifort  being 
made  to  give  to  the  British  shipowner  the 
freedom  to  which  he  was  entitled  of  man- 
ning his  ships  as  he  might  think  fit.  But 
while  he  said  that,  he  did  not  wish  to  dis- 
parage or  to  deprecate  tho  importance  of 
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the  efforts  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  for  the  improvement  of  our  mer- 
chant service.  On  the  contrary,  he  was 
ready  to  give  him  the  highest  credit  for 
those  efforts;  and  he  felt  most  anxious  that 
he  should  succeed  in  the  difficult  task  he 
had  undertaken  to  discharge. 

Sir  G.  clerk  would  for  the  present 
abstain  from  offering  any  observations  on 
the  main  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  he  proposed  simply  to  lay 
his  Bill  on  the  table  for  the  present  Ses- 
sion; but  he  desired  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
on  the  modification  proposed  of  the  light- 
dues,  and  with  regard  to  the  law  proposed 
to  be  introduced  as  to  pilotage.  With  re- 
gard to  the  light-dues,  he  was  ready  to 
concur  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
reducing  them  to  the  lowest  scale  con- 
sistent with  the  safety  of  the  trade  on  the 
coasts.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  disposed  to  continue  them,  and 
only  proposed  to  regulate  that  tax  so  as 
to  make  it  press  with  more  equality.  With 
respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
position to  introduce  a  Bill,  and  pass  it 
this  Session,  with  respect  to  the  pilotage, 
the  Cinque  Ports  would  be  very  materially 
affected  by  that  Bill,  and,  as  Member  for 
Dover,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  he 
should  protest  against  the  passing  of  a  Bill 
of  this  sort  during  the  present  Session. 
There  were  local  interests  which  would  be 
80  deeply  affected  by  this  Bill  as  to  make 
it  highly  important  that  there  should  be 
time  to  have  it  considered  whether  the 
measure  would  be  acceptable  to  the  ship- 
ping interests  or  not.  It  was  generally 
understood  that  the  present  Session  would 
be  brought  to  a  close  in  three  weeks,  and 
what  time  therefore  was  there  for  the  con- 
sideration of  such  a  measure  as  this?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 
measure  of  Lord  Sydenham  had  been  de- 
feated by  local  interests;  and  did  not  that 
prove  that  local  interests  did  exist  which 
would  have  to  be  consulted?  He  thought 
he  had  some  reason  to  complain  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  intended 
to  pass  this  measure  this  Session,  had  not 
brought  it  on  three  months  ago.  It  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  repeal  of  the  navi- 
gation laws,  and  might  just  as  well  have 
been  introduced  in  February  last  as  now. 
What  was  the  principle  of  the  alteration 
proposed  ?  He  believed  no  person  enter- 
tatned  a  doubt  that  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary for  shipping  interests,  for  the  safety 
of  property  and  life,  that  there  should  be 
ttpon  the  British  coast  a  considerable  body 


of  experienced  pilots  who  thoroughly  un- 
derstand the  navigation  of  our  difficult 
seas,  and  who  were  enabled,  from  their 
continual  practice  of  sailing  through  them, 
to  conduct  vessels  of  the  largest  draught 
with  safety,  where  less  experienced  hands 
would  be  liable  to  expose  them  to  danger. 
If  it  were  necessary  to  have  them,  and 
they  were  now  to  be  interfered  with  in  the 
way  proposed,  it  would  be  requisite  to  raise 
a  fund,  out  of  which  they  would  have  to  be 
paid  to  such  an  extent  as  would  enable 
them  to  devote  the  whole  of  their  time  to 
their  duties.  Frequent  inquiries  had  been 
made  in  reference  to  the  pilotage;  and  it 
had  been  shown  that  neither  the  Trinity- 
house  nor  the  Cinque-port  pilots  were  ex- 
cessive in  number;  and  it  had  been  stated 
by  several  witnesses  that  the  income  of  the 
Cinque-port  pilots  was  somewhere  about 
110/.  to  120/.  a  year — no  way  an  un- 
reasonable sum  for  persons  who  were 
obliged  to  expose  themselves  to  such  immi- 
nent risks  and  dangers  as  they  had  to  pass 
through.  In  order  to  raise  the  fund  ne- 
cessary for  the  payment  of  those  pilots,  the 
principle  had  been  that  every  ship  sailing 
along  our  seas  was  bound  to  take  a  pilot. 
If  half  of  the  ships  were  now  to  be  ex- 
empted from  that  obligation — if  this  Bill 
was  to  make  it  optional  whether  a  pilot 
should  be  taken  or  not,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly manifest  that  to  keep  up  the  pre- 
sent number  of  pilots  (the  number  could 
not  be  reduced)  it  would  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  call  for  a  higher  rate  of  pilotage 
from  such  vessels  as  did  take  pilots  than 
they  had  to  pay  now.  It  might  be  easy 
enough,  by  reading  a  book  on  the  subject, 
to  pass  an  examination  at  the  Trinity- 
house,  so  as  to  acquire  a  slight  knowledge 
of  the  dangers  of  the  Channel;  but  if  such 
persons  had  not  a  practical  knowledge  on 
the  point,  and  returned  fifteen  or  eighteen 
months  afterwards  and  ventured  to  pass 
along  without  a  pilot,  their  theoretical 
knowledge  would  in  all  probability  have 
passed  away,  and  they  might  find  them- 
selves exposed  to  serious  dangers.  But 
what  was  to  be  done  with  respect  to  foreign 
vessels  ?  Were  foreigners,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances,  to  be  compelled  to  take  pilots? 
Would  that  be  consistent  with  the  princi- 
ple of  the  present  navigation  laws?  Why,  if 
that  were  to  be  attempted,  there  would  be 
a  representation  in  London  from  the  Ameri- 
can Minister  next  day  against  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
put  foreign  ships  in  the  same  situation  as 
others. 
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8n  O.  CLERK :  Bat  how  were  the 
IBMftin  of  foraigii  ships  to  be  examined  ? 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  By  acme  per- 
'an  approved  of  bj  the  Trinity-house. 

Sn  O.  CLERK  oould  not  suppose  that 
Ao  Americui  Goremment  would  assent 
to  that  for  one  moment.  They  would 
■Ot  1010114  to  have  their  captains  examined 
Inr  m  aet  of  commisrioners  appointed  by  us, 
wj  knowing  that  their  oaptains  wcro  as 
ctoipoteiit  to  navigate  our  seas  as  our  own. 
TUa  waa  a  moat  important  measure,  and 
ho  had  no  doubt  the  greatest  opposition 
would  be  offered  to  it  by  all  persons  cou- 
Moted  with  the  pilotage  at  Liverpool,  the 
Cioqiie  Ports,  and  everywhere  else.  He 
ahoudy  therefore,  by  all  the  means  at  his 
oommand,  try  to  prevent  this  Bill  from 
hciag  prematurely  discussed ;  he  should 
oppoae  ita  second  reading  until  it  had 
been  printed,  circulated  throughout  the 
kingdom,  and  every  opportunity  afforded 
to  all  persons  interested  in  it  fully  to 
ooBMder  it.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the 
ti|^t  hmk.  Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  by 
aimply  la^ng  the  Bill  on  the  table  for  this 


Hb.  MILNER  GIBSON  observed,  that 
a  pilot  question  never  could  bo  brought 
herare  Parliament  without  its  always  being 
thoaj^t  necessary  to  introduce  a  clause  to 
thia  effect,  "Provided  always,  that  no- 
thing contained  in  this  Bill  shall  affect 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Cinque 
Porta.  There  was  always  some  reserva- 
tion of  ihat  sort  conveyed  in  the  intimation 
that  they  might  do  what  they  liked  with- 
ont  interfering  with  the  Cinque  Ports. 
Now,  it  so  happened  that  the  Cinque  Forts 
were  the  great  grievances ;  they  formed 
the  subject  of  all  the  complaints;  and  if 
they  were  left  out  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
fike  the  play  of  Hamlet  with  the  part  of 
Hamlet  omitted  "by  particular  desire.*' 
The  speech  which  they  had  just  heard  was 
not  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
late  Preudent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dover;  for,  certainly,  he  did  not  collect 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend's  observations 
that  he  intended  to  grapple  with  the 
Cinque  Ports  in  a  manner  that  would  be- 
oome  him  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
From  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dover,  it  appeared  otherwise.  This 
waa  not  a  question  affecting  the  rights  of 
a  large  body  of  individuals;  and  although 
there  might  have  been  a  time  when  the 
neeeasitiea  of  the  country  required  that 
hrge  and  exclusive  privileges  should  bo 


conferred  on  the  Cinque  Ports,  that  time 
had  long  since  passed  away,  and  instead  of 
those  privileges  being  a  public  convenience, 
they  were  a  public  nuisance;  and  he,  there- 
fore, called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
deal  with  these  Cinque  Ports  with  a  bold 
hand.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  distin- 
guished person  who  was  at  the  head  of 
them,  would  throw  any  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  improvement,  if  proper  representa- 
tions were  made  to  him.  With  regard  to 
the  pilot  system  itself,  this  was  the  way 
in  which  it  worked— when  ships  did  not 
want  a  pilot  he  was  forced  upon  them,  and 
when  they  did  want  a  pilot  they  could  not 
get  one;  and  for  this  simple  reason,  that 
the  system  secured  to  the  pilot  a  certainty 
of  employment  and  of  income  in  fine  wea- 
ther, which  induced  him  not  to  take  trouble 
and  go  to  sea  in  bad  weather.  If  the  sys- 
tem secured  him  an  income  in  fine  wea- 
ther, it  was  not  likely  that  he  would  run 
the  risk  and  danger  and  incur  the  wear  and 
tear  of  encountering  the  sea  in  rough  wea- 
ther; and  the  consequence  was,  that  very 
often  at  the  South  Foreland  vessels  which 
were  compelled  to  submit  to  the  charge  of 
a  pilot  in  fine  weather,  ran  the  risk  of 
being  lost  through  the  neglect  of  the  pilot 
to  go  to  sea  in  rough  weather.  With  re- 
gard to  the  corporation  of  the  Trinity- 
house,  he  was  one  of  those  who  had  never 
joined  in  a  tilt  against  them,  because  the 
evils  of  the  light-dues  had  been  occasioned 
by  the  acts  of  the  Crown  and  of  tho  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  CARD  WELL  said,  if  ho  imdcr- 
stood  tho  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  tho  I3oard  of 
Trade,  he  had  brought  three  questions  be- 
fore them,  upon  which  ho  proposed  to  take 
;  the  opinion  of  the  House.  The  first  of 
I  these  was  to  give  an  important  relief  to  the 
mercantile  marine;  and  as  that  measure 
was  not  to  be  disposed  of  in  the  present 
Session,  he  should  say  nothing  against  it 
then.  With  regard  to  the  second  question 
— that  of  pilotage — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  he 
was  anxious  to  pass  in  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament.  It  was  merely  of  a  per- 
missive nature,  to  enable  those  parties  who 
had  the  control  of  tho  pilotage  to  make 
certain  remissions  in  regard  to  taking 
pilots  where  it  would  be  expodient ;  and 
at  the  first  view,  it  certainly  did  appear  a 
reasonable  proposal,  which  he  was  not  then 
prepared  to  object  to.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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in  ft  few  years  they  would  be  driven  to  le- 
gislate with  respect  to  it,  whether  they 
[  eliould  IV ill  it  or  not.  He  feared  that  the 
fund  was  insolvent  at  the  present  moment; 
Imt  at  all  events  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  it  was  hecoming  every  year  more  ant! 
more  unahlo  to  meet  the  charges  upon  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  certainly 
had  hoped  tliat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  paid  go  much  attention  to  these 
Bubjcuts,  would  have  stated  to  them  his 
Yiews  with  respect  to  that  fund  ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  ri^lit  hon.  Geutlenian 
would  at  least  hold  liinisclf  bound  to  them 
thus  far,  that  they  were  t(j  nndei-staud  that 
it  was  bis  intent  if  HI  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  definitive  setLlemeut  of  that  r|ni'stion  at 
au  early  period  of  the  next  Session.  *>o 
far  as  bo  (Mr.  Gl.idstone)  was  concerned, 
he  could  venture  to  prou)ise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  be  would  have  his  co- 
operation  in  endeavouring'  to  effect  sucli  a 
Bcttlement^  and  that  be  was  8o  sensible  of 
the  extreme  urgency  of  the  case,  that  no 
ohjections  on  bis  part  to  any  minor  details 
uf  tlie  plan  of  the  right  inm.  (jentleuian 
,  would  prevent  him  from  ^ivin<j  him  hh 
'best  support  on  the  anhject.  lie  should 
next  pass  to  the  f^^eat  and  compreliensive 
Behenie  which  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
had  developed  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
Bpccch.  lie  etuphatieally  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  prineiple  that 
if  they  wished  to  nmko  a  real  reform  In  the 
character  and  condition  of  our  mercantile 
marine,  they  should  first  endeavour  to  im- 
'  prove  the  character  of  the  masters  and 
'  mate's  ;  and  it  was  only  bj  what  they 
might  achieve  in  respect  to  them  that  tbcj 
could  hope  to  succeed  iti  their  projects 
with  respect  to  their  crews.  He  believed 
that  wherever  they  found  a  ship  with  a 
disorderly  ami  diijorganiseil  crew,  they 
would,  in  general,  be  as  fully  justified  in 
ascribing  the  state  of  such  a  crew  to  the 
inefficiency,  or  tho  immorality,  or  tlie  ig- 
norance of  the  master,  as  they  would  be 
justified  in  ascribing  the  state  of  a  dis- 
orderly and  diisorganised  school  to  the  in- 
capacity of  the  schoolmaster.  There  could 
bo  no  doubt  but  they  ought  to  have  such 
relations  established  betsv^eeu  the  master 
and  his  crew  as  would  place  in  the  hands 
of  tho  former  ample  powers  for  ensuring 
order  on  Ixiard  bis  ship  ;  and  with  whose 
powers  there  should  be  a  corresponding 
responsibility,  He  was,  on  the  whole, 
glad  to  fmd  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intended  to  propose  a  system  of  compulsory 
eiamiuation  for  mastors  and  mates,  and, 


at  the  same  time,  to  make  that  system 
merely  prospective,  and  not  to  attempt  to 
apply  it  to  those  wlio  were  at  present 
masters  and  mates.  He  was,  indeed,  so 
fully  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  not  deal- 
ing harshly  with  those  parties,  that  he  had 
heard  with  some  d(mbt  and  scruple  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  announce,  as  part  of 
bis  plan,  that  the  certificates  of  service 
which  might  already  have  been  obtained 
hy  masters  and  mates,  were  to  ho  with- 
drawable in  case  of  gross  misconduct  ;  not 
that  be  thought  there  was  anything  unfair 
in  that  principle,  but  because  be  could  not 
help  questioning  the  propriety  of  giving  to 
a  subordinate  portion  of  an  executive  dc* 
partuieirt  a  power  of  judging  of  tho  con- 
duct of  masters  and  mates,  and  entading 
on  them  far  more  severe  consequences 
than  any  to  which  an  ordinary  tribunnl 
would  subject  them  for  any  otlencc  short 
of  a  crime,  while  they  would  not  hayo  the 
securities  in  their  favour  which  a  court  of 
justice  would  afford  tbcnu  lie  was  glad, 
however,  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant  to  define  certain  cases  of 
gross  misconduct  which  would  render  mas* 
ters  liable  to  that  penalty;  and  be  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
no  difiiculty  in  tho  application  of  bis  prin- 
ciple. But  be  was  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  find  fault  with  bini 
for  suggesting  that  the  mode  of  proving  a 
degree  of  misconduct,  which  was  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  withdrawal  of  a  certiticato  of 
service,  was  a  matter  that  would  require, 
in  all  its  details,  the  moat  anxious  and 
careful  consideration.  The  right  hon. 
Geutleman  had  told  them  that  lie  intended 
to  apply  tlic  principle  of  the  compulsory 
intervention  of  the  public  oflicer.s  In  the 
formation  of  contracts  of  service  between 
seamen  ond  their  employers.  Now,  into 
that,  and  into  many  other  nuitters  to  which 
the  right  bDU.  Gentleman  bad  referred,  he 
sboulil  tbtnk  it  preinatMre,  at  that  moment, 
to  enter.  The  right  boii.  Gentleman  had 
great  ends  to  attain;  and  that  was  not  the 
time  for  considering  the  details  of  his  plan. 
He  concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  giving  credit  in  general  to  the  re- 
ports that  Lad  been  made  with  respect  to 
the  deficient  state  of  our  me  re  untile  ma- 
rine. They  were  not  there  to  disparage 
the  noble  qualities  that  belonged  to  the 
character  of  the  British  seaman.  But  that 
was  not  the  question  with  which  they  had 
to  deal;  for  tlrey  were  not  to  be  considered 
as  decrying  those  qualities,  or  as  denying 
that»  on  the  whole,  the  mcroautUo  marine 
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a  perfeet  disgrace.  With  all  the 
ahenlioiia  of  the  commissioners  of  sewers, 
Aij  were  so  bad  in  his  neighbourhood, 
aoi  a  mile  from  the  House,  that  at  night 
he  was  obliged  to  close  his  chamber  win- 
donre  to  pieTeni  deleterious  influences  act- 
kg  upon  the  inmates  of  his  residence. 
Again,  he  had  heard  complaints  from  the 
■eighboiirhood  of  Ludgato  Hill ;  he  under- 
stood that  persons  there  were  dying,  and 
it  was  not  knoim  to  what  the  mortality 
warn  attributable,  but  it  was  believed  that 
the  drains  were  not  attended  to  and  scour- 
ed oat;  and  many  considered  that,  after  all 
the  talk  and  the  efforts  of  the  gentlemen 
who  had  applied  themselves  to  the  subject 
of  the  sanitary  condition  of  this  vast  me- 
tropolis, we  were  worse  off  than  three  or 
bar  years  ago.  Whether  the  blame  lay 
with  the  commissioners  of  sewers,  or  the 
otj  anthorities,  or  whom,  he  could  not 
sajv  but  the  whole  of  Londou  was  in  a 
stoto  respecting  which  he  would  say  that 
he  waa  ashamed  to  think  that  a  civilised 

rile»  in  the  year  1849,  would  submit  to 
in  such  a  condition,  surrounded  with 
pestilence  and  disease. 

Sm  0.  GREY  quite  agreed  that  this 
was  a  rery  important  subject.  He  did 
not  nnderstand  his  hon.  Friend  to  put  a 
qoestion  to  him,  but  to  call  his  attention 
to  this  matter;  and  he  could  only  say  that, 
whene?er  a  representation  had  been  made 
to  him  of  a  nuisance  of  any  kind  existing 
in  any  neighbourhood,  he  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Health  and  the  police  to  it.  He  hnd  rc- 
eored  no  specific  representation  with  re- 
gard to  nuisances  in  that  immediate  neigh- 
Doorhood ;  but  certainly  the  statement  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  had  to  attend  in  the 
House  for  so  many  hours,  demanded  in- 
quiry. With  regard  to  London  generally, 
every  power  conferred  upon  the  Board  of 
Health  or  the  police  was,  he  believed,  put 
m  exercise  with  a  view  to  prevent,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  spread  of  disease.  The 
preralence  of  it  probably  arose  partly  from 
the  stato  of  the  weather,  and  the  drought. 

Mr.  GOULBURN,  when  in  office,  had 
to  more  a  grant  for  the  repair  of  St.  Mar- 
garet's Church,  and  received  a  previous 
asaurauce  from  the  authorities  that  they 
were  then  in  treaty  for  a  burial  ground  in 
the  country  in  lieu  of  that  which  was  close 
to  the  House.  He  was  mainly  induced  to 
the  grant  upon  the  faith  of  that 
Dgement ;  he  wished  to  know  whether 
it  waa  being  fulfilled  ? 
.  Sm  6.  GREY  would  make  inquiry. 


Lord  ASHLEY,  representing  the  Board 
of  Health  in  that  House,  begged  to  stato 
that  they  were  utterly  powerless  in  these 
matters.  The  Board  of  Health  had  no 
jurisdiction  within  the  metropolis,  except 
in  cases  where  the  cholera  should  have 
broken  out,  and  then  they  could  give  cer- 
tain directions,  and  have  cei*tain  cleansings 
made ;  but  those  were  surface  cleansings. 
Privies  were  to  he  emptied,  streets  washed, 
and  a  system  of  house-visitation  established, 
so  long  as  cholera  prevailed  ;  but,  with 
respect  to  the  institution  of  effective  mea- 
sures for  the  removal  of  permanent  sources 
of  disease,  the  Board  had  no  power.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Rochester 
had  said  that  the  state  of  the  metropolis 
was  much  worse  than  before.  He  (Lord 
Ashley)  could  hardly  concur  in  that.  It 
was  very  bad,  very  unsuited  to  health  and 
safety,  but  there  had  been  a  very  great 
deal  of  cleansing,  and  he  was  happy  to 
say  there  was  a  determination  to  go  fur- 
ther in  the  adoption  of  such  measures. 
The  cholera  was  now  spreading  rapidly  ; 
and  unless  something  were  done  it  was 
impossible  to  say  what  would  be  the  con- 
sequence. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  begged  to  say 
that  various  nuisances  had  been  removed 
by  the  operations  of  the  commissioners  of 
sewers,  but  in  places  the  least  likely  to 
come  under  the  notice  of  Members  of  that 
House,  the  endeavours  of  the  commission- 
ers having  been  first  to  cleanse  the  most 
miserable  parts  of  the  metropolis.  Vast 
accumulations  of  deposits  had  been  flushed 
away  from  the  drains;  and  the  drains  un- 
der that  House  were  clean  and  clear;  but 
the  pestilential  exhalations  of  St.  Marga- 
ret's churchyard,  from  the  decomposing 
bodies  there,  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
commissioners  of  sewers  to  keep  off.  "With 
reference  to  the  imputations  cast  upon  the 
body  of  which  he  was  a  member,  he  wished 
to  ohserve  that  the  state  of  the  plans  and 
maps  bequeathed  to  them  by  their  predeces- 
sors was  such,  that  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  take  with  confidence  any  steps 
founded  upon  them;  and  therefore  a  survey 
was  ordered,  which  had  only  just  been  com- 
pleted. Before  that,  nothing  could  be  done 
without  danger  of  wasting  the  money  of 
the  ratepayers  in  useless  works. 

Mr.  HENLEY,  in  reminding  the  House 
that  they  had  been  informed  that  the  Board 
of  Health  had  no  power  to  abate  a  great 
and  admitted  evil,  begged  to  ask  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  whe- 
ther it  was  not  in  spite  of  earnest  remon- 
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strances  ia  that  House,  that  he,  or  those 
who  represented  the  Government,  exempt- 
ed the  metropolis  from  the  Health  of  Towns 
Bill,  which  (contained  powers  to  deal  with 
the  gi*eat  nuisance  of  pestilential  church- 
yards ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  answered,  that  it 
was  thought  hy  the  noblo  Earl  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Forests,  after 
inquiry,  that  it  would  he  necessary  to  have 
a  separate  Bill  for  the  metropolis;  and  it 
was  on  that  ground  that  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  include  the  metropolis  in  that  Bill. 
This  year  his  noble  Friend  had  considered 
that  until  the  commissioners  of  sewers, 
appointed  last  year,  had  proceeded  further 
with  regard  to  the  requisite  alterations  in 
the  system  of  sewers,  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  introduce  a  Bill. 

Subject  dropped. 

VAN  DIEMEN'S  LAND. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  ANSTEY  rose  to  renew  his  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the  sub- 
ject of  certain  illegal  ordinances  or  Acts  of 
Council  for  the  taxation  of  the  people  of 
Van  Diemen*s  Land,  and  the  attempts  of 
Lieutenant  Governor  Sir  William  Denison 
to  intimidate  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  that  island.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  recapitulated  what  he  had  for- 
merly stated  to  the  House  with  respect  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Governor — that  Sir  W. 
Denison  was  charged  with  having,  by 
means  of  private  solicitation,  endeavoured 
to  induce  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  (the  Chief  Justice)  to  withdraw  from 
his  post,  on  leave  of  absence  for  eighteen 
months,  in  order  that  he  might  be  enabled 
to  appoint  a  successor  who  would  give  judg- 
ment on  particular  cases  in  favour  of  the 
Crown — that  the  Chief  Justice  having  re- 
fused this  degrading  proposal,  measures 
were  taken  to  remove  him,  solely  because, 
in  the  exorcise  of  his  judicial  functions,  he 
had  declared  an  illegal  Act  of  Council  to 
be  a  violation  of  a  British  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment— that  this  attempt  was  only  pre- 
vented by  the  receipt  of  information  from 
England,  that  the  Governor  had  the  power 
to  call  together  another  packed  Council, 
who  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  change  the 
existing  law — that  the  Council  was  accor- 
dingly summoned,  and  by  them  a  Bill  was 
passed,  rendering  legal  all  those  measures 
respecting  local  taxation  which  the  courts 
of  law  had  previoualy  declared  to  be  ille- 
gal.   With  tluA  ihort  statement  he  would 


leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words — 

«'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Majesty,  on  the  subject  of  certain  illeg^al  Ordi- 
nances or  Acts  of  Council  for  the  Taxation  of  the 
people  of  Van  Diemen's  Land,  the  attempts  of 
Lieutenant  Governor  Sir  William  Denison  to  in- 
timidate the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  that 
Island  into  declaring  such  Ordinances  or  Acts  to 
be  legal,  and  the  Grievances  complained  of  by  the 
Colonists  of  that  Island  in  their  Petition  presented 
last  year  to  Her  Majesty,  and  printed  by  order  of 
this  House  ;  and  that  Her  Majesty  may  be  pleased 
to  direct  the  local  authorities  in  future  to  respect 
the  independence  of  the  Judicial  Functions  of  that 
Court,  and  also  to  signify  Her  disallowance  of  any 
Ordinance  or  Act  subsequently  passed  by  the  said 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council,  for  giving  to 
such  illegal  Ordinances  or  Acts  the  force  of  Law." 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  he  understood  the 
charge  against  the  Governor  to  he,  that  he 
had  heen  instrumental  in  passing  certain 
Acts  of  the  Legislative  Council  illegally, 
those  Acts  heing  intended  to  appropriate 
particular  taxes,  not  to  local  ohjects,  hut 
to  imperial  purposes;  and,  generally,  that 
he  was  guilty  of  interfering  with  the  due 
administration  of  justice  in  the  colony. 
The  question  on  which  these  accusations 
turned,  arose  entirely  out  of  the  construc- 
tion of  what  was  called  Huskisson's  Act, 
namely,  the  9th  of  George  IV.,  chap.  83. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  proceedings 
which  had  taken  place  came  under  Mr. 
HuBkisson*8  Act,  which  declared  that  the 
Acts  of  the  Council  should  he  registered  in 
the  Supreme  Court  within  a  limited  time; 
hut  the  Council  might  set  aside  this  sanc- 
tion in  certain  cases,  and  the  Acts  would 
he  equally  valid  without  it.  In  1845,  an 
Act  was  passed  hy  the  Council  in  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  hy  which  a  tax  \^as  im- 
posed upon  dogs,  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting their  increase.  This  Act,  how- 
ever, was  not  registered  in  the  Supreme 
Court;  hut  within  a  certain  period  it  was 
declared  by  the  Governor  to  have  become 
law.  Some  excitement  was  got  up  in  the 
colony  on  the  subject,  and  an  appeal  was 
made  to  the  court,  which  decided  that  the 
proceeding  was  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of 
Mr.  Huskisson*8  Act.  The  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  in  Van  Diemen*s  Land  differed 
altogether  with  the  Judges  on  the  point, 
and  stated  that  the  tune  for  taking  objec- 
tions to  the  law  had  gone  by.    Ab  it  was^ 
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umAj  die  whole  reyenue  of  the  colony  was 
poriDed  bj  ibis  decision  of  the  Judges,  as 
BOti  of  the  taxes  had  been  imposed  in  the 
MBM  wttj.  Sir  William  Denison  was  thus 
■hoed  in  a  aiiuation  of  great  difficulty. 
Many  parties  had  informations  lodged 
agunat  them,  and  it  was  altogether  found 
eztremelT  difficult  to  carry  on  tho  govern- 
Bsent.  In  ibis  state  of  matters,  8ir  W. 
Seaiflon  do  doubt  did  propose  to  the  Chief 
Jvatiee  that  he  should  obtain  leave  of  ab- 
aenee.  That  leave  of  absence,  however, 
Ae  Chief  Justice  refused  to  accept.  Now, 
be  waa  ready  to  admit  that  an  error  of 
Jodgmoit  had  been  committed  in  this  re- 
■peet;  but  with  the  exception  of  that  error 
61  jodffment,  he  must  say  that  he  saw  no- 
ting in  the  conduct  of  Sir  W.  Denison 
duongfaout  these  transactions  that  could 
derogate  in  any  way  from  his  character  as 
an  aSle  and  upright  Governor.  With  that 
■flgle  exception,  he  had  no  fault  to  find 
wim  Sir  W.  Denison.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Seeretaxy  for  the  Colonies  had  expressed 
'  '  I  disapprobation  of  the  error  which  had 
i  committed.   An  explanation  had  since 

made  by  the  Governor  to  the  Chief 

Jnstiee,  which  was  received  as  due  repara- 
tion for  the  slight  unintentionally  cast  upon 
Um;  and  he  believed  that  the  best  undcr- 
Btanding  now  existed  between  the  Governor 
and  the  Chief  Justice.  As  to  the  question 
that  had  arisen  respecting  the  bearing  of 
the  local  Acts  upon  the  existing  law,  he 
voold  only  say  that  it  was  a  point  upon 
vhich  lawyers  differed,  and  that  tho  Go- 
Temor  and  the  Legislative  Council  were 

C'ded  in  the  opinions  they  formed  by  the 
'  officers  of  tho  Crown.  As  to  the  case 
so  far  as  regarded  the  Governor,  ho  thought 
■afficient  had  been  done  by  the  expression 
of  the  Secretary  of  State's  opinion,  and 
that  no  necessity  existed  for  proceeding 
farther. 

lis.  HUME  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Oovemmeut  had  any  objection  to  lay 
on  the  table  of  the  House  the  despatch 
vhich  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  had  written  to  Sir 
W.  Denison,  in  which  he  reproved  him  for 
the  illegal  manner  in  which  he  had  at- 
tempted to  intimidate  the  Judges  in  the 
perrormance  of  their  public  duties.  Until 
the  GoTemment  consented  to  produce  that 
despatch,  he  thought  the  House  ought  not 
to  allow  this  Motion  to  be  withdrawn.  He- 
presentations  bad  been  made  to  him  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  colony,  strongly  con- 
demning the  conduct  of  the  Governor  in 
lUs  matter.    What  security  had  they  for 


the  protection  of  their  property  in  England 
if  justice  were  not  purely  administered  ? 
But  of  how  much  greater  importance  was 
it  that  in  the  colonies,  which  were  so  far 
removed  from  the  means  possessed  by  peo- 
ple living  in  England  of  obtaining  redress, 
the  administration  of  justice  should  be  pure 
and  free  !  Before  redress  could  be  obtained 
in  the  colonies,  evils  of  the  greatest  mag- 
nitude might  be  committed,  and  it  was 
therefore  a  matter  of  the  highest  impor- 
tance that  every  care  should  be  taken,  not 
only  that  the  judicial  office  was  filled  by 
able,  independent,  and  upright  men,  but 
that  not  the  slightest  hindrance  should  be 
permitted  to  the  free  execution  of  their 
decrees.  If  conduct  such  as  had  been 
brought  home  to  Sir  W.  Denison  were 
permitted  to  take  place  amongst  an  inde- 
pendent population,  the  results  might  be 
of  the  most  alarming  and  unsatisfactory 
character.  He  knew  that  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia had  been  much  exasperated  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Governor,  and  he  was  there- 
fore anxious  that  everything  which  could 
explain  his  conduct  should  be  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  He  should  also  like 
to  know  the  grounds  on  which  the  Chief 
Justice  ventured  to  take  the  step  which  he 
did  in  reference  to  the  ordinances  in  ques- 
tion. The  House  would  no  doubt  be  anx- 
ious to  know  whether  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor  Generars  opinions  had  been  al- 
lowed with  the  Governor  to  overrule  the 
decision  of  the  Chief  Justice.  It  would  no 
doubt  astonish  people  in  this  country  if  tho 
judgment  of  Lord  Denman,  for  instance, 
were  to  be  set  aside  by  the  opinion  of  a 
Solicitor  or  Attorney  General.  If  such  a 
course  were  allowed  to  bo  taken — if  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  Generals  were  allowed 
to  usurp  the  judicial  ofHce,  and  to  become 
the  judges  of  the  law — all  practical  justice 
would  be  at  an  end.  He  trusted  sincerely 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  con- 
sent to  the  production  of  every  paper  tend- 
ing to  justify  tho  conduct  of  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  induce 
the  House  not  to  call  for  the  papers  in 
this  case,  for  such  a  proceeding  would  not 
be  in  conformity  with  the  spirit  in  which 
lion.  Gentlemen  proceeded  in  a  case  of  this 
kind.  The  calling  for  the  papers  alluded 
to  by  tho  hen.  Member  for  Montrose,  would 
add  much  to  the  censure  conveyed  in  them. 
If  the  object  of  such  a  proceeding  was  the 
vindication  of  the  character  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice Pedder,  it  might  be  a  valid  reason  for 
doing  so,  although  it  would  press  hard  upon 
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strances  ia  that  House,  that  he,  or  those 
who  represented  the  Government,  exempt- 
ed the  metropolis  from  the  Health  of  Towns 
Bill,  which  contained  powers  to  deal  with 
the  great  nuisance  of  pestilential  church- 
yards ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  answered,  that  it 
was  thought  by  the  noble  Earl  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Forests,  after 
inquiry,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
a  separate  Bill  for  the  metropolis;  and  it 
was  on  that  ground  that  his  noble  Friend 
did  not  include  the  metropolis  in  that  Bill. 
This  year  his  noble  Friend  had  considered 
that  until  the  commissioners  of  sewers, 
appointed  last  year,  had  proceeded  further 
with  regard  to  the  requisite  alterations  in 
the  system  of  sewers,  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  introduce  a  Bill. 

Subject  dropped. 

VAN  DIEMEN'S  LAND. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  ANSTEY  rose  to  renew  his  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the  sub- 
ject of  certain  illegal  ordinances  or  Acts  of 
Council  for  the  taxation  of  the  people  of 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  and  the  attempts  of 
Lieutenant  Governor  Sir  William  Denison 
to  intimidate  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  that  island.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  recapitulated  what  he  had  for- 
merly stated  to  the  House  with  respect  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Governor — that  Sir  W. 
Denison  was  charged  with  having,  by 
means  of  private  solicitation,  endeavoured 
to  induce  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  (the  Chief  Justice)  to  withdraw  from 
his  post,  on  leave  of  absence  for  eighteen 
months,  in  order  that  he  might  be  enabled 
to  appoint  a  successor  who  would  give  judg- 
ment on  particular  cases  in  favour  of  the 
Crown — that  the  Chief  Justice  having  re- 
fused this  degrading  proposal,  measures 
were  taken  to  remove  him,  solely  because, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  judicial  functions,  he 
had  declared  an  illegal  Act  of  Council  to 
be  a  violation  of  a  British  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment— that  this  attempt  was  only  pre- 
vented by  the  receipt  of  information  from 
England,  that  the  Governor  had  the  power 
to  call  together  another  packed  Council, 
who  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  change  the 
existing  law — that  the  Council  was  accor- 
dingly summoned,  and  by  them  a  Bill  was 
passed,  rendering  legal  all  those  measures 
respecting  local  taxation  which  the  courts 
of  law  had  previously  declared  to  be  ille- 
gal.    With  this  short  statement  he  would 


leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair.*' 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  on  the  subject  of  certain  illegal  Ordi- 
nances or  Acts  of  Council  for  the  Taxation  of  the 
people  of  Van  Diemen's  Land,  the  attempts  of 
Lieutenant  Governor  Sir  William  Denison  to  in- 
timidate the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  that 
Island  into  declaring  such  Ordinances  or  Acts  to 
be  legal,  and  the  Grievances  complained  of  hj  the 
Colonists  of  tliat  Island  in  their  Petition  presented 
last  year  to  Her  Majesty,  and  printed  by  order  of 
this  House  ;  and  that  Her  Majesty  may  be  pleased 
to  direct  the  local  authorities  in  future  to  respect 
the  independence  of  the  Judicial  Functions  of  that 
Court,  and  also  to  signify  Her  disallowance  of  any 
Ordinance  or  Act  subsequently  passed  by  the  said 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council,  for  giving  to 
such  illegal  Ordinances  or  Acts  the  force  of  Law." 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  he  understood  the 
charge  against  the  Governor  to  be,  that  he 
had  been  instrumental  in  passing  certain 
Acts  of  the  Legislative  Council  illegally, 
those  Acts  being  intended  to  appropriate 
particular  taxes,  not  to  local  objects,  but 
to  imperial  purposes;  and,  generally,  thai 
he  was  guilty  of  interfering  with  the  due 
administration  of  justice  in  the  colony. 
The  question  on  which  these  accusations 
turned,  arose  entirely  out  of  the  oonstruo- 
tion  of  what  was  called  Huskisson's  Act, 
namely,  the  9th  of  George  IV.,  chap.  83. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  prooeedings 
which  had  taken  place  came  under  Mr. 
Huskisson's  Act,  which  declared  thai  the 
Acts  of  the  Council  should  be  registered  in 
the  Supreme  Court  within  a  limited  time; 
but  the  Council  might  set  aside  this  sanc- 
tion in  certain  cases,  and  the  Acts  would 
be  equally  valid  without  it.  In  18i5,  an 
Act  was  passed  by  the  Council  in  Van 
Dicmen's  Land,  by  which  a  tax  ifas  im- 
posed upon  dogs,  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting their  increase.  This  Act,  how- 
ever, was  not  registered  in  the  Supreme 
Court;  but  within  a  certain  period  it  was 
declared  by  the  Governor  to  have  beoome 
law.  Some  excitement  was  got  up  in  the 
colony  on  the  subject,  and  an  appeal  was 
made  to  the  court,  which  decided  that  the 
proceeding  was  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of 
Mr.  Huskisson's  Act.  The  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  in  Van  Diemen's  Land  differed 
altogether  with  the  Judges  on  the  poiiii» 
and  stated  that  the  tune  for  taking  olrjae- 
tions  to  the  law  had  gone  by.    Aa  it  was, 
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oearlj  the  whole  revenue  of  the  colony  was 
perilled  hy  this  decision  of  the  Judges,  as 
most  of  the  taxes  had  hecn  imposed  in  the 
same  way.  Sir  William  Denison  was  thus 
placed  in  a  situation  of  great  difficulty. 
Many  parties  had  informations  lodged 
against  them,  and  it  was  altogether  found 
extremely  difficult  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment. In  this  state  of  matters,  Sir  W. 
Denison  no  douht  did  propose  to  the  Chief 
Justice  that  he  should  obtain  leave  of  ab- 
sence. That  leave  of  absence,  however, 
the  Chief  Justice  refused  to  accept.  Now, 
be  was  ready  to  admit  that  an  error  of 
judgment  had  been  committed  in  this  re- 
spect; hut  with  the  exception  of  that  error 
of  judgment,  he  must  say  that  he  saw  no- 
thing in  the  conduct  of  Sir  W.  Denison 
throughout  these  transactions  that  could 
derogate  in  any  way  from  his  character  as 
an  able  and  upright  Governor.  With  that 
single  exception,  he  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  Sir  W.  Denison.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonics  had  expressed 
his  disapprobation  of  the  error  which  had 
been  committed.  An  explanation  had  since 
been  made  by  the  Governor  to  the  Chief 
Justice,  which  was  received  as  due  repara- 
tion for  the  slight  unintentionally  cast  upon 
bim;  and  he  believed  that  the  best  under- 
standing now  existed  between  the  Governor 
and  the  Chief  Justice.  As  to  the  question 
that  had  arisen  respecting  the  bearing  of 
the  local  Acts  upon  the  existing  law,  he 
would  only  say  that  it  was  a  point  upon 
which  lawyers  differed,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernor and  the  Legislative  Council  were 
guided  in  the  opinions  they  formed  by  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown.  As  to  the  case 
BO  far  as  regarded  the  Governor,  he  thought 
sufficient  had  been  done  by  the  expression 
of  the  Secretary  of  State's  opinion,  and 
that  no  necessity  existed  for  proceeding 
further. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Government  had  any  objection  to  lay 
on  the  table  of  the  House  the  despatch 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  had  written  to  Sir 
W.  Denison,  in  which  he  reproved  him  for 
the  illegal  manner  in  which  he  had  at- 
tempted to  intimidate  the  Judges  in  the 
performance  of  their  public  duties.  Until 
the  Government  consented  to  produce  that 
despatch,  he  thought  the  House  ought  not 
to  allow  this  Motion  to  be  withdrawn.  He- 
presentations  had  been  made  to  him  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  colony,  strongly  con- 
demning the  conduct  of  the  Governor  in 
this  matter.     What  security  had  they  for 


the  protection  of  their  property  in  England 
if  justice  were  not  purely  administered? 
But  of  how  much  greater  importance  was 
it  that  in  the  colonies,  which  were  so  far 
removed  from  the  means  possessed  by  peo- 
ple living  in  England  of  obtaining  redress, 
the  administration  of  justice  should  be  pure 
and  free  !  Before  redress  could  be  obtained 
in  the  colonies,  evils  of  the  greatest  mag- 
nitude might  be  committed,  and  it  was 
therefore  a  matter  of  the  highest  impor- 
tance that  every  care  should  be  taken,  not 
only  that  the  judicial  office  was  filled  by 
able,  independent,  and  upright  men,  but 
that  not  the  slightest  hindrance  should  be 
permitted  to  the  free  execution  of  their 
decrees.  If  conduct  such  as  had  been 
brought  home  to  Sir  W.  Denison  were 
permitted  to  take  place  amongst  an  inde- 
pendent population,  the  results  might  be 
of  the  most  alarming  and  unsatisfactory 
character.  He  knew  that  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia had  been  much  exasperated  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Governor,  and  he  was  there- 
fore anxious  that  everything  which  could 
explain  his  conduct  should  be  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  He  should  also  like 
to  know  the  grounds  on  which  the  Chief 
Justice  ventured  to  take  the  step  which  he 
did  in  reference  to  the  ordinances  in  ques- 
tion. The  House  would  no  doubt  bo  anx- 
ious to  know  whether  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor  General's  opinions  had  been  al- 
lowed with  the  Governor  to  overrule  the 
decision  of  the  Chief  Justice.  It  would  no 
doubt  astonish  people  in  this  country  if  the 
judgment  of  Lord  Denman,  for  instance, 
were  to  be  set  aside  by  the  opinion  of  a 
Solicitor  or  Attorney  General.  If  such  a 
course  were  allowed  to  be  taken — if  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  Generals  were  allowed 
to  usurp  the  judicial  office,  and  to  become 
the  judges  of  the  law — all  practical  justice 
would  be  at  an  end.  He  trusted  sincerely 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  con- 
sent to  the  production  of  every  paper  tend- 
ing to  justify  the  conduct  of  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  induce 
the  House  not  to  call  for  the  papers  in 
this  case,  for  such  a  proceeding  would  not 
be  in  conformity  with  the  spirit  in  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  proceeded  in  a  case  of  this 
kind.  The  calling  for  the  papers  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  would 
add  much  to  the  censure  conveyed  in  them. 
If  the  object  of  such  a  proceeding  was  the 
vindication  of  the  character  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice Pedder,  it  might  be  a  valid  reason  for 
doing  so,  although  it  would  press  hard  upou 
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the  Governor;  but  he  understood  there  was 
an  end  to  all  disputes  between  the  Governor 
and  the  Judge.  He  believed  the  Motion 
before  the  House  did  not  go  for  the  pro- 
duction of  papers,  but  was  only  a  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He 
had  had  some  experience  of  the  colonial 
system,  and  he  could  state,  the  relations 
between  the  governor  and  the  judges  and 
other  authorities  in  a  colony,  were  not  the 
same  as  existed  between  the  Government 
and  similar  parties  in  this  country.  Custom 
did  not  in  the  colonies  give  the  same  inde- 
pendence to  the  judges  which  they  pos- 
sessed here;  and  it  was  very  often  the 
duty  of  a  governor  to  interfere  with  the 
judges,  and  even,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, to  suspend  or  dismiss  a  judge,  for 
which  proceeding,  of  course,  he  was  re- 
sponsible. The  question  then  was,  as  the 
Governor  had  not  erred  fundamentally,  but 
had  erred  in  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
taken  cognisance  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Judges — whether,  after  the  error  had  been 
corrected,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Governor 
disapproved  of  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
it  was  expedient  to  go  further  into  the 
case.  There  were  two  questions  mixed  up 
in  this  case.  The  first  was  as  to  the  prac- 
tice of  colonial  governors  in  general;  the 
second  was  as  to  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  present  Governor  of  Van  Die- 
men's  Land.  He  conceived  the  governors 
of  colonies  should  have  all  the  support 
which  they  could  reasonably  look  for  from 
the  Home  Government,  for  they  were 
placed  at  a  great  distance,  and  they  had 
often  to  discharge  the  most  difficult  duties; 
and  they  had  not  the  same  support  of  pub- 
lic opinion  in  the  colonies  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  this  country.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  colonial  system,  it  was 
impossible  to  expect  that  errors  of  judgment 
would  not  occasionally  occur.  He  thought 
also  they  should  refer  to  the  general  charac- 
ter of  Sir  W.  Denison.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  responsible  for  the  appointment  of  Sir 
W.  Denison  to  the  Vice-Governorship  of 
Van  Diemcn*8  Land.  That  officer's  ap- 
pointment was  confirmed  by  Earl  Grey. 
This  was  not  an  appointment  at  haphazard 
or  hastily,  but  after  a  full  consideration  of 
the  affairs  of  the  colony.  He  frankly 
avowed  that  his  object  was  not  only  to 
send  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  a  governor  of 
capacity,  but  the  very  best  man  who  could 
be  procured.  At  that  time  there  existed  a 
conflict  between  the  Legislature  and  the 
Governor  of  the  colony,  as  well  as  with  the 
court  of  justice;  and  the  state  of  the  sys- 


tem of  transportation  was  such  as  to  excite 
a  feeling  of  horror  in  this  country  as  well 
as  in  the  colony.  There  was  no  instance 
of  a  governor  being  sent  to  a  colony  with  a 
more  difficult  task  to  perform  than  that 
which  was  given  to  Sir  W.  Denison.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  Governor  was  right  in 
this  specific  case;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  whether  an  indi- 
vidual case  of  error  of  judgment  should  bo 
framed  into  a  general  condemnation  of  his 
conduct  ?  Sir  W.  Denison  was  known  in 
this  country  as  one  of  the  most  able  officers 
of  that  distinguished  branch  of  the  public 
service,  the  engineers.  The  affairs  of  the 
colony  had  prospered  under  his  hands,  and 
he  had  done  everything  in  the  power  of 
man  to  put  an  end  to  the  frightful  state  of 
the  convict  system  which  existed  there 
when  he  arrived  in  the  colony.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  had  obtained  a 
claim  to  public  gratitude,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  go  beyond 
the  line  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
thought  should  be  adopted  for  the  vindica- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  the  Chief  Justice. 
The  Governor  had  relied  and  proceeded  on 
the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  in  the  colony,  where  far  greater  au- 
thority was  attached  to  their  opinions  than 
was  the  case  at  home.  The  relations  also 
between  the  governments  of  the  colonies 
and  the  judges  was  essentially  different 
from  those  which  existed  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Judges  at  home,  for  the 
independence  of  the  judges  did  not  exist  in 
the  colonies.  The  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether,  after  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  the  Governor, 
and  considering  that  no  practical  evil  re- 
mained in  the  case  to  be  removed,  it  was 
necessary  to  add  the  censure  of  the  House 
to  the  disapproval  which  had  been  already 
expressed  by  the  Government;  and  he 
should  support  the  Ministers  in  their  en- 
deavour to  persuade  the  House  against 
the  necessity  for  such  a  step. 

Mr.  page  WOOD  said,  that  some  of 
the  observations  just  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  him  of  such 
serious  import,  both  as  regarded  ^le  ho- 
nour and  integrity  of  the  profession  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Page  Wood)  had  the  honour 
to  belong,  and  as  regarded  the  position  of 
our  Government  in  the  colonics,  that  he 
could  not  remain  silent,  knowing  what  he 
did  of  this  case  as  a  counsel  therein.  If 
the  allegation  made  by  a  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  once  filled  the  high  office 
of  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that  the  in- 
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terference  of  a  colonial  governor  with  the 
functions  of  a  judge  in  the  colony,  was  an 
act  deserving  only  of  mild  censure,  and  of 
censure  not  to  he  made  puhlic  in  the  colony, 
were  to  pass  unquestioned;  then  the  posi- 
tion of  a  judge  in  a  colony  was  one  of  very 
donhtful  character  for  any  gentleman  of 
honour  to  undertake.  If  this  question 
were  not  held  as  one  deserving  of  the 
greatest  possihle  attention,  and  if  the  most 
complete  reparation  were  not  made  in  every 
respect,  not  only  to  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Ped- 
der,  hut  to  all  who  had  hoen  injuriously 
affected  in  the  transaction,  he  should  look 
hereafter  with  suspicion  upon  all  who  ac- 
cepted the  position  of  a  colonial  judge. 
The  colonial  judges  were  appointed  under 
patent  revocahlo  hy  the  Crown,  hut  not 
by  the  colonial  governors;  and,  except 
under  a  special  Act  of  Parliament,  they 
were  not  to  he  removed.  He  admitted  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  Governor  had  heen 
placed;  hut  he  was  a  military  man,  and  on 
an  average  military  Governors  and  Judges 
did  not  get  on  amieahly  together  in  the 
colonies  for  more  than  three  years.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  here  hricfly 
recapitulated  the  circumstances  of  the 
ease,  as  related  hy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Ifoyer,  and  commented  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor,  which  he  said  was  calcu- 
lated to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  colony 
in  its  institutions.  He  would  rather  see 
the  Governor  in  possession  of  all  authority 
at  once,  and  responsible  for  all,  than  that 
this  sort  of  interference  should  be  exercised. 
If  the  colony  was  in  that  infant  state  that 
the  law  could  not  be  administered  in  the 
QBual  course,  so  as  both  to  secure  the  au- 
thority of  the  Governor  and  the  due  dispen- 
sation of  justice  to  the  people,  then  it  would 
he  better  that  the  Governor  should  unite 
the  judicial  functions  with  his  office,  and 
that  the  military  man  should  be  governor, 
judge,  and  everything.  With  respect  to 
the  production  and  printing  of  these  papers, 
he  had  no  desire  to  do  anything  vindictive 
or  harsh  towards  the  Governor.  Even  as 
counsel,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  had  not  the  slightest 
feeling  on  the  subject  towards  him.  But 
he  felt  strongly  as  regarded  the  character 
of  the  bench  and  the  due  administration  of 
justice  in  the  colony,  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
cient there  should  be  a  private  expression 
S'  the  Government  of  disapprobation  of 
e  conduct  of  the  Governor  in  this  case, 
bnt  that  there  ought  to  be  something  more 
marked  and  decided,  such  as  printing  these 
papers,  so  as  to  have  a  public  acknowledg- 
i  id  Uie  reparation  that  had  been  made. 
VOL.CVII.    {2S} 


Captain  HARRIS  defended  the  con- 
duct of  Sir  W.  Denison,  and  expressed  his 
regret  at  the  animus  which  had  been  evin- 
ced against  an  officer  standing  high  in  his 
profession.  He  entreated  the  House  not 
to  form  their  judgment  upon  Sir  W.  Den- 
ison upon  the  speeches  which  they  had 
heard. 

Mr.  roebuck  observed,  that  in  all 
the  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Judges 
of  Van  Diemeu's  Land  up  to  the  time  that 
they  declared  the  ordinances  to  bo  illegal, 
everything  had  been  done  in  the  most  re- 
gular manner.     All  was  conducted  in  per- 
fect accordance  with  the  foi*ms  of  the  con- 
stitution.    Who  then  was  the  first  to  de- 
part from  that  course  of  regularity  ?     The 
Governor  himself,  who  in  substance  found 
fault  with  the  Judges  for  their  decision. 
What  business  had  he  so  to  do  ?     It  was 
beyond  his  duty  and  his  power  to  interfere 
with   a  judicial   determination.      It   was 
said   that   the   Governor   was   a   military 
officer,  as  nine  out  of  ten  of  our  governors 
were.     He  agreed  that  the  tone  of  mind  ac- 
quired by  men  of  the  military  profession  was 
not  the  best  suited  to  civil  afiairs,  and  that 
it  in  some  degree  disqualified  them  for  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  constitutional  go- 
vernment.    W^hat  was  it,  then,  that  Sir 
W.  Denison  did  ?     He  removed  one  of  the 
Judges,  and  sent  to  another  a  letter  sub- 
mitting to  him  that  it  would  be  a  wise 
thing  for  him  to  request  eighteen  months' 
leave  of  absence.     What  was  the  meaning 
of  that  ?     Was  there  any  portion  of  Chief 
Justice  Pedder's  conduct  to  be  found  fault 
with  except  his  decision  in  regard  to  the 
dog- tax  ?    It  was  known  that  that  learned 
Judge  determined  that  the  ordinance  im- 
posing that  tax  was  illegal.     Was  it  for 
this  that  he  was  recommended  to  absent 
himself  for  eighteen  months  from  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  ?    Was  it  not  an  insult 
to  the  Judges,  and  an  act  calculated  to 
degrade  the  judicial  bench  in  the  estima- 
tion of   the   inhabitants   of   the   colony  ? 
There   was   no   class   in   the   community 
whose  character  and  conduct  were  of  so 
much  importance  to  the  general  weal  as 
those  of  the  Judges  by  whom  the  law  of 
the  land  was  administered.     What  would 
be  said  of  that  Government  which  should 
write  a  letter  to  Lord  Chief  Justice  Den- 
man — he  having  adjudicated  in  a  matter 
which  interested  both  the  Government  and 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  having  come 
to  a  decision   contrary  to  a  previous   de- 
termination   of    the    House  —  what,    he 
asked,   would  be  said  of  a  Government 
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the  Governor;  but  he  understood  there  was 
an  end  to  all  disputes  between  the  Governor 
and  the  Judge.  He  believed  the  Motion 
before  the  House  did  not  go  for  the  pro- 
duction of  papers,  but  was  only  a  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He 
had  had  some  experience  of  the  colonial 
system,  and  he  could  state,  the  relations 
between  the  governor  and  the  judges  and 
other  authorities  in  a  colony,  were  not  the 
same  as  existed  between  the  Government 
and  similar  parties  in  this  country.  Custom 
did  not  in  the  colonies  give  the  same  inde- 
pendence to  the  judges  which  they  pos- 
sessed here;  and  it  was  very  often  the 
duty  of  a  governor  to  interfere  with  the 
judges,  and  even,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, to  suspend  or  dismiss  a  judge,  for 
which  proceeding,  of  course,  he  was  re- 
sponsible. The  question  then  was,  as  the 
Governor  had  not  eiTed  fundamentally,  but 
had  erred  in  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
taken  cognisance  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Judges — whether,  after  the  error  had  been 
corrected,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Governor 
disapproved  of  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
it  was  expedient  to  go  further  into  the 
case.  There  were  two  questions  mixed  up 
in  this  case.  The  first  was  as  to  the  prac- 
tice of  colonial  governors  in  general;  the 
second  was  as  to  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  present  Governor  of  Van  Die- 
men's  Land.  He  conceived  the  governors 
of  colonies  should  have  all  the  support 
which  they  could  reasonably  look  for  from 
the  Home  Government,  for  they  were 
placed  at  a  great  distance,  and  they  had 
often  to  discharge  the  most  difficult  duties; 
and  they  had  not  the  same  support  of  pub- 
lic opinion  in  the  colonies  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  this  country.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  colonial  system,  it  was 
impossible  to  expect  that  errors  of  judgment 
would  not  occasionally  occur.  He  thought 
also  they  should  refer  to  the  general  charac- 
ter of  Sir  W.  Denison.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  responsible  for  the  appointment  of  Sir 
W.  Denison  to  the  Vice-Governorship  of 
Van  Diemen's  Land.  That  officer's  ap- 
pointment was  confirmed  by  Earl  Grey. 
This  was  not  an  appointment  at  haphazard 
or  hastily,  but  after  a  full  consideration  of 
the  affairs  of  the  colony.  He  frankly 
avowed  that  his  object  was  not  only  to 
send  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  a  governor  of 
capacity,  but  the  very  best  man  who  could 
be  procured.  At  that  time  there  existed  a 
conflict  between  the  Legislature  and  the 
Governor  of  the  colony,  as  well  as  with  the 
court  of  justice;  and  the  state  of  the  sys- 


tem of  transportation  was  such  as  to  excite 
a  feeling  of  horror  in  this  country  as  well 
as  in  the  colony.  There  was  no  instance 
of  a  governor  being  sent  to  a  colony  with  a 
more  difficult  task  to  perform  than  that 
which  was  given  to  Sir  W.  Denison.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  Governor  was  right  in 
this  specific  case;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  whether  an  indi^ 
vidual  case  of  error  of  judgment  should  bo 
framed  into  a  general  condemnation  of  his 
conduct  ?  Sir  W.  Denison  was  known  in 
this  country  as  one  of  the  most  able  officers 
of  that  distinguished  branch  of  the  public 
service,  the  engineers.  The  affairs  of  the 
colony  had  prospered  under  his  hands,  and 
he  had  done  everything  in  the  power  of 
man  to  put  an  end  to  the  frightful  state  of 
the  convict  system  which  existed  there 
when  he  arrived  in  the  colony.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  had  obtained  a 
claim  to  public  gratitude,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  go  beyond 
the  line  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
thought  should  be  adopted  for  the  vindica- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  the  Chief  Justice. 
The  Governor  had  relied  and  proceeded  on 
the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  in  the  colony,  where  far  greater  au- 
thority was  attached  to  their  opinions  than 
was  the  case  at  home.  The  relations  also 
between  the  governments  of  the  colonies 
and  the  judges  was  essentially  different 
from  those  which  existed  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Judges  at  home,  for  the 
independence  of  the  judges  did  not  exist  in 
the  colonies.  The  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether,  after  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  the  Governor, 
and  considering  that  no  practical  evil  re- 
mained in  the  case  to  be  removed,  it  was 
necessary  to  add  the  censure  of  the  House 
to  the  disapproval  which  had  been  already 
expressed  by  the  Government;  and  be 
should  support  the  Ministers  in  their  en- 
deavour to  persuade  the  House  against 
the  necessity  for  such  a  step. 

Mr.  page  wood  said,  that  some  of 
the  observations  just  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  him  of  8uoh 
serious  import,  both  as  regarded  ^le  ho- 
nour and  integrity  of  the  profession  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Page  Wood)  had  the  honour 
to  belong,  and  as  regarded  the  position  of 
our  Government  in  the  colonies,  that  he 
could  not  remain  silent,  knowing  what  he 
did  of  this  case  as  a  counsel  therein.  If 
the  allegation  made  by  a  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  once  filled  the  high  office 
of  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that  the  in- 
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terference  of  a  colonial  governor  with  the 
functions  of  a  judge  in  the  colony,  was  an 
act  deserving  only  of  mild  censure,  and  of 
censure  not  to  be  made  public  in  the  colony, 
were  to  pass  unquestioned;  then  the  posi- 
tion of  a  judge  in  a  colony  was  one  of  very 
doubtful  character  for  any  gentleman  of 
honour  to  undertake.  If  this  question 
were  not  held  as  one  deserving  of  the 
greatest  possible  attention,  and  if  the  most 
complete  reparation  were  not  made  in  every 
respect,  not  only  to  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Ped- 
der,  but  to  all  who  had  been  injuriously 
affected  in  the  transaction,  he  should  look 
hereafter  with  suspicion  upon  all  who  ac- 
cepted the  position  of  a  colonial  judge. 
The  colonial  judges  were  appointed  under 
patent  revocable  by  the  Crown,  but  not 
by  the  colonial  governors;  and,  except 
under  a  special  Act  of  Parliament,  they 
were  not  to  be  removed.  He  admitted  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  Governor  had  been 
placed;  but  he  was  a  military  man,  and  on 
an  average  military  Governors  and  Judges 
did  not  get  on  amicably  together  in  the 
colonies  for  more  than  three  years.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  here  briefly 
i^capitulated  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  as  related  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Mover,  and  commented  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor,  which  he  said  was  calcu- 
lated to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  colony 
in  its  institutions.  He  would  rather  see 
the  Governor  in  possession  of  all  authority 
at  once,  and  responsible  for  all,  than  that 
this  sort  of  interference  should  be  exercised. 
If  the  colony  was  in  that  infant  state  that 
the  law  could  not  be  administered  in  the 
usual  course,  so  as  both  to  secure  the  au- 
thority of  the  Governor  and  the  due  dispen- 
sation of  justice  to  the  people,  then  it  would 
be  better  that  the  Governor  should  unite 
the  judicial  functions  with  his  office,  and 
that  the  military  man  should  be  governor, 
judge,  and  everything.  With  respect  to 
the  production  and  printing  of  these  papers, 
he  had  no  desire  to  do  anything  vindictive 
or  harsh  towards  the  Governor.  Even  as 
counsel,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  had  not  the  slightest 
feeling  on  the  subject  towards  him.  But 
he  felt  strongly  as  regarded  the  character 
of  the  bench  and  the  due  administration  of 
justice  in  the  colony,  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
cient there  should  be  a  private  expression 
by  the  Goveniment  of  disapprobation  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Governor  iu  this  case, 
but  that  there  ought  to  be  something  more 
marked  and  decided,  such  as  printing  these 
papers,  so  as  to  have  a  public  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  reparation  that  had  been  made. 

VOL.  evil.   {SK} 


Captain  HARRIS  defended  the  con- 
duct of  Sir  W.  Denison,  and  expressed  his 
regret  at  the  animus  which  had  been  evin- 
ced against  an  officer  standing  high  in  his 
profession.  He  entreated  the  House  not 
to  form  their  judgment  upon  Sir  W.  Den- 
ison upon  the  speeches  which  they  had 
heard. 

Mr.  roebuck  observed,  that  in  all 
the  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Judges 
of  Van  Diemeu's  Land  up  to  the  time  that 
they  declared  the  ordinances  to  be  illegal, 
everything  had  been  done  in  the  most  re- 
gular manner.  All  was  conducted  in  per- 
fect accordance  with  the  forms  of  the  con- 
stitution. Who  then  was  the  first  to  de- 
part from  that  course  of  regularity  ?  The 
Governor  himself,  who  in  substance  found 
fault  witli  the  Judges  for  their  decision. 
What  business  had  he  so  to  do  ?  It  was 
beyond  his  duty  and  his  power  to  interfere 
with  a  judicial  determination.  It  was 
said  that  the  Governor  was  a  military 
officer,  as  nine  out  of  ten  of  our  governors 
were.  He  agreed  that  the  tone  of  mind  ac- 
quired by  men  of  the  military  profession  was 
not  the  best  suited  to  civil  affairs,  and  that 
it  in  some  degree  disqualified  them  for  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  constitutional  go- 
vernment. What  was  it,  then,  that  Sir 
W.  Denison  did  ?  He  removed  one  of  the 
Judges,  and  sent  to  another  a  letter  sub- 
mitting to  him  that  it  would  be  a  wise 
thing  for  him  to  request  eighteen  months' 
leave  of  absence.  What  was  the  meaning 
of  that  ?  Was  there  any  portion  of  Chief 
Justice  Pedder's  conduct  to  be  found  fault 
with  except  his  decision  in  regard  to  the 
dog-tax  ?  It  was  known  that  that  learned 
Judge  determined  that  the  ordinance  im- 
posing that  tax  was  illegal.  Was  it  for 
this  that  he  was  recommended  to  absent 
himself  for  eighteen  months  from  the  dis- 
ciiarge  of  his  duty  ?  Was  it  not  an  insult 
to  the  Judges,  and  an  act  calculated  to 
degrade  the  judicial  bench  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  the  colony  ? 
There  was  no  class  in  the  community 
whoso  character  and  conduct  were  of  so 
much  importance  to  the  general  weal  as 
those  of  the  Judges  by  whom  the  law  of 
the  land  was  administered.  What  would 
be  said  of  that  Government  which  should 
write  a  letter  to  Lord  Chief  Justice  Den- 
man — he  having  adjudicated  in  a  matter 
which  interested  both  the  Government  and 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  having  come 
to  a  decision  contrary  to  a  previous  de- 
termination of  the  House  —  what,  he 
asked,  would  be  said  of  a  Government 
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who  should  write  a  letter  to  that  noblo 
Lord,  and  suggest  to  him  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  his  health  if  he 
would  take  an  excursion  into  the  country 
for  eighteen  months  ?  What,  if  such  a 
letter  had  been  written  after  the  Stockdale 
case  ?  But,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  the  judges  in  the  colonies  were 
not  like  the  Judges  in  England,  they  were 
a  very  different  class  of  people.  Let  him, 
however,  remind  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  those  colonial  judges  were  called 
upon  to  administer  the  law  which  con- 
cerned the  property  and  the  lives  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country  in  which  they 
lived,  and  that  they  were  there  placed  by 
the  imperial  power  of  England  so  to  ad- 
minister that  law.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean,  therefore,  to  say  that 
there  was  something  about  the  character 
of  a  colonial  judge  which  denuded  him  of 
those  attributes  that  were  a  safeguard  to 
the  official  dignity  and  purity  of  character 
which  belonged  to  a  judge  in  this  country  ? 
If  it  were  so,  then  he  would  say  shame  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  having 
been  a  Colonial  Secretary,  and  seeing  an 
evil  so  seriously  affecting  the  character  of 
the  judges  of  the  colonies,  had  failed  to 
bring  in  a  law  to  remedy  that  defect.  If 
one  thing  more  than  another  could  be  calcu- 
lated to  bind  the  colonies  to  this  country,  it 
should  be  the  fact  that  the  Government  of 
the  mother  country  watched  vigilantly  over 
the  character  of  those  to  whom  was  in- 
trusted the  administration  of  the  law,  and 
took  care  that  justice  was  rendered  pure 
and  undefiled — never  troubled  by  petty 
passions,  or  prejudiced  by  any  littleness  of 
professional  hate.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  an  appeal  to  the  House  as 
a  species  of  argument  ad  misericordiam, 
by  referring  to  the  former  services  of  the 
Governor  of  Van  Diem  en's  Land.  But 
that  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
The  House  should  confine  itself  to  the 
single  act  before  it,  and  not  refer  to  the 
previous  conduct  of  the  Governor.  They 
were  not  giving  evidence  of  character  after 
a  verdict  had  been  found,  but  they  were 
asking  whether  upon  this  particular  issue 
the  party  was  guilty  or  not.  From  all  the 
lights  which  were  afforded  to  him,  he  be- 
lieved that  Sir  W.  Denison  had  been  guilty 
of  an  offence  of  a  most  grievous  nature; 
and,  whether  from  pique  or  from  passion 
he  knew  not,  neither  did  he  care,  that 
he  had  most  unwarrantably  interfered  with 
the  pure  admiaiafcratum  of  juatice  m  one  of 


our  most  important  colonies.  It  became 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Adminis- 
tration to  watch  with  care  over  these  dere- 
lictions; and  if  he  failed  in  that  his  most 
sacred  trust,  he  would  deserve  that  con- 
demnation which  he  was  sure  the  feelings 
of  the  country  would  visit  upon  the  man 
who,  holding  responsible  power,  was  care- 
less of  those  great  interests  of  the  State 
which  were  wrapped  up  with  the  well 
government  of  the  colonial  possessions  of 
the  empire. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON:  Sir,  it  is 
with  the  greatest  deference  that  I  venture 
to  say  anything  upon  a  question  having 
reference  to  one  who  is  closely  connected 
with  myself.  I  hope,  however,  I  shall 
prove  to  the  House  that  I  am  capable  of 
overcoming  any  prepossessions  I  may  be 
supposed  to  be  influenced  by  when  I  at  onoe 
join  with  hon.  Gentlemen  in  expressing  my 
deep  regret  for  the  act  that  was  done  with 
regard  to  Chief  Justice  Pedder.  I  shall 
not  enter  into  the  merits  of  this  question  on 
either  side;  it  would  not  be  becoming  of  me 
to  do  so ;  but  I  shall  confine  myself  to  one 
single  point.  The  main  question  I  believe 
is  this — shall  a  certain  despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonial  De- 
partment, animadverting  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  of  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
be  produced  before  this  House?  Now, 
whatever  may  be  the  view  taken  of  this 
subject  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies,  I  have  that  opin- 
ion of  the  sincerity  and  frankness  of  oha« 
racter  of  my  relative  to  believe  that  it 
would  not  be  his  desire  that  any  expres- 
sion of  opinion  with  regard  to  his  oonduet 
should  be  suppressed,  or  that  what  he  had 
done  should  not  undergo  the  fullest  inves- 
tigation by  this  House.  I,  for  one,  cannot 
join  my  hon.  Friend  in  desiring  that  that 
despatch  should  be  kept  from  the  notice  ef 
the  House.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
should  desire  that  the  despatch  should  be 
produced,  and  the  fullest  information  given. 
I  repeat  that  it  would  not  be  becoming  in 
me  to  refer  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
selection  of  that  officer  was  made,  nor  to 
say  anything  with  respect  to  the  value  of 
his  public  services.  They  are  h^bre  this 
House ;  and  I  hope  not  only  that  the 
House  will  exercise  an  impartial  judgment 
upon  them,  but  that  the  closest  attention 
will  be  directed  to  the  future  condoct  of 
that  Gentleman ;  and  I  do  not  doubt  that 
his  disposition  to  discharge  his  dntj  will 
conduct  him  through  the  very  important, 
laborious,  and    responsible    sitnraon  in 
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whieh  ha  is  placed  in  a  manner  honour- 
able to  himielf. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Tho  House  divided  :^-* Ayes  24;  Noes 
72;  Majority  48 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HUME  then  asked  if  there  was 
any  objection  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  lay  on  the  table  a  copy  of  Earl 
Orey's  despatch  wherein  he  censured  and 
disapproyed  of  Sir  W.  Denison's  conduct  ? 

I^RD  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  inas- 
much as  society  in  Van  Diemen's  Land 
was  in  a  yerj  disorganised  state,  and  as  he 
had  stated  expressly  that  Earl  Gray  had 
disapproyed  of  and  censured  Sir  W.  Den- 
iton  s  conduct  towards  Mr.  Justice  Ped- 
.  der,  he  did  not  think,  considering  the  dif- 
fiouJties  which  the  GoYornor  of  that  co- 
lony bad  already  to  contend  with,  that  any 
good  would  result  from  making  public  a 
dooument  which  might  have  the  effect  of 
lowering  the  Goyemor  in  the  eyes  of  the 
odonists,  and  subjecting  him  to  their 
oriiicism  and  censure.  The  better  course, 
therefore,  was  not  to  lay  the  despatch  on 
tbe  table. 

Mb.  ROEBUCK  with  reference  to  the 
remark  of  the  noble  Lord  that  the  popu- 
lation of  Van  Diemen's  Land  were  at 
present  in  a  disorderly  and  disorganised 
state,  begged  to  say  that  if  under  any 
cireumstanoes  a  governor  should  be  above 
all  suspicion  or  imputation,  it  was  where  a 
population  was  in  such  circumstances  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  described.  There 
was  an  old  saying — Omne  ignotum  pro 
magni/co;  and  he  believed  that,  so  long 
as  this  despatch  remained  unknown,  it 
would  be  assumed  to  be  of  a  far  more 
sweeping  and  condemnatory  character  than 
it  really  was.  The  consequence  would  be 
that  the  Governor  would  never  be  able  to 
put  the  law  in  force  against  any  person, 
howeyer  bad  or  mischievous,  and  however 
deserving  of  blame  and  punishment.  In- 
deed, he  was  bold  enough  to  say,  that  if 
this  despatch  were  not  published,  the  Go- 
yemor could  not  with  safety  remain  in  the 
ookmy. 

Subject  dropped. 

SUPPLY— ORDNANCE  ESTIMATES. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of 
Supjdy  on  the  Ordnance  Estimates:  Mr. 
Bemel  in  the  chair. 

Mb.  HUME  appealed  to  the  noble  Lord 
die  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  allow 


the  Ordnance  Estimates  to  stand  over  until 
Monday,  to  afford  time  to  hon.  Members 
to  read  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
that  subject,  which  had  not  yet  been  issued 
to  Members,  although  he  was  assured  that 
it  would  be  ready  by  Saturday. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  begged  to  remind 
the  House  that  they  had  met  that  day — 
the  I2th  of  July,  and  at  a  very  late  period 
of  the  Session — for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering the  Ordnance  Estimates  proposed 
to  be  voted  for  the  year  from  the  5th  of 
April  last  to  the  5th  of  April  next.  He 
had  certainly  been  in  hopes  that  some  time 
ago  the  Committee  which  had  sat  on  the 
Ordnance  and  Army  Estimates  would  have 
been  able  to  make  some  report.  However, 
the  evidence  and  the  consideration  of  that 
evidence  had  taken  till  the  present  time. 
The  question  put  by  his  hon.  Friend  was 
whether,  that  being  the  case,  he  would  not 
agree  to  put  off  the  Ordnance  Estimates 
till  Monday  next.  Now,  he  must  say  it 
appeared  to  him  that  if  there  was  to  be  a 
postponement  at  all,  that  would  not  be  a 
fair  time  to  postpone  it  to,  because  there 
ought  to  be  sufficient  time  to  enable  the 
Board  of  Ordnance  and  the  Government  to 
consider  the  report,  and  to  mature  their 
judgment  upon  the  various  points  connect- 
ed with  it.  Now,  that  might  require  till 
the  end  of  the  present  month  or  sometime 
in  August,  perhaps  towards  September, 
He  certainly  thought  that  were  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  and  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  who  had  had  seve- 
ral months  to  consider  the  points  involved 
in  the  report,  to  avail  themselves  of  their 
knowledge  to  press  objections  upon  the 
Government,  without  the  Government  hav- 
ing had  time  to  consider  the  report,  and 
without  their  being  able,  therefore,  to  en- 
ter upon  its  discussion — that  would  be  an 
unfair  mode  of  discussing  the  report.  It 
seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  they  should 
either  proceed  to  tho  consideration  of  the 
Ordnance  Estimates  for  the  present  year 
then — of  course  listening  to  any  objections 
that  might  be  stated  to  them  by  hon. 
Members,  but  deferring  the  consideration  of 
the  views  propounded  by  the  Committee 
with  regard  to  the  preparation  of  the  esti- 
mates for  next  year — or  else  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  estimates  for  not  less 
than  a  fortnight  from  that  time.  He  sub- 
mitted, that  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  estimates  till  August,  when  there 
would  necessarily  be  a  thin  House,  would 
be  a  very  unsatisfactory  mode  of  proceed- 
ing; and  that  the  better  mode  woidd  be  to 
K2 


263 


Supply" 


{COMMONS}  Ordnance  Estimates.         264 


proceed  dow  with  the  estimates,  and  leave 
the  report  of  the  Committee  to  be  carefully 
considered  during  the  recess,  and  discussed 
in  detail  next  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  361,800^.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  expense  of  the  Pay,  Al- 
lowances, and  Contingencies  of  Ordnance  Military 
Corps,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1850." 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  he  was  quite  sen- 
sible that  this  was  the  12th  of  July,  and 
that  the  Session  was  far  advanced;  but 
the  House  was  in  this  position  —  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session  the  estimates  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in 
order  that  they  might  guide  the  House  to 
a  correct  decision  thereupon.  That  Com- 
mittee had  fully  considered  the  subject, 
but  their  report  was  not  yet  in  the  hands 
of  Members;  and  it  was  in  those  circum- 
stances that  they  were  invited  to  come  to 
a  decision  upon  the  Ordnance  Estimates 
without  tbe  knowledge  of  the  important 
advice  which  was  given  to  the  House  by 
the  Committee.  He  would  gladly  avoid 
delay  in  the  consideration  of  the  estimates; 
but,  undoubtedly,  the  House  would  be 
placed  under  great  disadvantage  in  coming 
to  a  decision  upon  them  unless  time  was 
afforded  to  Members  to  become  acquainted 
with  the  advice  of  the  Committee.  [Lord 
J.  Russell:  Why  not  the  Government?] 
The  noble  Lord  has  mentioned  two  parties 
—  the  Committee  and  the  Government. 
But  he  had  apparently  forgotten  a  third 
party  —  namely,  the  House,  which  wanted 
the  information  which  the  Government  pos- 
sessed already.  He  felt  the  disadvantages 
of  delay,  but,  at  the  same  time,  admitted 
the  validity  of  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose.  In  fact,  the  whole 
position  of  the  affair  exhibited  strongly  the 
evil  of  referring  the  estimates  to  Commit- 
tees. Exactly  the  same  thing  happened 
last  year,  and,  after  all,  the  estimates 
were  voted  without  their  having  the  report 
before  them.  He  would  not,  however, 
divide  in  favour  of  the  postponement. 

Mr.  COBDEN  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  in  re- 
questing that  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
press  the  estimates  that  evening.  The 
noble  Lord  surely  could  not  have  under- 
stood the  case  put  by  his  hon.  Friend,  or  he 
would  not  have  answered  as  he  had  done. 
On  Tuesday  afternoon  the  Committee  com- 
pleted their  report.  It  would  be  printed 
and  in  the  hands  of  the  House  on  Saturday; 


but  between  Tuesday  and  Saturday — that 
interval  of  three  days  in  which  it  was  im« 
possible  for  the  House  to  read  that  report, 
or  to  learn  what  the  Committee  had  been 
doing  for  the  last  five  months — was  just 
the  interval  seized  on  by  the  noble  Lord 
for  bringing  on  these  estimates.  The 
noble  Lord  had  assumed  that  his  hon. 
Friend  wished  the  estimates  postponed  till 
August;  but  he  wished  no  such  thing — all 
he  asked  was,  that  they  should  be  post- 
poned till  Monday  next,  when  the  report, 
as  amended,  might  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members:  at  present  the  amended  report 
had  not  even  been  seen  by  the  Members  of 
the  Committee.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  did  not  think  that  the  House  should 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  proceed  with  the  estimates  that 
evening. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke  had  entirely  misre- 
presented what  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had 
stated.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  cor- 
rect  the  hon.  Member,  when  he  said  ho 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  taken  the  House  by 
surprise  in  the  interval  between  the  report 
being  announced  as  ready,  and  its  delivery 
to  hon.  Members.  The  course  he  really 
took  was  to  inform  the  noble  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  that  there  was  a  period 
when  the  Government  would  have  to  go  on 
with  the  estimates — that  the  Session  was 
becoming  late — ^and  that  he  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) could  not  delay  the  estimates  later 
than  the  12th  of  July;  at  the  same  time 
asking  the  noble  Chairman  if  the  House 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  report  before 
that  period.  The  noble  Chairman  told 
him  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  laid 
before  the  House  considerably  before  that 
day;  and,  having  heard  that  opinion,  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  fixed  the  Ordnance  Esti- 
mates for  July  12,  not  on  the  supposition 
that  the  House  would  have  to  vote  ihem 
in  ignorance  of  the  report,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  they  would  be  in  possession 
of  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stamford  observed  yeiy  fairly 
that  it  was  not  the  Government  nor  the 
Committee  that  had  to  decide  this  ques- 
tion, but  the  House.  At  the  same  time, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  differ 
from  him  when  he  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  responsible  for  the  proposi- 
tion they  made  to  the  House,  and  that  it 
would  not  do  for  them  to  say»  *'  Here  is  a 
certain  sum,  but  whether  it  is  a  pn>per 
amount,  or  whether  it  should  be  diminish- 
ed or  increased,  wo  are  unable  to  say."  It 
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was  for  tbat  very  reason  he  said  the  report 
would  probably  bo  delayed  till  August, 
because  there  must  be  time  not  only  for 
the  Government  to  consider  the  report,  but 
the  evidence  on  which  it  was  founded,  so 
that  when  any  hon.  Member  objected  to 
any  vote,  as  excessive  or  otherwise,  the 
Government  should  be  able  to  say  on  what 
grounds  it  could  be  defended,  and  bo  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  their  own  vote.  It 
therefore  was  not  enough  for  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  to  be  in  possession  of 
the  report.  The  Government  should  have 
it  likewise.  It  seemed  to  him  a  great  in- 
convenience to  postpone  the  vote  to  so  late 
a  period.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  an  embarrass- 
ing position  to  bo  placed  in;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  well  that  if  it  were 
deferred  so  long,  there  were  other  steps 
consequent  upon  the  vote,  such  as  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  the 
passing  of  the  Appropriation  Act,  which 
would  take  up  considerable  time  and  neces- 
sarily protract  the  Session.  Considering 
the  great  importance  of  obtaining  votes 
such  as  would  keep  the  service  in  a  state 
of  efficiency,  and  of  not  making  any  hasty 
retrenchments,  he  thought  it  better  for  the 
House  not  to  make  any  alterations  without 
due  consideration,  and  not  to  postpone  the 
votes  any  longer.  He  begged  to  remind 
ihem  again,  that  the  Government,  which 
brought  them  forward,  was  alone  responsi- 
ble for  the  estimates. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  quite  agreed  with  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford,  that  it  was  not  for  the 
Committee  or  the  Government,  but  for  that 
House,  to  decide  upon  the  estimates.  He 
was  very  sorry  his  noble  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  was  not  present. 
Every  Member  of  the  Committee  would 
bear  testimony  to  his  noble  Friend's  exer- 
tions; and  he  believed  that  those  exertions 
had  been  so  great  as  to  render  it  necessary 
for  him  to  leave  England  for  a  milder  cli- 
mate. As  to  the  report,  it  had  been  pre- 
sented— it  was,  in  fact,  then  on  the  table 
of  the  House,  and  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  by  Saturday.  On  Friday  last 
he  had  himself  proposed  that  an  intimation 
should  be  made  to  the  House,  that  it  would 
not  be  expedient  to  postpone  the  estimates 
imtil  the  report  was  laid  before  it.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was  not 
then  present,  nothing  was  done ;  but  at 
that  tmie  there  was  not  an  immediate  pros- 
pect of  the  report  being  concluded.  On 
llondAy  last    considerable   progress   was 


made  with  the  report.  He,  however,  now 
frankly  said,  that,  considering  the  details 
of  the  various  services  on  which  advice 
had  been  tendered,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  have  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider those  details,  it  would  be  fairer  to  go 
on  with  the  estimates  as  they  had  been 
prepared  up  to  April  last,  without  losing 
time  now  in  discussing  details  which  nei- 
ther the  House  nor  the  Government  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering.  He  thought 
that  at  the  commencement  of  next  Ses- 
sion, the  Government,  having  in  the  recess 
weighed  the  recommendations  contained  in 
the  report,  and  instituted  the  inquiries  in 
distant  colonies  which  were  recommended 
by  the  Committee,  should,  upon  their  re- 
sponsibility, lay  the  Ordnance  Estimates 
upon  the  table  in  the  amended  form  which 
they  might  think  would  pass.  If  they 
proceeded  on  Monday  next  to  debate  those 
estimates  with  reference  to  a  report  which 
would  not  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  un- 
til Saturday,  and  which  could  not  be  fully 
weighed  without  fully  considering  the  evi- 
dence, which  was  very  voluminous,  he  very 
much  doubted  that  their  debates  here  would 
be  of  much  assistance  in  regard  to  the  es- 
timates of  last  year.  If  they  proceeded 
with  the  debate  on  the  estimates  now,  of 
course  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
would  be  perfectly  at  liberty  to  avail  them- 
selves of  all  the  information  which  they 
might  have  acquired  during  the  deliberation 
of  the  Session.  The  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  present  to  answer  any 
objections  that  might  be  urged.  The 
House  would  have  the  opportunity  of  hear- 
ing the  objections  and  weighing  the  an- 
swers; and  he  did  not  think  that,  in  order 
to  the  fair  discussion  of  the  entire  ques- 
tion, it  would  be  necessary  to  await  the 
presentation  of  the  report  on  Saturday,  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  the  details  on  the 
Monday;  and  that  it  would  be  quite  im- 
possible to  read  the  evidence  and  the  re- 
port in  the  interval;  and  without  reading 
them,  a  fair  judgment  could  not  be  arrived 
at.  He  was  most  anxious  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  give  its  atten- 
tion to  the  recommendation  in  the  report, 
lie  was  of  opinion  that  considerable  sav- 
ings of  the  public  money  might  be  effect- 
ed, if  those  recommendations  were  re- 
ceived in  the  spirit  in  which  he  thought 
Government  ought  to  receive  them.  He 
was  quite  sure,  also,  that  those  savings 
could  be  effected  only  by  the  Executive 
Government.  To  do  this  efficiently,  time 
and  consideration  were  absolutely  necessary ; 
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and  he  was  certain  that  it  was  only  upon 
the  responsibility  of  Government  that  sav- 
ings to  that  extent  could  be  safely  and  per- 
manently made.  On  the  whole,  therefore, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  advan- 
tage in  not  proceeding  at  once. 

Mr.  HUME  contended,  unless  it  were 
intended  that  the  report  of  the  Committee 
was  to  be  a  perfect  farce,  that  they  shoxdd 
not  now  proceed  with  the  estimates.  He 
had  been  detained  in  the  House  by  the 
Scotch  Bills,  and  he  himself,  though  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  actually  did 
not  know  one  of  the  conclusions  to  which 
they  had  come.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Ripon  thought  it  better 
for  them  to  discuss  these  estimates  in  ig- 
norance than  in  knowledge.  He  (Mr. 
Hume)  did  not  at  all  agree  with  that  view 
of  the  case.  There  were  forty-one  orders 
of  the  day  upon  the  Paper;  there  was, 
therefore,  plenty  of  business  for  the  House 
to  proceed  with,  and  ho  once  more  called 
upon  them  to  postpone  the  estimates  until 
Monday.  He  wanted  to  show  the  immense 
sums  of  money  that  were  wasted  in  the 
Ordnance  Department,  but  that  he  could 
not  do  without  the  report.  If  he  possibly 
could,  he  should  prevent  their  proceeding 
with  the  estimates  at  this  time,  and  he 
begged  to  move,  therefore,  that  the  Com- 
mittee report  progress,  and  obtain  leave 
to  sit  agam. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  said,  that  last  Friday 
the  impression  in  the  Committee  was,  that 
the  report  would  not  be  ready  by  the 
Tuesday,  and  under  that  impression  he 
proposed  to  the  Committee  that  they  should 
inform  the  House  of  the  position  in  which 
the  business  stood  before  them,  in  order 
that  it  might  judge  whether  it  was  expe- 
dient any  longer  to  suspend  the  consider- 
ation of  the  estimates.  On  the  Monday, 
however,  business  ma^e  greater  process, 
and  in  consequence,  the  report  would  be 
ready  by  Saturday.  He  begged  to  remind 
hon.  Members  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
were  considered  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
in  the  same  manner  as  it  was  proposed 
to  consider  the  Ordnance  Estimates;  and 
there  could  be  no  better  guarantee  to  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  attend 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
than  the  manner  in  which  they  dealt 
with  the  report  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  gave  effect  to  it  during  the  period  that 
Parliament  was  adjourned.  He  believed 
the  same  course  would  be  taken  now  as  to 
the  Ordnance  Estimates.     It  was,  there- 
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fore,  neither  just  to  the  House,  which  had 
no  time  to  consider  the  evidence  on  which 
the  report  was  founded,  nor  fair  to  the  Go- 
vernment, who  were  as  ignorant  as  any 
Members  of  the  House  could  be  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee,  longer  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  these  estimates; 
for  he  confessed  that,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Government  sitting  upon  the  Committee, 
he  had  not  thought  it  to  be  his  duty  to  re- 
port to  the  Cabinet  from  day  to  day  what 
was  going  on  in  the  Committee,  in  order 
that  they  might  keep  pace  with  the  pro- 
ceedings therein. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  was  of  opinion  that  the  question 
really  was  whether  by  a  postponement 
the  House  could  be  put  in  possession  of 
the  report  and  evidence,  so  as  to  become 
fully  informed  on  the  subject.  But,  to 
obtain  due  advantage  from  the  labours  of 
the  Committee,  sufficient  time  must  be 
afforded  to  consider  not  only  their  recom* 
mendations,  but  the  grounds  on  which  tiiese 
were  based.  Was  it  not  the  more  advisable 
course  to  take  the  estimates  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government,  these  esttmatea 
having  been  laid  before  the  House,  giving 
the  Government  an  opportunity  to  avau 
themselves  of  the  labours  of  the  Commit- 
tee by  considering  the  rep6rt  and  evidence 
during  the  vacation,  so  that  next  Session 
they  might  be  able  to  state  what  coarse 
they  on  their  responsibility  would  be  pre- 
pared to  adopt  ?  He  agreed  with  his  noble 
Friend,  that  reductions  to  be  effectoal  must 
be  made  by  the  Executive  Qovemment 
after  due  deliberation.  Before  Monday, 
or  any  early  day,  they  could  not  consider 
and  digest  the  evidence,  but  they  wonld 
have  it  in  their  power,  early  next  Session, 
to  state  what  were  the  reductions  which, 
after  due  deliberation,  they  thought  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  would  enable 
them  to  adopt. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  that  one  anestbn 
of  considerable  importance,  which  had  not 
been  touched  upon  by  the  noble  Lord  or 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  thisi  were 
they  to  abandon  all  hope  of  effecting  any 
reduction  in  the  present  year  f  If  they 
were  to  be  told  by  Government  that  not- 
withstanding the  knowledge  they  possessed 
of  what  had  been  passing  in  the  Commit- 
tee, they  were  yet  unprepared  to  adopt 
any  of  their  suggestions,  so  as  to  efieot 
in  the  current  year  any  redaction  of  the 
estimates,  then  the  House  would  know 
what  conclusions  to  come  to.  Bat  he  un- 
derstand that  they  were  not  prepared  even 
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now  to  lay  that  they  could  not  effect  some 
reduciionB  in  consequence  of  the  recom- 
mendations  of  the  Committee.  If  that 
were  so»  and  if  it  were  the  fact  that  the 
reoommendations  in  the  report  were  to 
clearly  and  distinctly  stated  that  Govern- 
ment  and  the  House  might  he  able  to  avail 
themselves  of  those  excellent  suggestions, 
then  he  said  the  case  did  become  rather 
strong  in  favour  of  hon.  Members  having 
before  them  the  report  at  least,  in  order 
to  be  enabled  to  form  a  judgment  whether 
they  oonld  or  could  not  carry  some  of  those 
uiefnl  suggestions  into  effect  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session.  If  they  could 
save  some  money  to  the  public  before  the 
Seaaion  of  1850,  it  would  be  achieving 
lomething  which  would  prove  a  highly 
satisfactory  part  of  their  duty.  If»  on 
the  other  hand»  he  was  told  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  deriving  any  benefit  from  the 
labours  of  the  Committee  in  the  present 
year,  then  he  should  be  disposed  to  ask 
himself  why  the  Committee  was  appointed 
in  the  shape  in  which  it  had  been  appointed. 
In  that  case  they  might  have  taken  the 
estimates  early  in  the  Session,  and  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  with  reference  to 
nitiire  estimates.  But  the  House  had 
been  waiting  up^  to  this  time  under  the 
impression  Qiat  even  in  the  current  year 
they  might  derive  some  advantage  from 
the  labours  of  the  Committee.  So  that, 
taking  the  case  as  it  was  put  by  the  Go- 
Temment,  it  seemed  to  be  necessary  that 
they  should  see  the  report. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  inquired  whether 
ihey  were  to  abandon  all  hope  of  effecting 
any  reductions  within  the  present  year? 
His  answer  to  that  was,  Certainly  not. 
When  the  report  of  the  Committee  should 
be  seen  and  considered,  it  might  turn  out 
upon  investigation  that  there  were  some 
reductions  and  changes  which  might  be 
made  in  a  very  short  time ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly was  astonished  that  the  right  hon. 
OenUeman,  with  all  his  knowledge  of  the 
mode  of  carrying  on  the  public  business, 
should  expect  that  on  Monday  next,  there 
being  perhaps  a  proposal  for  a  reduction 
of  100,000^.  in  the  service,  the  Govern- 
ment should  at  once  say  that  it  was  pre- 
pared to  make  that  reduction  without  any 
further  consideration.  Suppose,  for  ex- 
ample, a  reduction  were  proposed  in  stores, 
be  should  certainly  like  to  write  to  Sir  T. 
Hastings  before  giving  any  answer  to  such 
a  proposition.  There  was  another  course 
open  to  them^  and  that  was  to  adopt  the 


proposals  of  the  Committee  as  absolute 
law.  ["  No,  no!*']  Well,  if  not,  he  could 
not  see  what  advantage  was  to  be  gained 
by  postponing  the  estimates  from  Saturday 
to  Monday.  How  could  the  Government 
in  that  time  make  up  their  minds  to  any 
reductions  that  might  be  proposed  ?  for,  at 
the  present  moment,  he  must  observe,  that 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  one  single  reduc* 
tion  that  the  Committee  proposed.  He 
was  sure  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
himself  in  the  Government,  he  would  scorn 
such  a  course,  and  would  say  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  adopt  it. 

Sir  W.  MOLES  WORTH  said,  the  no- 
ble  Lord  had  observed  that  there  was  not 
one  single  reduction  proposed  by  the  Com« 
mittee  of  which  he  was  aware.  He  could 
inform  the  noble  Lord  of  some  reductions 
proposed  for  military  works  in  the  colonies. 
The  Committee  had  unanimously  agreed 
that  certain  military  works  in  Bermuda, 
the  Mauritius,  and  the  Ionian  Islands, 
should  be  suspended  until  the  Government 
should  have  full  time  to  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  continuing  those  works.  If  the 
House  read  that  report  they  would  see 
that  reduction  recommended  upon  such 
evidence — Earl  Grey*s  and  others — that 
they  would  insist  on  the  Government  post- 
poning these  estimates. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  thought  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Stamford  would  agree 
with  him  that  when  once  the  House  had 
sanctioned  the  amount  of  force,  the  expen- 
diture had  so  far  been  determined.  With 
respect  to  the  Ordnance  force,  the  House 
had  already  voted  the  number  of  men. 
The  other  branches  of  expenditure  in  that 
department  immediately  under  control  of 
the  Executive  Government  with  reference 
to  economy  were  only  two,  stores  and  new 
works,  which  had  each  two  subdivisions, 
according  as  they  related  to  stores  and 
new  works  at  home,  or  stores  and  new 
works  in  the  colonies.  With  respect  to 
stores,  it  was  hardly  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  come  at  once  to  a  decision  as 
to  what  for  a  peace  establishment  should 
be  the  permanent  amount  of  stores  to  be 
maintained  ;  and  six  months  were  not  too 
much  time  to  allow  the  Government  to 
make  up  their  minds  on  the  subject.  He 
had  heard  the  evidence,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  if  any  hasty  decision  were  adopted. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  that  time 
should  be  given  and  taken.  So  also  with 
respect  to  that  most  important  and  expen- 
sive branch,  fortifications  and  works  abroad, 
similar  inquiry  must  be  made  ;   and  the 
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Committee  pointed  out  different  cases  in 
which  they  thought  such  inquiry  necessary, 
though  it  might  occupy  considerable  time. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South wark  had  re- 
ferred to  three  cases  in  which  the  suspen- 
sion of  certain  works  was  recommended 
till  inquiry  had  been  instituted.  Nothing 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  that  the 
suspension  of  a  vote  of  30,000?.  on  which 
the  Clerk  of  the  Ordnance  and  a  Colleague 
agreed  with  the  Committee,  should  be  an- 
ticipated. To  that  extent  he  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) should  be  perfectly  willing  to  go;  as 
he  should  on  other  points  as  they  proceeded. 
But  when  the  number  of  men  had  been 
voted  for  the  year,  tho  inquiry  with  re- 
spect to  stores  would  lead  to  difficulties  ; 
and  so  with  respect  to  fortifications  and 
works,  especially  in  the  colonies,  he  did 
not  think  tho  report  itself  would  be  a  safe 
guide.  The  value  of  that  report  depended 
on  the  evidence  which  it  had  occupied  five 
months  to  take,  which  embraced  10,000 
questions,  and  which  involved  consider- 
ations of  extreme  intricacy.  The  Ord- 
nance Estimates  were  the  most  difficult  to 
understand  of  those  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  they,  as  well  as  the  Govern- 
ment, would  be  misled  if  they  came  to  an 
immediate  decision.  They  must  recollect 
that,  in  this  matter,  they  were  dealing 
with  the  defences  of  their  own  country, 
and  of  the  colonies.  He  had  made  up  his 
own  mind  ;  but  it  remained  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  consider  what  objections  they 
had  to  the  propositions  of  the  Committee  ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  prepared,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session,  to  weigh  those 
objections.  For  tho  sake  of  the  public 
service  he  entreated  the  House  not  rashly 
or  prematurely  to  come  to  a  decision  even 
on  those  suggestions  of  the  report  which 
recommended  an  increase  in  certain  cases. 
Mr.  COBDEN  said,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  warned  the  House  not  to  be 
rash  or  hasty  in  making  reductions  ;  and 
for  that  reason  they  advocated  the  post- 
ponement of  the  estimates  till  Monday. 
That  would  surely  be  less  rash  than  voting 
them  then.  Let  the  House  avail  itself  of 
the  result  of  the  Committee's  inquiry  ;  let 
hon.  Members  have  the  report  in  their 
hands,  and  they  would  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion to  vote  the  money  than  when  in  per- 
fect ignorance  of  it.  It  was  said  the  re- 
port would  not  be  sufficient  without  the 
evidence.  He  believed  very  few  Members 
would  ever  read  the  evidence  ;  probably 
not  a  large  number  would  ever  open  the 
book.     The   report  was  a  digest  of  the 


evidence  ;  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  possessed  a  remark- 
able talent  for  giving  a  lucid  summary  of 
a  vast  mass  of  evidence.  But  if  it  were 
bad  to  go  to  the  vote  without  reading  the 
evidence,  it  must  be  still  worse  to  do  so 
without  either  the  report  or  the  evidence. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  placed  the  House  in  such  a  posi- 
tion that  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
now  to  vote  on  these  estimates.  He  said 
there  were  questions  involved  in  the  report 
on  which  they  would  be  called  on  to  de- 
cide ;  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Southwark  said  the  report  recom- 
mended the  suspension  of  certain  works  in 
foreign  stations.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Ripon  said  he  was  ready 
to  vote  for  the  suspension  of  those  works  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee — he  had  for  the  last 
five  months  given  these  matters  the  most 
laborious  attention,  and  had,  therefore, 
great  advantage  over  other  hon.  Members. 
If  hon.  Members  would  wait  till  Satur- 
day, and  would  read  the  report,  they  would 
not  only  see  the  recommendations  referred 
to,  but  the  grounds  on  which  they  were 
made.  They  would  see  an  extract  from 
Earl  Grey*s  evidence  on  the  subject.  If 
hon.  Members  proceeded  now  to  vote  this 
money,  they  would  proclaim  tmmpet- 
tongued  to  the  country  that  which  the 
country  strongly  suspected,  that  their  vot- 
ing of  money  was  nothing  but  a  farce,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  instead  of 
being  the  guardian  of  the  public  purse,  was 
nothing  but  a  screen  for  the  Government. 
Colonel  ANSON  agreed  that  the  re- 
port  was  most  ably  drawn  up ;  but  as  it 
contained  references  to  the  questionB,  hon. 
Members  ought  to  be  able  to  refer  to  the 
evidence  also.  He  was  extremely  anxious 
there  should  be  no  further  delay  in  passing 
these  estimates,  on  account  of  the  incon- 
venience which  would  thereby  be  caused, 
not  only  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  but 
to  the  public  service  generally.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  would  not 
persist  in  his  Motion.  Any  objection  that 
he  might  make  to  the  votes,  he  (Col.  An- 
son) was  prepared  to  answer.  As  to  the 
works  at  Mauritius,  and  other  places,  it 
would  be  extremely  rash  for  the  QoTem- 
ment  at  once  to  say  they  would  scratch 
these  items  out  of  the  estimates.  All  they 
could  do  was  to  make  the.  strictest  inquiry, 
and  to  promote  the  views  of  the  Commit- 
tee, if,  on  due  inquiry,  they  found  it  de-« 
sirable  to  do  so. 
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Mb.  COBDEN,  ia  explanation,  stated 
that  the  report  had  been  finished  on  Tues- 
day* Boouer  than  was  expected  ;  and  he 
had  rather  the  House  had  voted  these  esti- 
mates  without  the  report  at  all,  than  that 
the  Committee  should  have  been  hurried 
in  their  report,  and  it  should  then  not  be 
brought  before  the  House.  To  avoid  any 
detriment  to  the  public  service,  if  any  such 
could  arise  by  postponing  these  estimates 
till  Monday,  or  if  money  was  wanted  for 
paying  the  men,  let  the  Government  take 
a  vote  on  account. 

Mb.  SPOONER  should  support  thehon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  if  he  pressed  his 
Motion  to  a  division.  After  this  Commit- 
tee had  sat  two  years,  the  estimates  ought 
certainly  not  to  be  voted,  in  ignorance  of 
their  report.  It  seemed  to  him  most  as- 
tonishing that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  should  be  in  utter  ig- 
norance of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  Even  in  the  absence  of  the 
evidence,  the  report  would  be  some  guide 
in  discussing  the  estimates;  and  it  would 
be  monstrous,  after  waiting  till  Thursday, 
not  to  wait  two  days  longer. 

Colonel  RAWDON  advocated  the  pro- 
ceeding at  once  to  the  consideration  of  the 
estimates,  when  hon.  Members  might  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  any  item  to 
which  they  objected. 

Mb.  HILDYARD  said,  if  the  Commit- 
tee had  been  one  in  hostility  to  the  Govern- 
ment, weight  would  have  attached  to  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  Lord;  but  the  Com- 
mittee having  been  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, being  in  fact  their  own,  it  ought 
not  to  be  assumed  that  their  recommen- 
dations needed  watching  with  so  much  sus- 
picion. The  Government  having  professed 
themselves  ignorant  of  the  Committee*s  re- 
commendations, and  being  responsible  for 
the  estimates,  they  ought  certainly  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  this  report  of  their 
own  Committee  before  the  estimates  were 
discussed.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
the  House  would  be  entirely  led  by  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee ;  hon.  Members 
would  doubtless  exercise  their  own  judg- 
ment. If  the  Committee  had  not  suggest- 
ed any  great  reductions,  there  was  no  harm 
in  seeing  the  report;  if  it  had,  how  should 
they  stand  with  the  country  in  thus  slur- 
ring over  the  Committee's  recommenda- 
tions ? 

LoBD  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  essence 
of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  was,  that  the  report  being  issued 
QSk  Saturday,  the  estimates  should  be  dis- 


cussed, and  great  reductions  made  on 
Monday.  Last  year  the  Committee  had 
reported  on  the  Navy  Estimates;  and  this 
year  there  had  been  a  reduction  of 
700,000;.  or  800,000?.  on  those  esti- 
mates.  Such  reductions  ought  always  to 
be  proposed  after  duo  consideration,  not 
upon  forty-eight  hours'  notice — with  a 
view  to  the  real  interests  of  the  country, 
and  not  for  the  sake  of  a  good  speech  on 
the  hustings. 

Mr.  IIliME  said,  he  had  never  made 
use  of  the  expression  "large  reductions  to 
be  made  immediately.*'  He  had  only 
stated,  that  a  great  increase  had  taken 
place  in  this  department  beyond  what  the 
resources  of  the  country  would  justify.  In 
his  demand  he  considered  he  was  reason- 
able in  every  point,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  unreasonable  in  every 
point. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  must 
vote  against  reporting  progress.  The 
question  was,  whether  they  would  enter 
into  those  estimates  now  or  on  Monday, 
after  the  report  was  printed  ?  They  would 
only  vote  now,  as  they  would  do  if  the 
Committee  had  not  sat  at  all.  The  report 
of  the  Committee  referred  to  recommenda- 
tions which  they  suggested  should  be  taken 
into  consideration  during  the  recess,  and  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  that  they  could 
be  carried  into  practice  now.  There  were 
only  two  votes  which  the  Committee  re- 
commended to  be  suspended.  With  re- 
gard to  these  two,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  attend  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  Committee.  But  with  regard  to  the 
others,  he  thought  that  they  might  pro- 
ceed with  them  now. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  43; 
Noes  80:  Majority  37. 

Mr.  13.  SMITH  did  not  think  the  noble 
Lord  at  all  justified  in  urging  on  the  vote, 
when  there  was  other  business  which  might 
be  proceeded  with,  and  when  the  report  of 
the  Coramittoo  was  not  yet  in  the  hands 
of  Members.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  accede  to  so  reasonable  a  request  as 
the  postponement  of  the  vote.  If  tha 
noble  Lord  persisted  in  going  on  with  it, 
he  should  move  that  the  Chaiiman  quit  the 
chair. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  had  postponed  this 
estimate  from  time  to  time,  in  the  hope 
that  the  report  would  be  presented  to  the 
House;  but  when  the  middle  of  July  had 
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nearly  arrived,  he  felt  it  would  be  impos- 
dible  for  him  longer  to  wait  for  the  report 
before  taking  this  estimate,  and  he  had  ac- 
eordingly  proposed  last  week  to  fix  Supply 
for  this  aay.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
thirty-seven  orders  on  the  Paper;  but,  as 
he  had  stated  last  Friday  that  he  would 
take  the  Ordnance  Estimates  to-night,  it 
would  not  be  fair  towards  those  Members 
who  wished  to  discuss  other  measures  on 
the  Paper,  to  proceed  with  them  before 
Supply.  Ho  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  go  on  with  the  Ordnance  Estimates, 
because,  if  they  delayed  doing  so  to-night, 
it  would  prolong  the  Session  for  a  fortnight 
beyond  the  time  anticipated  for  proroga- 
tion. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  there  were  other  esti- 
mates which  might  be  taken  that  night, 
and,  therefore,  no  time  need  be  lost.  He 
should  leave  it  to  the  country  to  judge  who 
was  right  and  who  was  wrong.  What  rea- 
son was  there  for  pressing  forward  those 
estimates  before  the  information  contained 
in  the  report  of  the  Oommittee  with  respect 
to  them  was  in  the  possession  of  hon. 
Members?  A  vote  had  been  taken  of 
100,0002.  for  barracks;  but  that  was  only 
a  third  of  the  charge.  He  wished  to  place 
before  the  public  the  enormous  expense  of 
barracks,  incurred  for  no  other  reason  than 
because  the  Government  acted  on  uncon- 
stitutional principles.  It  was  full  time 
that  those  estimates  should  be  fully  inquired 
into,  and  he  should,  therefore,  vote  in  fa- 
Tour  of  postponing  them  till  the  report  was 
in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mr.  HASTIE  wished  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  to  state  whether  there 
was  in  the  report  any  objection  to  the 
vote  before  the  House  ?  If  there  was, 
he  should  vote  for  postponement. 

Mr.  HUME  was  glad  his  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  the  question.  He  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon  whether  he  had  not  in  the  Oom- 
mittee objected  to  the  great  increase  in 
the  artillery,  and  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  stated  that  it  was  for 
the  House,  and  not  for  the  Committee, 
to  decide  as  to  the  number  of  men  ?  In 
1828  the  number  of  men  voted  for  the 
artillery  was  only  8,200;  now  it  was  be- 
tween 14,000  and  15,000. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  there  was 
something  unreasonable  in  the  noble  Lord 
pressing  this  vote  against  so  respectable  a 
minority  as  forty-three,  many  of  whom 
were  the  usual  supporters  of  Govern- 
ment.    He  would  ittggest  the  adjourn- 


ment of  the  debate  till  Monday.  It  was 
true,  the  noble  Lord  had  given  notice 
that  he  would  take  these  estimates  to- 
night; but  it  was  before  he  knew  that 
the  report  would  be  so  soon  laid  on  the 
table. 

Captain  HARRIS  was  one  of  those  who 
voted  in  the  minority;  but  he  was  anxious 
not  to  offer  any  vexatious  opposition  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  had  op- 
posed the  appointment  of  those  Committees 
from  the  first;  but  he  was  now  most  ready 
to  admit  that  they  had  been  of  great  ser- 
vice. That  upon  the  Navy  had  been  con- 
ducted with  the  utmost  fairness;  and  that 
being  the  case,  their  reports  were  valu* 
able.  He  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  post- 
poning the  discussion  until  the  report  was 
printed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER admitted  that  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session  this  would  be  a  fair  and 
reasonable  request;  but  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  that  without  the  evi- 
dence the  House  would  not  be  able  to  form 
a  fair  opinion  upon  the  report,  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  having  been  di- 
vided. The  mere  possession  of  the  report 
would  not  really  and  truly  give  the  House 
any  information  which  would  aid  it  in 
forming  a  proper  judgment.  If  a  post- 
ponement until  Monday  took  place,  it 
would  lengthen  the  Session  by  a  week. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  that  argument 
only  went  to  prove  that  they  ought  to  have 
the  evidence  as  well  as  the  report  before 
they  voted  this  money.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  of  the  Session  being 
prolonged,  as  if  hon.  Members  were  not 
there  to  do  the  business  of  the  country,  and 
to  do  it  properly.  If  they  consented  to 
take  the  report  without  the  evidence,  the 
Government  ouffht  to  be  the  last  to  find 
fault  with  so  short  a  postponement  for 
that  purpose.  The  Government  was  treat- 
ing the  House  as  if  it  were  nothing,  and 
saying,  in  effect,  that  the  fivo  months'  la- 
bour of  the  Committee  in  collecting  infor- 
mation was  thrown  away.  Why,  deduct- 
ing the  Members  of  the  Government,  who 
could  not  vote  as  they  pleased,  and  one  or 
two  Members  of  the  late  Government,  he 
had  a  majority  in  favour  of  postpone- 
ment. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  would  not  vote 
for  postponement  a  second  time,  feeling 
that  he  was  bound  by  the  decision  to 
which  the  House  had  already  come. 

Whereupon  Motion  maddi  and  Question 
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put,  ''That  thd  Chairman  do  uow  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  21 ; 
Noes  90 :  Majority  69. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Aloock,  T.  Mowatt,  F. 

BaUlie,  H.  J.  0*Connell,  J. 

Cobden,  R.  Osborne,  R. 

Gonyngbam,  Lord  A.  Pearson,  C. 

Dimeaii,  G.  Pilkington,  J. 

Fox»  W.  J.  Salwey,  Col. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M.  Thompson,  Ool. 

Barris,  R.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Henry,  A.  Williams,  J. 
Kersbaw,  J.  tbllxriS. 

Lnshington,  G.  Smith,  J.  B. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W.  Uume,  J. 

Mb.  HUME  moved  that  the  Chairman 
do  nov  leave  the  chair.  When  he  saw 
that  every  town  in  the  kingdom  was  calling 
for  economy  and  reduction,  and  when  he 
found  that  the  Government  would  not 
iUow  time  for  further  inquiry,  he  thought 
he  was  fully  warranted  in  offering  every 
obstruction  to  their  proceedings. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  divi- 
tton  which  had  just  taken  place  showed 
dearly  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
House  ^at  they  ought  to  go  on  with  the 
estimates;  and  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  House  was  against  the  vexatious  oppo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  said,  that  the  nohle 
Lord  had  no  right  to  complain  of  the 
House  dividing.  He  should  he  glad  to 
know  why  they  were  to  pass  these  esti- 
mates  in  such  a  hurry  ?  Why  were  these 
estimates  not  brought  forward  before  ? 
Because  they  were  waiting  for  the  report 
of  the  Committee.  They  only  asked  for 
a  few  days  to  have  the  report  in  their 
hands,  and  the  noble  Lord  accused  them 
of  Texatious  obstruction.  He  was  not  one 
^  those  who  thought  that  this  report, 
when  it  was  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  could  make  any  great  alteration 
lliia  year;  but  he  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  be  called  upon  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  the  estimates  until  some  information, 
WDtch  was  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
ahonld  be  in  their  possession. 

Mr.  COBDEN  had  observed  the  exulta. 
tiou  of  some  hon.  Members  when  the  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  report  did  not  re- 
commend an  alteration  in  the  estimates 
thk  year.  If  there  was  one  thing  which 
was  more  established  than  another,  it  was 
tiut,  that  no  estimate  had  ever  been  alt^.T- 
ed  in  the  lifetime  of  any  person  present 
tlUr  H  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 
B,  when  once  printed,  were 


always  adopted;  he  never  remembered  a 
majority  of  this  House  varying  an  esti* 
mate.  There  had  not  been  a  vote  since  ho 
had  been  in  the  House  to  disturb  the  items 
of  an  estimate.  [**  Hear,  hear!**]  He  said 
advisedly  that  there  had  never  been,  during 
the  eight  years  that  ho  had  been  hi  the 
House,  a  vote  to  alter  the  estimates.  With 
what  hope  did  independent  Members  dis- 
cuss them?  With  tho  hope  that  they 
might  bring  public  opinion  to  hear  upon 
them.  How  could  they  bo  discussed  if 
there  were  not  facts  and  figures  on  which 
to  form  a  conclusion  ?  To  go  to  this  dis- 
cussion without  this  report,  and  to  deprive 
hon.  Members  of  the  opportunity  of  bene- 
fiting  from  tho  five  months*  labours  of  the 
Committee,  was  a  most  monstrous  piece  of 
injustice,  and  most  ridiculous  management. 
He  would  not  discuss  the  estimate;  ho 
would  rather  walk  out  of  tho  House.  If 
they  had  not  facts  or  figures,  and  if  they 
had  not  the  report  of  the  Committee,  how 
could  they  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  esti- 
mates ?  If  it  were  done  purposely  to  defeat 
tho  time  and  labour  of  the  House,  it  could 
not  be  done  more  systematically.  He  had 
not  heard  one  statement  why  they  should 
not  go  into  a  consideration  of  the  report. 
He  asked  the  noble  Lord  to  give  his  rea- 
sons. All  that  the  noble  Lord  had  said 
in  the  shape  of  argument  was,  that  they 
would  lose  a  week,  if  they  did  not  go  into 
the  estimates  to-night.  He  apprehended 
that  to  lose  a  week  was  to  save  the  money 
of  the  country.  He  did  not  know  what 
tho  Government  were  talking  of.  If  any 
Members  ought  tf)  give  a  week  more  to 
the  Session,  the  Members  who  sat  on  that 
(the  Treasury)  bench  should  do  so.  Ho 
agreed  that  in  a  constitutional  Government 
!  you  must  be  governed  by  a  majority;  but 
there  were  forms  of  prc^eeding  by  which  a 
minority  in  a  deliberative  assembly  might 
;  be  trampled  on  by  brute  force  and  in  de- 
I  fiance  of  reason.  If  an  attempt  was  made 
I  to  trample  upon  him,  by  the  forc^5  of  a  ma- 
jority, on  a  question  of  gaining  24  hours 
to  give  time  to  discuss  a  question  of  im- 
•  portance  to  the  country — he  said  that  if 
I  ever  there  was  an  occasion  on  which  he 
I  was  justified  in  using  the  fomis  of  the 
,  House  to  get  delay — and  it  was  only  delay 
that  was  wanted — that  was  that  occasion. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
■  Montrose  persevered  from  tliis  time  to 
midnight,  and  renewed  his  Motion  t^^-mor- 
row,  that  the  printer  might  have  time  to 
prepare  his  report,  he  would  go  on  with 
I  his  opposition. 
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Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  said  that  they  were  eudeavouring  to 
orercome  opposition  without  reason,  and 
by  mere  brute  force.  He  thought  they 
had  given  sufficient  reasons.  There  were 
two  important  Members  of  the  Committee 
who  gave  their  reasons — the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ripon,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  —  who  both 
stated  at  some  length  their  reasons,  they 
being  Members  of  the  Committee,  and 
haying  attended  carefully  to  the  Commit- 
tee, being  anxious  for  reduction  and  eco- 
nomy, that  they  ought  to  go  into  these  es- 
timates to-night,  and  not  postpone  them 
till  Monday.  The  only  Member  who  op- 
posed this  who  had  attended  much  to  the 
Committee  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Yorkshire.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose did  not  attend. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  he  attended  al- 
ways until  the  last  three  days.  The  noble 
Lord  was  much  in  error  in  taking  credit 
for  the  speeches  of  his  two  right  hon. 
Friends.  Their  reasons  were  for  delay, 
although  their  vote  was  against  him.  The 
reasons  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
such  that  any  hon.  Member  would  have 
expected  that  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
come  to  a  different  conclusion. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  he 
understood  that  all  were  agreed  that  these 
votes  on  the  Ordnance  Estimates,  which 
were  reported  against  unanimously  by  the 
Committee,  should  be  postponed  till  the 
report  of  the  Committee  was  before  the 
House;  but  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  if 
one  single  vote  were  postponed  until  after 
the  report  was  printed — namely,  till  Mon- 
day next — they  could  not  finish  their  sup- 
ply on  Friday,  and  another  week  was  gone. 
There  was  no  loss  of  time  in  postponing 
all  the  estimates  beyond  what  would  be 
lost  in  postponing  one.  Were  they  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  a  vote  to-night,  against 
which  a  Committee  had  unanimously  re- 
ported ?  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  said,  if  he  understood  him  correctly, 
that  with  regard  to  these  particular  votes, 
he  thought  there  was  ground  for  postpone- 
ment, but  they  might  go  on  with  the  rest. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  House  had 
been  proceeding  upon  something  like  a 
misunderstanding,  because  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  course  which  the  majority  of 
Members  were  willing  to  take  was  to  post- 
i)one  the  votes  which  were  reported  against 
bj  the  Committee.  If  it  was  not,  there 
was  no  meaning  in  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Paisley.  If  the  Government 


succeeded,  the  world  would  say  that  it  was 
their  generalship  that  got  them  through  the 
estimates.  It  was  the  interest  of  all  parties 
to  have  a  useful  consideration  of  the  esti- 
mates; and  he  therefore  hoped  it  would 
not  be  deemed  a  factious  opposition.  The 
first  division  showed  that  there  was  a 
large  majority  of  independent  Members, 
nearly  all  who  were  present,  who  were  for 
postponement.  He  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey,  when  he  said  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  a  minority  to  submit  to  a 
majority,  that  he  must  consider  how  that 
majority  was  composed,  and  ought,  there- 
fore, to  count  all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment only  for  one.  If  he  took  that 
view  of  the  question,  he  would  find  that 
the  majority  of  independent  Members  of 
the  House  were  for  the  postponement  of 
these  votes.  He  did  not  like  to  embark 
in  an  opposition  that  was  factious,  or  one 
which,  by  being  abandoned,  showed  that  it 
was  ill-considered  when  it  was  commenced; 
if  he  embarked  in  an  opposition  he  was 
prepared  to  persevere  in  it,  because  he 
would  not  have  taken  the  first  step  without 
it  was  founded  in  reason  and  justice.    • 

Two  other  divisions  were  then  taken  upon 
Question  being  put,  **  That  the  Chairman 
do  now  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again:*' — Ayes  20;  Noes  113:  Ma- 
jority 93; — and  Ayes  18;  Noes  118:  Ma- 
jority 100. 

Mr.  HUME  protested  against  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government.  There  were 
other  estimates,  such  as  the  militia,  on 
which  no  information  was  expected  from 
the  report,  and  with  which  the  Committee 
might  proceed,  if  the  saving  of  time  was 
an  object.  If  Government  had  determined 
on  the  course  they  were  now  taking,  why 
had  they  delayed  their  estimates  so  long  ? 
If  they  had  brought  them  forward  in  ordi- 
nary course,  the  House  might  have  dis- 
cussed them  item  by  item;  but  they  had 
been  delayed  for  this  report,  and  now  it 
was  ready,  the  House  was  not  to  see  it. 
If  the  Government  had  not  intended  to 
take  the  House  by  surprise,  they  would 
never  have  acted  in  such  a  manner.  Last 
year  they  made  large  reductions  without 
any  report,  and  took  credit  for  so  doing,  and 
their  altered  conduct  on  the  present  occa- 
sion proved  that  the  economical  course  was 
to  be  followed  no  longer.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  statement  of  the  expenses  of  1825, 
1835,  and  1848,  and  it  afforded  such  a 
frightful  picture  of  increase  as  fully  to  jus- 
tify the  House  in  refusing  to  pass  the  pre- 
sent estimates  without   the  most  ample 
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discussion.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  trans- 
ferred to  the  other.  When  there  before 
they  had  supported  him  for  six  weeks 
against  the  Army  Estimates,  and  none 
more  strenuously  than  the  noble  Lord  the 
present  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
Why,  in  the  worst  of  the  boroughmonger- 
ing  times  such  a  proceeding  as  the  pre- 
sent could  not  have  taken  place.  There 
were  no  estimates  more  requiring  investi- 
gation than  the  Ordnance  Votes  —  three 
millions  of  money  to  be  taken  from  the 
public  without  inquiry  !  Again  he  protest- 
ed against  the  course  of  the  Government. 
All  he  asked  was,  that  they  might  take 
the  unopposed  votes,  and  postpone  the 
others  until  Monday.  The  House  was  not 
aware  of  the  necessity  there  was  for  in- 
quiry respecting  the  Ordnance.  The  Board 
acted  merely  as  a  blind  to  deceive  the  pub- 
lic. People  might  suppose  that  they  con- 
sulted together;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
each  Member  was  uncontrolled  in  his 
own  department,  and  expended  the  public 
money  without  any  interference  from  his 
coadjutors.  To  expose  this  and  other 
abuses,  the  time  of  hon.  Members  had 
been  consumed;  and  the  Committee,  in- 
stead of  touching  the  Army,  had  confined 
their  inquiries  to  the  Ordnance  Estimates, 
and  had  ferretted  out  the  whole  system. 
They  had  prepared  a  report;  but  now, 
when  the  subject-matter  of  their  inquiries 
came  before  the  House,  the  report  was  not 
to  be  produced.  It  was  not  fair  to  the 
Committee,  to  him,  or  the  House,  to  press 
on  these  estimates  with  such  unseemly 
haste,  and  with  such  a  determination  to 
prerent  any  discussion  likely  to  result  in 
economy.  The  Ordnance  Estimates  rose 
from  1,035,000?.  in  1835,  to  3,078,000?. 
in  1849.  Was  not  that  a  subject  to  be  in- 
quired into?  He  appealed  to  the  noble 
Lord  once  more  to  give  the  House  and  the 
public  time  to  examine  these  estimates  and 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  which,  if 
time  were  given,  they  would,  after  this 
discussion,  examine  more  closely  than  they 
had  any  other  report.  It  was  not  he  who 
was  acting  a  factious  part,  it  was  the  noble 
Lord,  who  persisted  in  refusing  an  oppor- 
tonity  of  fairly  examining  these  estimates. 
He  felt  bound  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
now  report  progress. 

Mb.  BROTHERTON  did  not  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was 
taking  the  beet  mode  of  accomplishing  the 
oljeet  he  had  in  view.  He  had  much  ra- 
tbier  thai  they  had  been  allowed  time  to 


consider  the  report  before  being  asked  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  estimates;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  this  constant  distrust 
of  the  Government  ought  to  bo  shown, 
especially  as  it  was  admitted  that  they  had 
readily  consented  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry.  He  was  dis- 
posed to  give  the  Government  credit  for  a 
desire  to  make  retrenchments.  If  they 
voted  the  money,  it  did  not  follow  that 
they  were  obliged  to  spend  it.  He  had 
always  voted  for  retrenchment;  but  he  be- 
lieved, in  the  present  case,  no  good  would 
result  from  delaying  tho  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Sir  R.  price  deprecated  these  fruit- 
less divisions,  and  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose,  if 
he  felt  so  strongly  on  the  matter,  should 
leave  the  House,  and  eo  protest  against  a 
course  which  he  found  he  could  not  prevent. 

Mr.  bright  confessed  that  the  speech- 
es of  those  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
in  favour  of  the  Government  were  not  suf- 
ficient to  induce  him  to  vote  against  tho 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  was  a  firm 
ally  of  the  Government,  and  sometimes 
he  appeared  in  danger  of  forgetting  the 
large  number  of  persons  he  represented 
down  in  Lancashire.  Personal  partialities 
influenced  many  hon.  Members  at  times, 
and  those  partialities  at  present  seemed 
to  have  their  effect  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford.  Tho  case  before  tho  House 
was  a  very  simple  one.  The  Ordnance 
Estimates  had  been  postponed  for  five 
months,  and  now  the  Government  were  re- 
fusing the  delay  of  a  day  or  two  in  order 
that  the  report  might  be  printed  and  cir- 
culated. Now,  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
recollect  that  within  the  last  fortnight  he 
had  granted  two  days  for  the  discussion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire '• 
Motion  on  the  state  of  the  nation,  and 
that  there  had  beon  some  evenings  during 
the  Session  entirely  lost.  He  believed 
that  there  had  been  less  obstruction  offered 
to  Her  Majesty's  Goveniment  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  than  since  the  Government 
had  assumed  the  reins  of  office.  Take  the 
debates.  There  had  been  a  debate  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  for  going  back  to  the  expenditure 
(/£  1835.  It  was  not  discussed  for  more 
than  a  night,  because;  the  free-traders  were 
dchirous  of  not  throwing  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  Administration.  Then,  tliere 
was  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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which  wiA  x,^,  i'MMB^ifi  ToLj  jir  t  ssuci^ 
ni;^bt.     Tb«  LrL-tii   'l'i!ir»a    iiKscmL  i^it 

tbough  &::x>MLf  m  adtireH  ^ait  H.iaK 
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time.  He  was  IcIIt  jiEafaMiL  ^aisv^ir^  zi 
asserting  Iroadhr  titas  di«  G<)««rLaic!*i  lai 
not,  during  the  presen;  Seas&m,  rceiemii 
obstractioui  firom  anr  iecta:ii  W  i&e 
House.  He  feared  Iiab.  Mcmacrf  vk« 
too  much  in  the  habit  of  Ibrzecciu.  w«jea 
the  estimates  were  before  tkem.  wiia:  as 
important  item  the  Tods^  of  m^joej  was. 
and  that  the?  were  sent  there  hx  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  seeing  that  the  public 
funds  were  nol  Toted  awaj,  withoot  proper 
consideration,  and  that  no  more  monej 
was  Toted  than  was  absolntelj  reqaireJ. 
Now,  thev  had  had  a  mo»t  laborious  Com- 
mittee sittinsT  for  seTeral  months,  presided 
over  bj  a  noble  Lord,  and  thej  had  made 
a  report  containing  certain  recommenda- 
tions. What  reason  was  there  for  allowing 
these  recommendations  to  lie  orer  for  twelre 
months  i  The  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
seoniod  to  think  that  if  money  was  voted,  it 
did  not  necessarily  follow  that  it  must  there- 
fore bo  spent.  But  he  (Mr.  Bright)  was  rery 
much  afraid  that,  if  TOted,  it  wonld  be 
■pent.  II 0  was  also  afraid  that  the  noble 
LoihI  at  the  head  of  the  GoTomment  wonld 
consider  the  present  opposition  as  rather 
personal,  particularly  as  he  had  already 
spoken  of  the  opposition  speeches  as 
■omething  in  the  nature  of  hustings*  ad- 
droHnos.  The  noble  Lord  had  some  time 
sinoo  doilared  that  thoso  who  knew  a  deal 
about  the  trad©  of  the  country  were  too 
narrow-minded  to  consider  matters  fairly 
whieh  related  to  a  great  empire.  If  some 
hon.  Members  were  too  narrow-minded,  it 
wftH  a  great  pity  they  were  in  the  House; 
but  it  dill  so  nappen  that  people  in  various 
parts  of  this  country  were  of  opinion  that 
those  narrow-minded  persons  should  be  in 
the  House  to  defend  the  public  interests, 
and  to  express  the  public  opinions.  But 
wore  men  to  bo  considered  narrow-minded 
because  on  some  occasions  they  considered 
their  propositions  quito  as  good  as  those  of 
the  noble  Lord  ?  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  permit  the  report  to  be  printed,  and 
hereafter  considerea,  assured  that  not  a 
single  objection  would  be  made  to  the  es- 
timates which  was  not  absolutely  neces- 
sary, and  which  could  not  be  defended  on 
the  strongest  ground. 
Mr.  UEYWOOD  said,  he  had  been  for 


^rfdieoiwiKiiufntocftiielioB, 
MsBJ^rinr  Si^fenL  sai  i^at  tlie  geaeral 
iomnoL  2L  Si^ivd  was  tihat  he  vms  aa  m- 
«tcQ«iBt6€ss  *u£  eoBBSteBt  Member.  Ha 
Mr.  BcTwuBd  was  ia  &voiir  of  retraaeh- 
:KimalM*  and  he 
would  attend  to 
of  the  Committee  to 

Ml.  COBDEX  aid,  tliat  diej  were  he- 
»&fr  tZf*  qneition  in  introdaeing  pcraoial* 
HacL  Tbe  Iiod.  Member  for  Mucheater 
Lad  mkxn  in  a  kindly  tpirit  to  the  Go- 
TercaMst  az^  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal£ud; 
and  now  he  « Mr.  Cobden)  desred  to  recall 
atiectioa  to  this  point.  Thej  were  going 
to  rote  2,600,<J0u£.  with  a  repoK  lying  on 
the  table;  and  the  nohle  Lord  at  the 
^  head  of  the  Gorernmeat  had  distinetly 
[  stated  that  notwithstanding  the  reeom- 
,  mendations  eontained  in  that  report,  he  in* 
[  tended  to  take  a  TOte  lor  the  money  at 
!  once.  How  eonld  the  Hooie  jnAge  whe- 
^  ther  the  noble  Lord  was  right  in  withdraw* 
ing  money  from  the  fortifieationB  at  Gorfa 
without  baring  the  report  printed  ?  The 
sum  of  456,000^  had  been  Toted  for  Corfii 
sinee  the  Peace.  The  report  states  that 
according  to  Eari  Grey,  the  works  ihoiild 
noTcr  hsTO  been  nndertaken  ontil  the  <{oet« 
tion  was  reconsidered.  [CTegrj.]  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon 
cheered  him ;  but  did  he  suppose  that  the 
GoTomment  had,  in  the  words  of  the  re- 
port, "  reconsidered  the  subjeot  ?  "  Or 
wero  they  to  belieye  that  the  GoTemment 
was  likely  to  stop  this  expenditure  ?  Ho 
denied  ^at  there  had  been  any  reoom- 
mendation  to  stop  those  fortifications;  and 
independent  Membeni  of  that  House  should 
not  trust  the  report  of  the  Oommittee,  but 
should  read  and  consider  for  themsebres. 
The  most  important  item  was  that  of 
stores.  They  had  a  stock  of  upwards  of 
6,000,000/.  of  ordnance  stores  here  and 
in  our  colonies.  The  Oommittee,  on  the 
last  day  of  meeting,  recommended  imanl- 
mously  that  the  number  of  depots  should 
be  diminished,  and  that  the  expense  of 
them  should  be  saved  by  profiting  hj  the 
present  means  of  communication.  Was  it 
not  right,  therefore,  that  they  should  know 
the  meaning  of  this  report  before  they 
were  forced  to  vote  this  money  ? 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  had  reflarred 
to  the  Ionian  Islands,  he  (Colonel  Anson) 
must  just  point  out  to  the  House  the  very 
gross  misropresentation  that  he  had  mode 
with  respect  to  die  money  spent  upon  ^btm. 
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The  total  of  the  estimates  for  new  works, 
Ordnance  works,  huilding  and  repairing 
barracks,  he,  was  undoubtedly  476,000^.; 
bot  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  concealed 
from  the  House  that  of  that  amount  the 
Ionian  Islands  were  to  pay  332,3 16^,  so 
that  the  actual  charge  to  this  country  would 
be  about  148,684^.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  had  challenged  various  state- 
ments which  he  (Colonel  Anson)  had  made; 
in  reply  he  would  merely  say  that  that  hon. 
Gentleman's  assertions  were  as  erroneous 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding.  Instead  of  the  estimates  for  the 
Year  1835  being  only  1,035,000^..  as  the 
bon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  stated,  they 
were  1,497,000^ — and,  instead  of  his 
(Colonel  Anson's)  asking  this  year  for 
3,000,000/.  for  the  Ordnance  Estimates, 
he  only  asked  for  2,600.000/. 

Mb.  COBDEN  asked  whether  what  he 
taid  was  not  that  450,000/.  had  been  voted 
by  that  House?  [Colonel  Anson  :  It  was.] 
l^en  by  what  possible  pretence  did  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  charge  him  with 
misrepresenting  ?  The  House  of  Commons 
YOted  that  sum,  and  called  on  the  Ionian 
Islands  to  pay  their  share.  They  even 
bad  it  in  evidence  that  there  were  arrears 
doe  by  the  Ionian  Islands  which  would 
never  be  paid. 

Captain  BOLDERO  wished  to  know 
whether  on  a  question  of  fortification  the 
authority  of  a  civilian  could  be  put  in  com- 
petition with  that  of  the  most  intelligent 
engineers  serving  under  the  British  Queen. 
Neither  the  past  nor  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  exacted  from  the  lonians  the 
foil  amount  that  had  been  expended  in  for- 
tifications, dec,  in  that  country;  they  owed 
this  country  not  less  than  125,000/.  lie 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  House  a  very 
great  inconvenience  with  regard  to  these 
estimates,  which  might  be  very  easily 
aYoided.  A  colony,  for  instance,  might 
require  a  vote  of  7,000/.;  but  when  the 
Yota  came  to  be  submitted  to  the  Home 
€k>Yemment,  it  might  be  reduced  4.500/. 
Not  a  shilling  of  that  money  was  allowed 
to  be  expended  until  the  colony  was  inform- 
ed that  the  vote  had  received  the  sanction 
of  Parliament.  If  Parliament  sanctioned 
Ae  expenditure  of  the  money  in  the  month 
of  April  instead  of  July,  as  at  present,  the 
works  could  be  proceeded  with  three  months 
earlier,  and  other  great  advantages  would 
aecrue  to  the  colonies  and  to  the  mother 
eountry.  He  hoped  that  the  report  would 
b«  presented  to-morrow,  or  Saturday,  and 
thai  the  consideration  of  estimates  might 


be   allowed  to  stand   over  until  Monday 
next. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Mr.  Bemal.  I 
cannot  allow  this  debate  to  close  after  the 
imputations  which  have  been  cast  upon  me 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Manchester,  without  making  a  few  obser- 
vations. The  hon.  Gentleman  is  exceed- 
ingly dissatisfied,  it  appears,  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford,  because  he  says  he 
speaks  in  a  kindly  manner  of  everybody, 
and  is  disposed  to  place  confidence  in  the 
Government  when  they  make  statements 
in  the  House.  Having  postponed  the  mat- 
ter until  this  time,  I  thought  it  was  quite 
impossible  fairly  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  Committee  at  present,  and  1  proposed 
that  the  Ordnance  Estimates  should  be 
taken;  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  said  that  I  must  have  a  dis- 
honest motive  in  so  doing;  and  that  my 
intention  is  to  prevent  the  House  of  Com- 
mons from  having  the  report  in  their  hands, 
and  fairly  considering  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee.  Why,  certainly,  if  in 
making  my  suggestions  as  to  the  course  to 
be  pursued  on  this  question,  I  was  influ- 
enced by  a  dishonest  motive,  I  should  be 
fairly  liable  to  the  imputation  of  acting  in 
total  disregard  of  my  duty.  But  I  cer- 
tainly had  not  taken  a  very  skilful  mode 
of  carrying  out  any  dishonest  intentions  on 
this  subject,  because  it  would  have  been 
much  easier  to  have  said  in  the  month  of 
May  or  June,  we  had  better  not  wait  any 
longer,  and  the  House  could  scarcely  have 
refused  to  listen  to  that  argument.  But 
because  I  have  postponed  till  the  month  of 
July  to  ask  for  this  report,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman makes  these  imputations  ngainst 
me,  which  I  totally  deny.  I  deny  that  1 
have  acted  so  corruptly.  With  respect  to 
the  dispute  which  has  lasted  all  this  night, 
the  question  simply  turned  on  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose 
said  as  to  the  Committee  deriving  great 
advantage  from  having  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  before  them;  but  we,  on 
the  other  hand,  contended  that  as  that  re- 
port could  not  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
till  Saturday,  the  very  short  time  inter- 
vening between  the  sitting  of  the  House  on 
Saturday  and  Monday — the  report  being 
voluminous — would  not  enable  the  House 
to  gain  sufficient  information  on  the  sub- 
ject; and  therefore  it  would  bo  better  not 
to  discuss  the  various  items,  or  to  enter 
into  any  very  large  question  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  estimates  till  next  year.  Now 
I  cannot  say  at  present  whether  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Montrose  was  right,  or  whe- 
ther we  were  right  on  that  subject;  but  it 
did  seem  to  me  that  it  was  a  question 
that  might  be  discussed  between  us  with- 
out any  personalities — ^and  I  should  have 
thought  it  might  be  discussed  without  hav- 
ing resort  to  those  very  frequent  divisions 
of  the  House  which  have  ah'cady  taken 
place.  I  was  likewise  fortified  in  the 
course  I  took  by  the  opinion  of  two  right 
bon.  Gentlemen,  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee, who  were  known  to  have  taken  parti- 
cular interest  in  these  questions  of  reduc- 
tion, who  were  well  aware  of  the  claims  of 
the  public  service,  and  of  the  demands  of 
economy,  but  who  thought  that  the  course 
that  the  Government  took  was  a  proper 
one  for  the  House  to  adopt.  I,  therefore, 
think  that  I  was  fully  justified  in  the 
course  that  I  proposed  to  take.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manchester 
seems  to  have  supposed  that  I  have  made 
a  charge  against  Members  of  the  House 
generally,  or  against  those  with  whom  he 
acts,  of  having  opposed  obstructions  in  the 
way  of  public  business  during  the  present 
Session.  Now,  I  made  no  such  charge, 
and  no  such  imputation  against  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  or  against  any  party. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
acknowledge  that  I  think  throughout  the 
Session  the  Members  of  this  House  have 
shown  a  disposition  to  transact  fairly  the 
business  before  them,  and  that  when  cer- 
tain business  has  been  fixed  by  the  Go« 
vernment  for  certain  days,  they  have  ge- 
nerally proceeded  to  consider  that  business 
with  a  view  to  expedite  it.  Therefore,  I 
made  no  such  imputation  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman supposes.  With  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion that  now  stands  for  to-night,  I  think 
that  we  have  been  right  in  the  course  that 
we  have  proposed,  and  that  it  is  impos- 
sible, at  this  hour  of  the  night — having 
taken  up,  in  debates  and  divisions,  the 
whole  of  the  evening — to  suppose  that  we 
could  proceed  with  any  effect  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Ordnance  Estimates  to- 
night. Nor  do  I  think  that  we  should  be 
able  to  go  through  the  Ordnance  Esti- 
mates, and  the  other  estimates,  in  the 
course  of  to-morrow  evening  ;  therefore,  I 
propose  that  wo  shall  now  report  progress, 
and  that  we  take  the  British  Museum  Es- 
mates,  and  other  estimates,  to-morrow  ; 
and  I  shall  propose  to  take  the  Ordnance 
Estimates  on  Monday.  And  I  trust  that 
the  Committee  will  fairly  consider  those 
estimates,  and  avoid  all  unnecessary  delay. 
We  shall  then  be  ready,  as  we  were  to- 


night, to  state  our  views  with  respect  to 
them. 

Mr.  HUME  disclaimed  any  factious  op- 
position in  the  course  he  had  pursued,  and 
said  he  should  regret  if  any  thing  personal 
had  fallen  from  any  hon.  Member  in  the 
course  of  the  debate. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o*clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  13,  1849. 

MfNUTRS.]  PuBUC  BiLL&^l*  Trustecs  Relief;  Newgate 
Gaol  (Dublin). 

8*  Pupilf  Protection  (Scotland) ;  House  of  I^rds  Coats 
Taxation ;  Poor  Relief  (Ireland) ;  Attorneys  and  Solici- 
tors (Ireland). 

Reported, — Sequestrators  Remedies ;  General  and  Quarter 
Sessions  Courts  Procedure. 

3*  Consolidated  Fund. 

Received  the  Royal  ^Mfn/.— Passengers ;  Small  DeUs  Act 
Amendment ;  Highways  (Annual  Returns) ;  County  Cess 
(Ireland) ;  Loan  Societies  \  Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction ; 
Soap  Duty  Allowances ;  Assaults  (Ireland) ;  Silver  Coin- 
age; Sheriff  of  Westmoreland. 
Petitions  PaasvimEO.  By  the  Earl  of  Harrowhy,  firom 
Liverpool,  and  other  Places,  against  the  Granting  of  any 
New  Licenses  to  Beer  Shops,  and  against  any  Alteration 
in  the  Law  of  Marriage;  also  fh>m  Cork,  against  certain 
Clauses  in  the  Poor  ReUef  (Ireland)  Bill. 

MARRIAGES  AND  REGISTRATION 
(SCOTLAND)  BILLS. 
The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
had  observed  from  the  Votes  of  the  House 
of  Commons  yesterday,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  abandoned  the  Scotch 
Marriages  and  Registration  Bill,  which 
were  sent  down  from  their  Lordships* 
House  some  time  ago.  As  he  was  one  of 
those  who  took  a  very  decided  part  in  op- 
posing those  Bills,  and  ventured  to  protest 
on  the  Journals  of  the  House  against  their 
passing,  he  could  only  feel  satisfied  with 
such  a  result;  hut  his  object  in  rising  at 
present  was,  to  state  that,  although  ho 
much  deprecated  the  alteration  that  had 
been  proposed  in  the  law  of  marriage  in 
Scotland,  he  was  yet  fully  sensible,  and 
had  always  admitted,  that  great  evils  arose 
from  the  diflPerence  of  the  law  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  two  countries.  Ho  considered 
what  were  called  "  border  marriages  **  dis- 
graceful to  any  country,  and  was  especially 
anxious  to  see  a  remedy  applied  to  prevent 
the  evasion  of  the  law  of  England  by  the 
natives  of  this  country.  Now,  if  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him  (Lord 
Brougham)  thought  fit  to  reintroduce  a 
Bill  on  this  subject  next  Session  such  as 
he  had  proposed  some  years  ago,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  would  have  gi*eat  satis- 
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fJBMStion  in  supporting  him  as  far  as  he 
could ;  or  if  some  other  nohle  Lord,  more 
competent  to  deal  with  the  subject,  took  it 
up,  which  might  easily  be  the  case,  then, 
also,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  would  be 
most  happy  to  acquiesce.  But  if  neither 
of  these  alternatives  were  adopted,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  would  himself  next  Ses- 
sion lay  before  the  House  a  measure  hav- 
ing for  its  object  to  remedy  the  great  evil 
that  had  long  and  most  justly  been  com- 
plained of. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  quite  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  spoken,  that 
it  would  not  be  difficult  to  find  a  person 
more  fit  than  himself  (Lord  Brougham)  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  this  subject.  But  he 
would,  certainly,  most  willingly  support 
his  noble  Friend  in  bringing  in  his  Bill,  if 
he  would  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
the  task.  His  (Lord  Brougham's)  Bill  of 
1835  was  highly  approved  of  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Camp- 
bell), and  was  fully  explained  at  the  time; 
and  he  did  not  know,  but  hoped  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  undertake 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session  himself. 
Be  that,  however,  as  it  might,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  would  pledge  himself  thus  far, 
that  if  no  one  else  would  relieve  him  of 
the  charge,  he  would  himself  give  their 
Lordships  another  opportunity  of  doing 
their  duty  with  regard  to  Scotch  mar- 
riages. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  deeply  deplored  the 
loss  of  these  two  Bills  this  Session,  He 
had  had  twice  the  honour — once  during  a 
previous,  and  also  during  the  present.  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament — of  proposing  a  change 
in  their  legislation  with  respect  to  the 
Scotch  marriages;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
cause  would  prosper  better  under  the  au- 
spices of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham).  He  (Lord  Campbell) 
had  already  used  his  best  exertions  to  im- 
prove the  marriage  law  of  his  native  coun- 
try; but  now  he  would  wash  his  hands  of 
the  subject,  and  give  it  over  to  his  noble 
Friend. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  begged  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  follow  his  ex- 
ample, and  because  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  given  over  the  question  to  his  noble 
Friend  near  him  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen), 
transfer  the  charge  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
him  (Lord  Brougham). 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  the 
two  noble  and  learned  Lords  were  condol- 
ing with  each  other  upon  the  untimely  fate 
of  this  most  detestable  Bill ;  but  he  main- 
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tained  that  if  the  Bill  had  not  been  with-' 
drawn  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  repre- 
sentative government  would  have  been 
rendered  a  mere  farce;  for  the  whole  Scot- 
tish nation  were  unanimously  opposed  to 
the  measure.  And  what  or  who  made  the 
Government  withdraw  it  ?  Did  he  ?  Cer- 
tainly not ;  but  the  fact  was,  that  out  of 
the  thirty-three  or  thirty-four  Scotch  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House,  they  almost  all  to 
a  man  voted  against  it,  and  they  were, 
therefore,  compelled  to  withdraw  it. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  had  looked  at  the 
petitions  that  had  been  presented  against 
this  Bill,  and  certainly  found  that  they 
were  not  petitions  against  the  measures 
that  came  before  their  Lordships:  they 
were  against  anything  rather  than  them— 
they  were  against  the  grossest  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  Bills  as  they  actually 
stood.  He  considered  the  present  state  of 
the  marriage  law  a  disgrace  to  any  Chris- 
tian country. 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON  never 
thought  there  was  a  more  general  concur- 
rence of  public  feeling  than  had  existed 
against  this  Bill ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  whether  the  re- 
ligious denominations  of  every  description 
in  Scotland  were  not  adverse  to  the  mea- 
sure ? 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  should 
present  the  two  Bills  in  one,  and  his  Bill 
of  1835,  next  Session,  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  a  complete  reform  in  the  Scotch 
low  of  marriage. 

rOOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  said,  that  he  un- 
derstood  that  an  arrangement  had  been 
come  to,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of 
several  noble  Lords,  that  if  the  Bill  were 
allowed  to  be  read  a  second  time  that 
night,  the  discussion  on  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  would  be  taken  on  going  into 
Committee.  He  wished  to  know  if  that 
were  so  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  one  noble  Lord — or,  perhaps,  one  of 
the  noble  Lords  to  whom  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  on  the  other  side  of  the  House — 
had  certainly  stated  to  him  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  this  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time  that  evening,  upon  the  understanding 
that  he  should  have  the  opportunity,  on 
going  into  Committee,  of  making  any  ob- 
servations upon  it  he  thought  proper;  and, 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  no  objection,  he 
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should  propose  to  go  into  Committee  on 
Tuesday  next. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  begged  to  make 
a  few  observations  respecting  the  order  of 
proceedings  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
Of  late  years,  a  practice  has  grown  up  of 
allowing  important  measures  to  be  passed 
through  a  second  reading,  pro  formd  as  it 
is  called.  Now,  by  abandoning  the  ancient 
and  better  rule  of  taking  an  effective  dis- 
cussion on  the  second  reading  of  a  con- 
tested Bill,  the  House  is  sacrificing  a  great 
and  important  principle.  The  second  read- 
ing should  not  be  slurred  over.  A  deli- 
berate discussion  at  that  stage  is  not  more 
useful  than  it  is  convenient.  It  is  most 
convenient  that  discussions  should  take 
place  on  second  readings — should  take 
place  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  those 
opmions  which  will  afterwards  be  produced 
in  the  shape  of  distinct  propositions  and 
amendments  in  the  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
On  these  grounds,  a  protest  should  be 
made  against  reading  a  second  time  a  Bill 
like  that  now  brought  forward,  as  a  matter 
of  course.  Besides  which,  the  adoption  of 
such  a  proceeding  in  respect  to  the  poor- 
law,  would  be  misinterpreted  at  the  other 
side  of  tlie  Channel ;  it  would  lay  their 
Lordships  open  to  a  charge  of  indifference 
on  a  subject  exciting  the  most  intense 
anxiety.  Nor  was  he  reconciled  to  this 
arrangement  from  the  reason  by  which  it 
was  explained  or  excused — the  absence  of 
certain  noble  Lords  from  the  service  of  the 
House.  It  might  suit  their  pleasure  or 
their  convenience  to  be  absent,  but  that 
was  no  reason  why  a  discussion  on  the  se- 
cond reading  should  be  omitted. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
thought  it  unnecessary  to  debate  a  matter 
on  which  there  could  not  be  a  difference  of 
opinion.  There  was  not  the  slightest  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
slur  over  this  important  stage  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  protested  against  the  postponement 
of  the  discussion  as  a  matter  of  form,  and 
had  stated  to  the  noble  Lord  in  question 
that  he  should  feel  it  incumbent  on  him  on 
this  occasion  to  state  the  provisions  of  a 
Bill  of  so  much  importance,  and  it  would  be 
open  to  any  noble  Lord  to  express  his  opin- 
ion upon  it,  upon  which  a  debate  might 
arise.  The  only  understanding  he  had 
come  to  with  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  al- 
lusion had  been  made,  was,  that  he  should 
not  be  precluded  by  his  absence  on  this 
occasion  from  stating  his  opinions  with 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  measure,  on 
the  question  of   going  into  Committee. 


Having  said  thus  much,  he  would  proceed 
to  state,  in  as  succinct  a  form  as  possible, 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  which  he  was 
now  about  to  move  the  second  reading.  It 
was  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  more 
effectual  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland.  At 
the  time  when-— in  consequence  of  the 
alarming  destitution  prevailing  in  Ireland, 
caused  by  the  prevalence  of  famine  in  that 
country,  two  or  three  years  ago — it  was 
found  necessary  to  provide  for  the  emer- 
gency, so  unexpected  and  so  great,  and  so 
far  exceeding  anything  which  had  befallen 
any  other  country  in  Europe — at  a  time 
when  it  was  found  necessary  to  provide,  or 
to  endeavour  to  provide,  something  like  an 
adequate  remedy,  so  far  as  human  fore- 
sight and  prudence  could  provide  for  this 
state  of  things,  so  alarming  and  so  revolt- 
ing to  humanity — at  that  time,  in  suggest- 
ing the  remedy,  the  Government  protested 
against  being  made  responsible  for  its  per- 
fection as  a  remedy.  None  of  those  who 
had  taken  part  in  these  discussions,  and 
who  had  made  various  amendments,  many 
of  which  had  been  adopted — none  of  those 
parties  had  been  sanguine  enough  to  be- 
lieve that  a  measure  which  had  been  adopt- 
ed hastily — hastily,  because  no  time  could 
be  allowed  for  its  preparation — and  unex- 
pectedly, because  no  one  could  foresee  the 
extent  of  the  calamity  in  a  country  in 
which  there  was  more  than  the  usual  pro- 
portion of  poor — none  of  those,  he  said, 
believed  that  a  measure  for  such  a  purpose 
could  be  made,  under  such  circumstances, 
perfect  in  all  its  details.  It  was  in  that 
view  that  the  Bill  which  he  then  held  in 
his  hand  had  been  submitted  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Parliament;  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  best  consulting  the  convenience 
of  their  Lordships,  and  at  the  same  time 
discharging  his  duty  to  them  in  proposing 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  if,  without 
entering  into  general  considerations  with 
respect  to  the  measure,  further  than  had 
already  been  done,  or  insisting  upon  the 
necessity  of  an  enactment  of  this  descrip- 
tion, he  at  once  proceeded  to  explain  to 
their  Lordships  what  were  the  main  provi- 
sions more  or  less  effecting  amendment, 
and  creating  more  or  less  of  difference  in 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stood.  Those  parts 
of  the  Bill  to  which  he  should  first  advert 
as  being  the  most  important,  and  then  most 
likely  to  create  some  difference  of  opinion 
with  some  of  their  Lordships,  were  the  two 
first  clauses,  enacting  a  maximum  rate  be- 
yond which  no  electoral  division  or  union 
could  be  called  upon  to  contribute  for  tho 
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maintenance  of  the  poor.  The  unforeseen 
extent  and  repetition  of  the  famine  in  Ire* 
land  from  year  to  year,  and  the  positive  aug« 
mentation  of  distress  created  hy  the  opera- 
tion of  the  present  law,  was  such  as  he 
might  say  justly  to  cause  yery  considerable 
alarm  throughout  that  part  of  the  united 
kingdom.  Under  the  then  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  whatever  inducements  persons 
might  have  for  investing  capital  in  Ireland, 
whether  in  the  way  of  improvement,  or  of 
agricultural  enterprise,  or  simply  in  the 
purchase  of  land,  it  was  clear  that  an  alarm 
must  have  been  created  in  their  minds, 
lest,  hanging  over  the  property  which  might 
become  theirs,  there  might  be  an  amount 
of  charge  indefinite  in  its  nature,  and 
which  might  possibly,  although  not  pro- 
bably, eventually  absorb  the  greater  part 
of  their  capital.  It  became,  therefore,  a 
great  public  object  to  endeavour  to  remove 
that  alarm ;  and  no  other  mode  of  creating 
the  degree  of  confidence  necessary  to  be 
generated,  seemed  to  present  itself,  than 
that  of  enacting  by  law  a  maximum  rate, 
beyond  which  no  rates  should  be  levied 
either  on  the  electoral  divisions  or  the 
unions  in  that  part  of  the  united  king- 
dom. It  was  easy  to  come  to  that  con- 
clusion ;  but  it  was  much  more  difficult 
to  determine  what  the  maximum  should 
be,  and  to  what  limits  the  power  should 
be  exercised  of  stopping  aid  when  it  had 
arrived  at  certain  bounds.  It  had  ap- 
peared to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  it  had  met  with  the  pretty  general 
concurrence  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, that,  assenting  to  the  principle  of  a 
maximum,  5$,  in  the  pound  on  the  rental 
in  each  electoral  division,  nearly  presented 
the  limit  beyond  which  it  was  desirable 
that  the  rating  should  not  be  carried.  But 
no  one  who  viewed  that  as  the  limit,  and 
who  had  looked  at  the  accounts  which  from 
time  to  time  had  been  presented  as  to  the 
state  of  the  unions  and  of  the  poor-rates  in 
particular  parts  of  Ireland — no  one  could 
fail  to  see  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
provide  for  the  poor  in  certain  electoral 
divisions,  without  some  assistance  beyond 
that  which  the  sum  of  5«.  in  the  pound 
would  afford.  It  was  necessary  to  provide 
for  the  deficiency  somewhere  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  supplied  by  a  rate  imposed  on 
all  the  unions  thus  creating  a  common  in- 
terest throughout  the  country  in  respect  to 
the  support  of  the  poor.  No  one,  again, 
who  had  looked  attentively  at  the  mode 
in  which  the  administration  of  relief 
had  been  imperfectly  carried  on,  and  the 


difficulty  of  distinguishing  between  real 
poverty,  and  what  was  a  fraudulent 
demand,  but  must  feel  it  to  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  the  greatest 
number  of  persons  possible,  that  the 
ratepayers  on  the  spot  and  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, should  have  an  opportunity  of 
keeping  down  the  amount  of  rate  to  be 
so  levied.  It  had,  therefore,  been  found 
necessary  to  assign  a  limit  to  the  further 
rate,  and  that  limit  had  been  fixed  at  2$. 
in  the  pound,  to  be  levied  on  the  union  in 
aid  of  the  electoral  divisions  where  the 
rate  of  58»  in  the  pound  should  either  be 
actually  levied,  or  where  it  should  dili- 
gently have  been  attempted  to  be  levied. 
But  when  he  said  that  the  limit  had  been 
found  in  2«.,  he  did  not  mean  to  state  it 
as  a  matter  of  opinion  that  that  sum  was 
likely  to  be  called  for  in  all  unions.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  all  these 
rates  put  together  provided  an  (adequate 
remedy  for  the  misery  and  poverty  pre- 
vailing in  Ireland;  but  he  indulged  a  hope 
that  in  most  cases  it  would  be  found  to 
be  so.  At  all  events,  should  circumstances 
be  adverse,  and  should  Ireland,  under  the 
dispensation  of  Providence,  be  visited  with 
similar  disasters  to  those  which  had  af- 
flicted her  for  several  years  past,  the  rate 
having  been  collected  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  she  would  be  placed 
in  a  position  different  to  that  which  she 
before  occupied,  and  she  would  come  be- 
fore the  Imperial  Parliament  of  this  coun- 
try with  proofs  in  her  hands  of  the  exer- 
tions she  had  made — with  proofs  of  the 
degree  of  pressure  which  those  exertions 
had  occasioned,  and  would  present  a  claim 
for  that  consideration  which  he  would  not 
anticipate  now,  but  which  could  not  be  for- 
gotten hereafter.  At  all  events,  it  would 
be  a  consolation  to  us  to  know  that  we 
had  alleviated  an  existing  calamity,  and 
that  we  had  put  that  part  of  the  united 
kingdom  in  a  position  to  show  the  rest  of 
the  kingdom  and  the  world  at  large  that 
she  had  not  been  wanting  in  the  exer- 
tions she  bad  been  called  upon  to  make. 
Having  said  this  much  with  reference  to 
the  first  two  clauses,  which  were  the  only 
parts  of  the  Bill  as  to  which  he  antici- 
pated any  difference  of  opinion  on  princi- 
ple, he  would  pass  on  to  the  clause  pro- 
viding for  the  alteration  of  claims  founded 
on  residence.  It  was  proposed  to  alter 
the  clause  by  making  the  claim  on  the 
electoral  district  in  which  the  parties  had 
been  longest  usually  resident.  There  was 
another  provision  that  the  cost  of  relief  of 
L2 
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iJio  iU'nUiuU^  ittHtr  not  rt'Mih:ni  in  tho  J  ratCHl  to  the  extent  of  one-half  the  pound- 
union  for  iUo,  laat  ihrcf;  ytitirn  next  pre-  i  aije  of  every  rate  made  for  the  electoral 
cniliri/r,  hIioiiUI  ht;  chnrf^cA  according  t^i  the  di%'ieion  in  which  the  property  may  be 
|»rovi^ionH  of  IV  furinfr  Act,  namely,  "An  J  situated.  The  twelfth  clause  provided 
Act  i'dv  l\u:  Iif'lief  of  the  lie-ttituto  Toor  I  that  a  tenant  should  not  deduct  from  his 
in   Iiu'land."     Tho  fourth  claiiMC  providcsd    rent  more  than  one-half  of  the  rates  ac- 


for  the  (DviKion  of  accountH  difficult  to  ad- 

juMl.  ))nt.\v(M;n  the  unions  and  electoral  di- 

viMJonri,    on    any  ulienition   of   the   limits 

(ulun,",-   pliicn;  luid   it  was  a  proviHion    to 

wliirli,  UH    lin  Ix'lievfd   it  to  he  equitahle 

mill  jn«4t,    thrro   would    he  no  oppoHition. 

Tho  iiilli   and  Hixth  clauHes  were  of  con- 

Hidonihlo  importance,  and  provided  for  the 

iM'(«oilon  HH  Hoon  aH  ])0HHible  of  additional 

workhouHrM,  in  uniouH  ])ropo8ed  to  he  sc- 

vorod  iVoni  (wiHiinf^  unionH,  and  to  afford 

fuoililioH  which  did  not  now  exist  for  in- 

voMti^jalin^  tlio  oaHCH  of  tlio  poor.     The 

H«»vcn(h    clauso   provided    for   that  which 

cNpcrionco  had  slmwn  to  bo  extremely  ne- 

c(»s.Hurv  (o  the  W(u*kin/:f  of  this  law,  name- 
ly, an  altoratij>n  and  modification  with  re- 
spect to  hoardn  of  guardians.     Tho  clause 

provided  that  the  qualilication  of  persons 

eliiiihle  to  become  guardians  might  be  al- 
tered  with   the   approbation  of  the  com- 

nussioners,     whv>     might    fix    a   dilFercnt 

qu.illtientioii  and  a  dilforont  valuo  in  dif- 

t'eivnt    electoral  divisions.      With  respect 

to  the  ditliculty  of  procuring  oligiblo  per- 
sons to  servo  in  this  capacity,  the  eighth 

clause  provided  that  in  certain  cases  non- 

re>idont  pnq^riolors  in  tho  adjacent  parts 

of  the  count rv,  not  residing  in  the  union, 

shotdil  bo  enabled  to  bivomo  guardians,  in 

addition  to  tho  resident   guaniians  chosen 

in  the  tirst  instance,  whenever  a  deficiency 

of  jirwu-ilians  ivquin\l  such  places  to  he 

tiV.v\i.     lie  nnticiivitoil  no  objection  to  a 

p;viv^sal  tor  thus  giving  additional  efficacy 

:o    t'.e  Inw   in  this    rt^s]vot.       The  ninth 

i'.'iv^o  rrvMidi\i  for  the  division  of  electoral 

*:;^">.or.>  !or  the  purpose  of  electing  guiir- 

o.:.^•.>.     To  tho  tor.th  clause  he  was  aware 

t "; .  c  :\^  : . ,  •;,>.?  Vo  or. t  e  r :  a i n oil  son". o  obj oo ;  i on . 

1;  ^.  ro  ;:*.\^:;  ;ho  l;ahili:y  of  rent  charges 

Ix  ^Ax  K*  av.rr.-.:y  .ar.i!  jointr.ro  to  »:oduc- 

:  .  r.  .^  r.  ,;  *  ^-^ .  ■  v.  r. ;  .  f  }vor- ra t  os .     T 1:  oso  rent 

<':  fi-^vs  '.Axir;:;  \vn  osta^V.shl^:  at  a  time 

vV.;..  r.  V'.vr-'aw  o.id  i^ot  exist  in  Irola^id. 

*'  ,;    v>>   :.ii    ever,  oor.tor/y.'atod.  it   had 

':»,v"  ."..•.  "..o,i  ;;:st  «r..i  ocv.;:aMo  thai  thoy    but  uik-^ti  tLo  lYprcMiitaiioai  of  xndepaideBt 

I  Mor*:iHrs,  Those  two  claxi9cs'«rei¥  fwi^ 
I  purpos-o  of  cnr.lilixur  disanas  and 
:a\  ;":jer.'i^->es  far  the  jtorposc  of  j 
tho  i-r.-.-.p^tioc  of  the  poor  from  tborlo^ 
r&lzios.  It  was  a  power  sffordecL  to  tbe 
p .-^.  c/  r.  w  ^'ufj-diaiM^  mtai  rccnvii^  Ae  per- 
7i:.iss.\ci  kC  ;be  PoorLkw  Co       '    ' 


tually  paid  hy  him.  Another  provision, 
and  a  most  important  one,  to  which  he 
should  refer,  was  one  that  was  framed 
with  a  view  to  encourage  the  improvement 
of  estates,  and  the  laying  out  of  capital 
upon  them,  both  by  landlords  who  were 
already  in  possession:  of  them,  and  hy  capi- 
talists who  might  hereafter  be  induced  to 
invest  their  money  in  the  purchase  of 
them.  It  was  this — that  for  any  improYe- 
ment  that  might  he  effected  upon  land 
whereby  its  value  shoidd  be  enhanced,  no 
additional  poor-rate  was  to  be  levied  for  a 
certain  number  of  years.  Whatever  im- 
provement might  he  effected,  and  to  what- 
ever extent,  no  poor-rate  beyond  that  upon 
the  present  valuo  of  the  estate  was  to  be 
levied  for  the  next  seven  years.  There 
was  to  bo  no  additional  poor-rate  levied 
upon  the  improvements.  That  provision 
he  considered  a  most  important  one  for 
tho  encouragement  of  agricultural  im- 
provements. There  remained  little  more  to 
bo  stated  regarding  the  Bill.  There  was 
ono  clause,  the  eighteenth,  of  some  im- 
portance. It  provided  a  more  effectual 
remedy  for  levying  the  rates  than  at  pre- 
sent existed.  It  was  most  important  that 
the  rate  should  be  levied  effectnaUj,  and 
this  provision  was  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  rate  to  be  recovered  by  a  civil- 
hill  process,  by  which  it  would  become  a 
judgment  of  court,  affecting  the  land 
subject  to  the  rate,  but  affecting  that 
part  only  upon  which  it  was  due  and 
unpaid.  Xo  person  coold  have  ex- 
pressed greater  surprise  than  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  himself  Sd^  when  he 
found  by  the  evidence  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that  it  was  possible  at  preaest  to 
pursue  tho  reeovcry  of  the  poor-rate,  not 
only  over  the  entire  estate,  b«it  eren  to  ihe 
extent  of  oontiscatir.g  the  land.  There  le- 
:r.a;nOil  only  two  more  clauses  to  wUdi  he 
shou'ii  rtfor.  and  they  were  not  introdaeed 
oriiTina'lv  hv  Her  Ijlairsrv^s  < 
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to  lerj  an  additional  rate  upon  their  dis- 
tricts, upon  the  faith  of  which  they  could 
borrow  money,  either  from  persons  who 
were  willing  to  lend  it,  or  from  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund  Commissioners,  with  which 
they  could  enable  persons  from  those  dis- 
tricts to  emigrate.  He  had  now  arrived  at 
the  close  of  his  statement.  He  had  men- 
tioned the  various  objects  and  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  had  briefly  stated  the  reasons 
by  which  those  provisions  were  supported. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  was  a 
perfect  measure  which  he  had  the  honour 
of  submitting  to  their  Lordships.  He  was 
far  from  saying  that  no  further  improve- 
ment could  be  made.  So  long  as  the  law 
was  in  operation,  so  long  as  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  were  liable  to 
change,  it  could  not  be  asserted  that  no 
further  alterations  would  be  needed.  It 
was  not  five  years,  not  ten  years'  experi- 
ence of  its  working,  that  would  constitute 
a  period  sufficient  to  enlighten  either  tliat 
or  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  produce  a  perfect  measure. 
During  a  long  period  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  both  that  and  the  other  House  to  be 
open  to  the  consideration  of  the  law  upon 
a  subject  of  such  deep  importance.  I3ut 
it  was  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  say,  that  it  would  effect  most 
important  practical  improvements  in  the 
management  and  the  working  of  the  law. 
Feeling  the  difficulties  that  attended  that 
law,  their  Lordships  would  be  bound  to 
render  it,  by  every  moans  in  their  power — 
not  easy,  because  easy  it  could  not  be 
made;  not  light,  because,  situated  as  the 
country  was,  it  could  not  be  made  light; 
but  free  from  as  many  difficulties  as  they 
could  remove  from  it — free  to  such  extent 
as  human  care,  legislation,  and  foresight, 
could  provide  against.  Trusting  that  by 
the  care  which  their  Lordships  would  give 
to  the  measure  in  Committee,  it  would  be 
thus  far  perfected,  he  begged  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  I  think,  my 
Lords,  that  you  cannot  feci  any  surprise 
from  what  I  have  already  stated,  that  I 
consider  the  present  question  as  infinitely 
too  important  to  be  permitted  to  pass  with- 
out serious  discussion.  It  is  true  that  but 
few  of  your  Lordships'  House  are  now 
present ;  but,  whatever  your  numbers  may 
be,  I  feel  that  accident  to  be  no  reason  for 
shrinking  from  the  discussion.  I  feel  it  to 
be  my  duty  to  call  your  attention,  and  that 
of  the  public,  to  the  present  Bill ;  I  feel  it 
doe  likewise  to  the  honour  of  Parliament, 


that  a  measure  of  such  importance  as  the 
present  should  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
silently. 

I  could  have  wished  that  the  enactments 
of  the  present  Bill  had  permitted  the 
President  of  the  Council  to  have  proceeded 
regularly,  by  directing  the  Clerk  to  read 
the  paragraph  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
from  the  Throne  relating  to  Ireland  ;  to 
enter,  as  read,  the  report  of  your  Select 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Poor  Laws,  and 
thus  to  have  shown,  by  a  regular  chain  of 
authority,  evidence,  and  reasoning,  that 
the  Bill  now  presented  fulfilled  the  gracious 
intentions  of  our  Sovereign,  was  consistent 
with  the  judgment  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee named  by  your  Lordships,  was  framed 
upon  the  evidence  taken,  and,  above  all, 
that  it  was  a  remedy  adequate  to  meet 
the  unexampled  exigencies  of  the  present 
crisis.  Unfortunately,  the  character  of  the 
Bill  precludes  my  noble  Friend  from  pur- 
suing this  otherwise  strictly  Parliamentary 
course.  I  grieve  to  think,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, that  Select  Committees  of 
either  House  should  be  granted  merely  as 
legislative  toys  for  the  amusement  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  from  which  no  practi- 
cal good  was  to  be  derived.  I  have  al- 
ways thought  that  when  subjects  of  such 
deep  interest  as  the  wants  and  sufferings 
of  a  nation  are  recommended  from  the 
Throne  by  Her  Majesty's  responsible  ad- 
visers as  deserving  immediate  considera- 
tion— when,  in  pursuance  of  such  recom- 
mendation. Select  Committees  have  been 
appointed,  witnesses  of  high  authority  ex- 
amined, and  great  labour,  time,  and  ex- 
pense devoted  to  the  inquiry,  some  slight 
attempt  at  least  should  be  made  to  realise, 
in  subsequent  legislative  measures,  the 
gracious  intentions  of  the  Crown,  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  witnesses,  and  the  judg- 
ment authoritatively  pronounced  by  the 
Committee.  Unhappily,  no  such  results 
are  attained  in  the  present  instance. 

I  complain  of  the  Bill,  and  I  complain 
likewise  of  the  speech  of  the  President  of 
the  Council,  not  only  for  what  it  contains, 
but  for  that  which  it  omits.  I  complain 
specially  of  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Lausdowne),  because  in 
relation  to  a  Bill  which  is  founded  exclu- 
sively upon  the  pressing  wants  of  the  pre- 
sent time,  he  has  altogether  omitted  any 
mention  of  the  existing  distress,  or  any  esti- 
mate, however  vague,  of  its  extent  and  in- 
tensity; and  because  he  has  not  even  made 
an  attempt  to  prove  that  the  measure  now 
under  discussion  is  adequate  to  remove 
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that  existing  distress,  or  even  to  mitigate 
its  pressure.  I  allege,  on  the  contrary, 
fearlessly,  that  this  measure,  even  taken 
in  conjunction  with  the  other  propositions 
brought  forward  during  the  previous 
months  of  the  Session  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  is  utterly  inadequate  to  meet 
the  present  exigencies  of  Ireland.  If  your 
Lordships  think  that,  by  your  past  legisla- 
tion, )'ou  have  really  solved  the  awful  pro- 
blem submitted  to  your  judgment,  you  will 
be  deceiving  yourselves,  and  lulling  your- 
selves to  rest  by  most  fallacious  hopes. 
Those  hopes  will  rather  be  in  accordance 
with  what  you  may  benevolently  desire, 
than  with  what  you  can  reasonably  believe. 
If  Parliament  is  prorogued  in  the  course 
of  the  next  week  or  fortnight,  let  not 
Members  return  to  their  own  happy  and 
peaceful  homes  under  the  delusive  im- 
pression that  Irish  distress  has  been  re- 
moved by  the  legislation  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  Your  measures  have  scarcely 
had  any  tendency  towards  the  performance 
of  that  great  public  duty. 

I  shall  endeavour  to  follow  my  noble 
Friend  through  his  short,  but  clear  and 
able,  statement.  With  that  object  I  shall 
proceed  to  an  analysis  of  the  Bill  on  the 
table.  The  first  clause  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  referred,  was  framed  with  the 
object  of  establishing  a  maximum  beyond 
which  the  poor-rate  of  Ireland  is  not  to 
pass.  The  object  and  justification  of  such 
a  clause,  is  the  encouragement  which  it  is 
supposed  you  thereby  give  to  outlay  of 
capital  upon  land  in  Ireland,  and  the  con- 
sequent increased  demand  for  labour, 
and  augmented  production  of  agricultural 
wealth.  It  was  intended  as  a  relief  to  the 
present  race  of  proprietors,  and  as  an  en- 
couragement to  those  who  might  hereafter 
be  disposed  to  purchase  Irish  estates,  by 
giving  to  both  classes  a  security  against 
the  enhancement  of  rates  beyond  a  certain 
fixed  standard.  I  am  happy  to  observe, 
from  my  noble  Friend's  argument,  that 
ho  at  least  is  not  one  of  those  dogmatists 
who  consider  that  tlie  absolute  annihilation 
of  the  existing  proprietors,  and  a  total 
change  in  the  ownership  of  land,  is  the  one 
thing  needful,  and  the  first  step  to  produce 
any  permanent  improvement.  My  noble 
Friend,  it  seems,  admits  that  whatever  en- 
couragements are  given,  should  be  ex- 
tended impartially  to  the  present  as  well 
as  to  the  future  possessors  of  property. 
My  noble  Friend  considers  that  it  is  both 
useful  and  just  to  hold  out  inducements  to 
the  present  landowners  to  lay  out  their 


capital  in  the  improvement  of  their  estates, 
as  well  as  to  the  new  purchasers  who  may 
be  tempted  to  invest ;  but  then  such  in- 
ducements, if  given  at  all,  should  be  ho- 
nestly and  sincerely  given — they  should 
not  be  based  upon  false  pretences  ;  we 
should  not  bait  our  traps  for  capitalists 
with  fraud.  Nor,  if  we  attempt  to  do  so, 
will  those  capitalists  bo  so  easily  caught. 
The  principle  of  a  maximum  is  absolutely 
worthless,  unless  we  can  convince  the  pub- 
lic that  it  will  be  strictly  adhered  to.  If 
its  permanence  cannot  be  relied  on,  what 
purchasers  will  be  so  rash  as  to  expend 
their  money  upon  a  doubtful  contin- 
gency? Have  you  ever  tried  a  maxi- 
mum rate  in  England  ?  In  all  cases 
I  feel  desirous  of  testing  this  and  other 
propositions  by  an  English  standard. 
Our  experience  of  the  poor-laws  in 
Ireland  is  too  short  to  afford  us  many  Irish 
precedents.  We  have  no  facts  from  whence 
to  generahse;  but,  I  repeat  mj  question, 
have  you  ever  tried  a  maximum  rate  in 
England,  and  with  that  result  ?  You  have 
done  so.  You  have  done  so  more  than 
once;  and  more  than  once  it  has  failed  you, 
and  its  inexpediency  has  been  proved  ex- 
perimentally. You  tried  it  in  your  incor- 
porated unions.  You  established  it  bj 
statute  law;  but  in  the  year  1796  you 
were  constrained  to  pass  a  new  Act,  in  the 
preamble  of  which  it  was  set  forth,  that — 

**  Whereas  several  Acts  of  Parliament  haT»  been 
passed  by  which  the  amount  of  poor-rate  is  limited 
to  a  certain  sum  not  exceeding  the  average  amoant 
lericd  for  the  support  of  the  poor  in  tne  several 
districts  for  a  number  of  years ;" 

And  then  followed  an  enactment  that — 

"  Such  maxims  having  been  found  hisuflSeient, 
it  should  thereafter  be  increased  100  per  cent." 

Here  we  see  a  maximum  established^  and 
here  we  see  its  absolute  failure.  Is  not 
this  conclusive  evidence  that  a  maximum 
cannot  be  relied  upon  ?  But  this  is  far  from 
being  all.  In  the  year  1812  the  maximum, 
which  had  been  doubled  in  179€»  was 
again  found  to  be  inadequate  for  the  pur- 
poses which  it  was  intended  to  meet.  Par- 
liament felt  themselves  called  upon,  not 
merely  to  increase,  but  absolutely  to  re- 
peal that  doubled  maximum — ^rejecting  the 
principle  altogether  as  vicious  and  imprac- 
ticable, and  permitting  the  incorporated 
unions  to  impose  any  amount  of  rate  eon- 
sidered  necessary  for  the  support  of  the 
poor.  If  such  has  been  the  case  in  Eng- 
land, I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
habits  of  the  people  of  Ireland  are  ao  stead- 
fast, and  the  progress  of  distress  so  iloir, 


301 


Poor  Belief 


{July  13} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


302 


as  to  make  it  improbable  tbat  a  result  like 
those  of  1796  and  1812  would  not  be  pro- 
duced in  Ireland.  What  capitalist  with 
these  facts  before  him  could  be  induced  to 
place  the  slightest  confidence  in  the  per- 
manence of  a  maximum  in  Ireland,  if  it 
should  now  be  rashly  established  ? 

But  the  principle  on  which  it  is  proposed 
by  this  Bill  to  fix  a  maximum,  is  indefensi- 
ble, and  I  may  say  absurd,  upon  other 
grounds.  There  was  at  least  some  plausi- 
bility in  the  original  maximum  established 
in  England;  it  professed  to  be  founded  on 
experience^ — it  was  calculated  on  the  aver- 
age of  the  rates  paid  in  each  district  dur- 
ing a  specified  number  of  years.  The  esti- 
mate of  the  future  rate  was  thus  made  and 
varied  according  to  the  circumstances  of 
each  locality,  as  proved  by  the  past.  But 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  adopt  in  Ireland 
a  standard  purely  empirical;  a  standard 
made  uniform  by  law,  and  applied  alike  aU 
over  the  country;  this,  too,  in  reference  to 
a  country  where  the  difference  between 
province  and  province  is  extreme  to  a  de- 
gree unknown  in  English  experience.  It 
was  neither  founded  upon,  nor  guided  by, 
any  average  of  past  expenditure,  nor  yet 
by  any  estimate  of  future  wants.  No  rea- 
son could  be  shown,  or  even  suggested,  for 
adopting  a  maximum  of  5«.  rather  than  one 
of  is.  or  of  6*.  Again,  a  maximum,  by 
way  of  a  definite  poundage  rate,  must 
necessarily  imply  a  uniform  valuation  to 
which  Buoh  poundage  applies.  Now,  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Valuation  Com- 
missioners proves  that  the  valuation  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Ireland  varies  no  less  than 
from  30  to  40  and  50  per  cent.  Thus  a 
maximum  of  5«.,  though  nominally  uniform, 
will,  in  fact,  be  5s.  in  one  instance,  and 
10*.  in  another.  And  here  it  is  necessary 
to  refer  to  another  part  of  the  case.  The 
variation  in  the  condition  of  the  people  is 
even  greater  than  the  irregularities  of  the 
valuation.  In  the  union  of  Dunshaughlin, 
for  instance,  the  property,  as  compared 
with  the  population,  stands  in  a  ratio  ex- 
ceeding 100  to  1;  whilst  in  the  union  of 
Glenties  it  is  but  7  to  1 .  Are  your  Lord- 
ships prepared  to  apply  the  same  maxi- 
mum to  cases  so  utterly  dissimilar?  A 
proposition  more  untenable,  one  more  ab- 
surd, was  never  submitted  to  rational  men. 
I  presume  the  blunder  is  defensible  only 
because  it  is  proposed  for  Ireland. 

But  the  proposed  maximum  will  turn 
out,  if  more  closely  examined,  to  be  no 
Bi.  maximum  at  all.  The  5s.  maximum 
was  practically  abandoned  during  the  pro- 


gress of  the  Bill  through  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  very  material  changes  in 
its  enactments  were  made.  It  is  to  me 
clear  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  President 
of  the  Council)  has  not  been  made  aware 
of  those  subsequent  enactments.  He  has 
reasoned  exclusively  from  the  original  Bill ; 
he  who  is  all  candour  and  truthfulness 
would  not  otherwise  have  omitted  that 
which  is  essential  to  a  just  consideration  of 
the  question.  It  is  not  a  maximum  of  5s. 
only  with  which  we  have  to  deal;  to  that 
maximum  must  be  added  a  contingent 
charge  of  10  per  cent  for  a  union  rate,  a 
certain  charge  of  2 J  per  cent  for  a  general 
rate  in  aid,  and  to  this  was  also  added  dur- 
ing the  discussions  on  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  a  heavy  and  varying  charge 
for  the  amount  of  debts  upon  the  several 
unions,  which  to  that  period  seemed  to 
have  been  forgotten  or  left  unprovided  for. 
In  the  thirty-two  distressed  unions  speci- 
fied in  Mr.  Twisleton*s  last  return,  the  net 
debts  in  March,  1849,  amounted  to  no  less 
than  231,171/.,  being  more  than  double 
the  amount  of  the  expenses  for  the  in- 
maintenance  of  the  poor,  and  nearly  equal 
to  the  whole  expense  of  out-relief.  The 
estimated  receipt  of  rates  for  the  same 
half  year  does  not  amount  to  200,000/. 
Attention  was  necessarily  called  in  the 
other  House  to  the  absence  of  all  provi- 
sion for  these  debts.  The  extent  of  such 
omission  is  exemplified  by  the  following 
table : — 

Union.  Net  Debt  due  March  25,  1849. 

Ballina  19,032 

Ennistimon        12,948 

Galway  11,080 

Kenmare  25,506 

Kilnish  13,068 

Roscommon       11,023 

Scarriff  14,421 

Ennis  11,288 

It  was  therefore  found  indispensably  ne- 
cessary that  in  addition  to  the  os.  maxi- 
mum, and  to  the  12 J  per  cent  rates  in  aid, 
provision  should  be  made  for  the  union 
debts,  and  it  has  been  made  accordingly. 
A  more  complete  demolition  of  the  original 
Bill,  and  a  more  signal  proof  of  the  want 
of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  those  who 
had  framed  it,  could  not  have  been  given. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  provision  neces- 
sarily made  for  these  debts  was  a  demoli- 
tion equally  signal  of  the  principle  of  the 
maximum.  Had  not  some  provision  been 
made  for  the  debts,  one  of  two  fatal  conse- 
quences must  have  ensued;  the  rates  being 
insufiieient  for  the  double  purpose  of  the 
debts  and  the  current  expenses,  either  the 
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poor  would  have  been  left  without  an  ade- 
quate provision,  or  the  contractors  and 
other  creditors  of  the  unions  would  have 
been  deprived  of  their  security.  Take,  for 
example,  the  case  of  Messrs.  Russell  and 
Co.,  of  Limerick.  To  that  respectable 
mercantile  house  certain  unions  are  in- 
debted to  the  amount  of  46,000^  By  what 
right  can  those  gentlemen  be  deprived  of 
any  security  which  they  now  possess  for 
the  recovery  of  their  claim  ?  Passing 
from  this  point  to  another,  the  Bill  makes 
a  further  addition  to  the  possible  charges 
under  the  clauses  for  Emigration.  Should 
these  provisions  come  into  operation,  the 
maximum  will  further  be  considerably  in- 
creased. Reviewing  all  these  facts,  is  it 
possible  to  expect  that  capitalists  should 
bo  induced  to  purchase  or  proprietors  to 
improve  land  upon  the  faith  of  this  sup- 
posed maximum  ?  more  especially  when, 
judging  by  the  English  precedent,  no  secu- 
rity can  be  felt,  that  a  maximum,  already 
shown  to  be  excessive,  will  not  be  doubled 
at  some  future  time.  The  proposition  of 
a  maximum  is  therefore  too  monstrous  to 
obtain  faith  in  the  minds  of  the  most  cre- 
dulous. The  lowest  boy  in  the  lowest  class 
of  the  very  worst  of  the  national  schools 
over  which  my  noble  Friend  (the  Lord  Pre- 
sident) exercises  his  salutary  authority, 
would  prove  arithmetically  that  this  pro- 
position for  a  maximum  rate  is  an  ab- 
surdity in  itself,  and,  if  relied  upon  by 
purchasers,  will  be  discovered  to  be  an  im- 
posture. 

But  the  principle  of  maximum  is  con- 
nected in  this  Bill  inseparably  with  a  rate 
in  aid — the  two  proposals  must  stand  or  fall 
together.  In  proposing  that  the  rate  in 
aid  of  10  per  cent  shall  be  enforced  at  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, your  Lordships  are  called  upon 
to  legislate  in  a  manner  fatal  to  the  real 
interests  of  Ireland.  The  general  rate  in 
aid  of  2|  per  cent  stands  condemned  by 
the  third  report  of  the  Select  Committee, 
which  was  carried  by  a  large  majorit}^  and 
only  passed  your  Lordships'  House  by  two 
votes.  But,  bad  as  that  measure  was,  the 
union  rate  in  aid  of  10  per  cent  contained 
in  this  Bill  is  infinitely  worse,  both  as  pro- 
ductive of  future  danger  and  of  present 
mischief.  In  the  first  place,  it  should' be 
remembered  that  this  union  rate  in  aid 
is  proposed  as  permanent.  In  the  second 
place,  it  was  a  tax  of  10  per  cent,  not  2^ 
per  cent.  Your  Lordships  should  recollect 
that  a  tax  upon  property  of  10  per  cent 
was  the  highest  amount  of  tax  on  property 


ever  levied  in  England,  and  that  during  the 
war,  when  we  were  contending  for  our  na- 
tional existence.  The  principle,  too,  on 
which  this  rate  in  aid  rests  is  wholly  un- 
precedented in  English  legislation.  Only 
two  cases  have  been  referred  to  as  authori- 
ties in  which  on  any  of  the  1.4,000  parishes 
of  England  a  rate  in  aid  has  been  imposed 
since  the  days  of  Elizabeth.  It  is  pre- 
posterous to  consider  these  two  cases  as 
precedents,  when  they  are  contrary  to  the 
otherwise  unbroken  chain  of  experience. 
The  case  of  Worcester  applied  to  a  few 
small  parishes  in  a  town,  and  appeared 
little  more  than  a  friendly  contribution 
among  neighbours.  The  fatal  case  of 
Cholesbury  is  evidence  the  other  way.  Mr. 
Gulson  observes — 

"  Tlio  rate  in  aid  did  not  relieve  that  pariah. 
It  became  waste  and  uncultivated,  notwithstand- 
ing the  rate  in  aid." 

If  English  experience  is  then  to  be  re- 
ferred to  (and  it  is  our  safest  guide),  we 
find  it  to  be  contrary  to  the  principle  of  a 
permanent  rate  in  aid,  more  especially 
when  the  tax  is  made  dependent  upon  the 
mere  arbitrium  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners. Your  Lordships  are  also  called  to 
adopt  it  in  opposition  to  the  evidence  of  all 
the  most  authoritative  witnesses  examined 
before  your  Committee.  This  difficulty 
will  be  greatly  enhanced  when  it  is  con- 
sidered that  the  claim  for  a  rate  in  aid  is 
made  dependent,  not  upon  the  amount 
bond  fide  paid  in  any  electoral  division, 
but  on  the  amount  assessed,  together  with 
such  lesser  payment  as  the  commissioners 
consider  just;  for 

— **  this  will,  undoubtedly,  operate  as  a  bounty 
upon  non-payment.  I  think  I  may  defy  you  prac- 
tically to  work  out  the  proposition.  I  am  satis- 
fied that  an  attempt  to  do  so  will  create  inextri- 
cable difficulty." 

Such  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Gulson. 

Again,  it  is  clear  that  a  union  rate  in 
aid  cannot  come  into  operatipn  at  all  with- 
in the  distressed  districts.  Electoral  divi- 
sions separately  insolvent  cannot  become 
solvent  in  their  collective  capacity.  This 
lies  beyond  even  what  is  termed  Parliamen- 
tary omnipotence.  Connaught,  for  the 
greater  part,  cannot  furnish  means  for 
paying  this  10  per  cent  rate.  But  let  us 
proceed  farther.  Take  the  union  of  Glen- 
ties,  for  example,  where  43,000  people 
are  to  be  supported  upon  a  rental  of 
16,000Z.  In  that  union  there  is  but  one 
single  electoral  division,  that  of  Fintown» 
which  is  capable  of  paying  a  rate  in  aid^ 
The  electoral  division  of  Fintown  is  Talned 
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at  425?.  only,  therefore  tbe  10  per  cent 
rate  will  produce  but  4:21.  The  contribu- 
tion, consequently,  of  42?.  as  a  union  rate 
would  be  absurd,  if  considered  in  relation  to 
the  wants  of  a  population  of  43,000.  But 
this  miserable  contribution  of  42?.  could 
only  be  obtained  by  the  taxation  of  the  im- 
mediate lessor  in  Fintown,  and  the  funds 
for  supplying  it  must  be  afforded  by  his 
large  expenditure  of  capital  upon  his  es- 
tate. 

In  the  union  of  Donegal,  containing 
41,371  inhabitants,  and  valued  at  31,637?., 
I  believe  that  there  are  but  three  electoral 
divisions  which  are  capable  of  sustaining 
a  rate  in  aid,  these  being  the  property  of 
the  Earl  of  Arran,  Mr.  Hamilton,  and  a 
young  and  gallant  officer,  a  kinsman  of  my 
own  (Mr.  Leslie),  The  more  prosperous 
condition  of  these  three  districts  is  attri- 
butable solely  to  the  large  expenditure 
made  by  the  proprietors  in  their  improve- 
ment. In  consequence  of  such  expendi- 
ture I  am  informed  that  the  estate  of  Mr. 
Leslie  is  at  the  present  moment  compara- 
tively relieved  from  distress,  consequently 
there  is  but  little  pauperism,  and  the  rates 
are  light.  But  let  the  10  per  cent  rate  in 
aid  be  imposed  upon  Mr.  Leslie's  estate, 
and  it  becomes  at  once  burdened  to  the 
same  extent  with  the  neighbouring  pau- 
perised districts.  Thus  he  would  have  re- 
imposed  upon  his  property  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament those  heavy  rates  which  he  has  en- 
deavoured to  escape  from  by  great  labour 
and  a  generous  expenditure.  Nor  would 
this  have  the  effect  of  providing  adequately 
for  the  pauperised  districts.  The  rate  in 
aid  would,  therefore,  be  at  once  an  ab- 
surdity and  an  injustice.  A  similar  in- 
stance will  be  found  in  the  union  of  Gal- 
way.  The  population  of  that  union  amounts 
to  88,973,  the  valuation  to  100,777?., 
and  it  consists  of  twelve  electoral  divisions. 
Of  these  twelve  districts  that  of  Galway 
alone,  which  is  valued  at  44,812?.  is  ca- 
pable of  paying  a  union  rate  of  10  per 
cent;  this  rate  would  produce  4,480?.,  and 
no  more.  But .  the  88,000  inhabitants  of 
Galway  union  required,  in  addition  to  the 
rate  collected  during  the  last  year,  an  ex- 
penditure of  no  less  than  23,993?.  It  is 
obvious  that  the  rate  in  aid  of  4,400?., 
however  ruinous  to  the  electoral  division, 
would  be  wholly  inadequate  to  the  wants  of 
the  Galway  union. 

A  farther,  and  a  still  more  conclusive, 
objection  applies  to  the  Bill.  The  rate  in 
aid  is  to  be  exacted,  not  when  the  maxi- 
mum rate  of  5^.  shall  have  been  collected, 


but  when  so  much  has  been  levied  withia 
that  amount  as  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  shall  appear  to 
be  sufficient.  It  is  therefore  a  mere  delu- 
sion to  hold  out  the  maximum  rate  payable 
in  neighbouring  districts  as  a  protection 
against  the  imposition  of  a  rate  in  aid, 
when  the  whole  depends  upon  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners.  The 
Bill  places  the  property  of  one  man  at  the 
discretion  of  another,  that  other  being  a 
nominee  of  the  Crown,  to  an  extent  never 
before  attempted  in  any  civilised  country. 

On  these  two  grounds,  therefore,  in  a 
future  stage  of  the  Bill,  I  shall  confidently 
ask  the  House  to  omit  these  two  clauses 
altogether.  The  maximum  rate  is  a  delu- 
sion and  an  absurdity,  and  the  rate  in  aid 
an  injustice  to  which  I  feel  assured  your 
Lordships  cannot  on  reflection  agree.  No 
such  principle  has  ever,  to  my  knowledge, 
been  previously  affirmed.  If  the  House 
should  refuse  to  negative  these  clauses,  I 
shall  then  propose  that  the  duration  of  the 
rate  in  aid  should  be  limited  to  two  years. 
My  noble  Friend  has  said,  and  has  said 
most  truly,  that  these  are  the  two  great 
principles  of  the  Bill.  I  admit  that  they 
are  so.  But,  if  my  reasoning  has  made  an 
impression  upon  your  Lordships'  minds — if 
I  have  shown  that  there  exists  no  autho- 
rity, analogy,  or  common  sense  to  recom- 
mend either  the  maximum  or  the  rate  in 
aid— I  feel  assured  that  these  clauses  must 
be  rejected.  There  never  was  exhibited  so 
large  a  sacrifice  of  principle,  such  an  aban- 
donment of  all  fairness  and  justice,  such  a 
disregard  for  the  equitable  rights  of  pro- 
perty, as  are  manifested  in  this  part  of  the 
Bill. 

To  proceed  farther.  It  is  clear  from  the 
evidence  that  without  a  reduction  in  the 
size  of  unions,  and  without  the  erection 
of  additional  workhouses,  the  poor-law 
cannot  be  carried  into  effect  consistently 
with  humanity,  with  discrimination,  or  with 
economy  : — 

"  From  the  extreme  point  of  Bingham's  Town 
to  Ballina  is  more  than  42  English  miles.  If  a 
pauper  has  to  go  twice  and  return,  he  has  160 
miles  to  travel."     (Bourke. ) 

"  Such  instances  operate  as  a  bar  to  the  relief 
the  Act  contemplated."     (Gulson,  858.) 

**  When  we  found  unions  so  large  that  a  pauper 
might  be  required  to  travel  thirty  miles  to  a  work- 
house, there  could  be  no  hesitation  in  reducing  a 
distance  so  prohibitory.  In  one  case  it  has  been 
stated  that  a  man  walked  150  miles  before  ho  was 
ultimately  admitted  into  the  house."  (Boundary 
Report,  p.  8. ) 

•*  Parties  have,  on  transmission  from  such  dis- 
tinces,  sunk  under  the  fatigue  and  died  on  the 
road  side."  (Martin,  2,549.) 
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On  this  and  much  additional  evidence  to 
the  same  effect,  the  Boundary  Commission- 
ers and  your  Lordships*  Committee  have 
united  in  recommending  reduced  unions 
and  an  increased  numher  of  workhouses. 
Yet  the  Bill  is  silent  on  this  subject.  The 
Government  is  surely  bound,  in  common 
justice  to  the  country,  as  the  responsible 
advisers  of  the  Crown,  and  as  the  authors 
of  the  present  Bill,  to  give  effect  to  this 
recommendation.  It  cannot  be  operative 
unless  the  new  workhouses  are  assisted,  as 
the  original  workhouses  were.  What  had 
Parliament  done  when  the  first  poor-law 
passed  in  1838  ?  Parliament  had  felt  it  in- 
dispensable to  give  public  assistance  for 
this  purpose.  On  what  principle  could 
that  assistance  be  now  refused  ?  Is  Ire- 
land less  distressed  now  than  in  1838  ? 
Those  noble  Lords  who  attended  the  Se- 
lect Committee  are  well  aware  that  there 
is  no  exaggeration  in  the  striking  state- 
ments of  Count  Strzelecki.  Ho  ob- 
served— 

**  I  have  had  occasion  to  visit  civilised  commu- 
nities under  most  latitudes  and  longitudes,  inclu- 
ding the  aboriginal  races  in  North  and  South 
America,  the  South  Sea  Islands,  New  Zealand,  and 
Australia ;  and  I  have  not  found  anywhere  else 
men  subject  to  misery  of  such  an  aggravated  cha- 
racter as  are  the  Irish  peasantry  of  the  western 
unions."     (8,501.) 

He  compares  it  to  the  state  of  Tuscany  in 
the  time  of  famine,  described  by  Sismondi. 
If  that  be  so,  is  it  possible  that  the  Go- 
vernment can  be  contented  with  a  barren 
enactment,  recommending  new  workhouses, 
without  providing  facilities  for  their  crea- 
tion ?  If  the  Government  are  sincere  in 
their  recommendations,  they  should  furnish 
the  means  for  carrying  out  the  principle 
practically.  If  they  do  not,  let  me  entreat 
them,  at  least,  to  expunge  that  clause  from 
the  Bill,  which,  without  increasing  the 
means  of  relief,  will  perplex  all  poor-law 
administration,  and  will  set  one  board  of 
guardians  at  variance  with  another,  by  at- 
tempting to  render  a  single  workhouse 
available  for  two  distinct  unions.  Without 
a  provision  for  distinct  workhouse  accom- 
modation, the  BiU  will  be  utterly  imprac- 
ticable. 

The  noble  Marquess  has  touched  but 
slightly  upon  the  18th  Clause  of  the  Bill 
for  the  recovery  of  rates.  He  did  indeed 
vouchsafe  to  say,  in  passing,  that  there 
was  some  novelty  in  it.  1  shall  endeavour 
to  explain  what  that  novelty  is,  and  to 
point  out  its  injustice  and  its  danger. 
When  the  Poor  Law  of  1838  was  intro- 


duced, two  modes  were  provided  for  the 
recovery  of  rates.  The  one,  a  summons 
before  the  petty  sessions,  and  a  warrant  of 
distress;  the  other,  a  proceeding  by  civil  bill 
before  the  assistant  barrister.  From  the 
decree  of  the  assistant  barrister  an  appeal 
lay  to  the  judge  of  assize,  in  order  to  avoid 
any  local  bias,  and  to  obtain  a  higher  legal 
authority.  In  1842,  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  introduced  an 
Act  for  amending  the  Poor  Law.  This 
Bill  was  in  several  respects  necessary. 
Under  its  provisions  the  owners  of  all  tene- 
ments valued  at  less  than  4:1,  were  ex- 
empted from  rating,  and  such  rates  were, 
for  the  first  time,  laid  upon  the  landlord, 
or  immediate  lessor.  These  tenements 
were  more  than  500,000  in  number,  and 
they  included  more  than  half  the  rate- 
payers in  Ireland.  For  the  recovery  of 
these  rates,  in  addition  to  the  remedies  by 
distress,  and  by  civil  bill,  a  third  mode  of 
proceeding  was  introduced,  and  guardians 
were  authorised  to  institute  suits  and 
actions  in  the  superior  courts  in  Dublin. 
This  might  be  necessary  where  the  land- 
lords resided  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
local  courts.  But  nothing  more  was  con- 
templated than  to  obtain,  through  the  supe- 
rior courts,  the  same  remedy  which  under 
ordinary  circumstances  the  civil-bill  decree 
or  the  justice's  warrant  would  hare  afforded. 
This  additional  remedy  could  not,  howeyer, 
be  resorted  to  by  any  board  of  guardians 
without  the  express  sanction  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  and  it  was  expressly 
limited  to  the  cases  of  the  4:1,  tenement, 
where  the  landlord  was  made  previonslj 
responsible.  It  never  entered  into  the 
mind  of  my  noble  Friend,  in  proposing  the 
Bill,  nor,  as  I  believe,  into  the  mmd  of  any 
one  who  supported  it,  that  by  thns  giiing 
a  jurisdiction  to  the  superior  courts.  Par- 
liament was  doing  more  than  giving  to 
those  superior  courts,  within  their  en- 
larged jurisdiction,  the  same  power  which 
had  previously  been  exercised  by  the  local 
tribunals.  It  was  not  till  within  the  pre- 
sent year,  and,  I  believe,  within  a  very 
few  months,  that  a  most  important  change 
has  been  effected  in  the  law,  not  made  by 
any  distinct  or  avowed  enactment,  but  m 
an  unexpected  incident  traceable  to  a 
clause  passed  with  another  intent.  It  was 
discovered  that  a  judgment  obtained  fior 
poor's  rate,  in  consequence  of  a  suit  in  the 
superior  courts,  became  a  lien  upon  the 
real  estate  of  the  defendant.  This  prin* 
ciple  is  unknown  in  the  law  of  BngimL 
I  should  have  felt  warranted  in  idwig  % 
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repeal  of  this  enactment,  involving  such 
an  unexpected  and  important  consequence; 
if  defensible  at  all,  it  ought  to  have  been 
the  result  of  distinct  legislation,  adopted 
after  free  discussion.  The  present  Bill,  so 
far  from  remedying  this  evil  and  injustice, 
carries  it  infinitely  farther.  Perhaps  Eng- 
lish gentlemen  might  be  apt  to  say,  al- 
though their  lands  are  subject  to  no  such 
charge,  that  it  is  right  to  make  Irish  free- 
hold estates  subject  to  be  sold  for  poor's 
rates;  but  will  such  English  gentlemen 
defend  the  principle  that  our  estates  are  to 
be  made  liable  to  judgments  and  sale,  not 
for  our  own  debt,  but  for  the  debt  of 
another,  and  that  other  very  possibly  a 
fraudulent  tenant,  who,  after  withholding 
all  payment  of  rent,  absconding  from  the 
land,  and  carrying  off  all  his  stock  and 
other  effects,  leaves  the  estate  subject  to 
an  arrear  of  rate  which  may  be  recovered, 
under  this  Bill,  by  a  judgment  against  the 
landlord,  and  a  sale  of  his  estate.  This 
result  is  distinctly  contained  in  the  enact- 
ments now  under  consideration.  The  Se- 
lect Committee  of  your  Lordships*  House, 
of  which  five  Cabinet  Ministers  were  Mem- 
bers recommended  that  the  powers  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  superior  courts  should  be 
withdrawn;  that  rates  should  be  in  future 
recovered  at  petty  sessions,  by  warrant,  or 
before  the  assistant  barrister  by  decree, 
subject  to  appeal,  as  I  have  already  ex- 
plained. The  Bill  is  thus  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  report  of  the  Committee. 
By  the  Bill,  at  an  expense  of  5s.,  and  with 
scarcely  any  notice,  a  decree  being  ob- 
tained in  the  local  court,  it  may  be  regis- 
tered  in  the  superior  courts  in  Dublin;  that 
registration  gives  to  the  decree  the  force 
of  a  judgment;  and  tbus  no  individual  is 
safe  from  having  his  landed  property  sub- 
jected to  such  judgments,  not  only  for  his 
ovm  debt,  but  also  for  the  debt  of  a  frau- 
dulent and  runaway  tenant.  To  complete 
the  injustice,  the  Bill  also  proposes  to  give 
such  judgment  priority  over  any  charge  or 
incumbrance,  except,  indeed,  claims  due 
to  the  Crown.  Is  this  just  or  reasonable  ? 
The  landlord  is  subjected,  the  moment 
such  judgment  is  obtained,  to  an  applica- 
tion for  a  receiver,  or  for  a  sale  of  his 
estates.  He  is  also  subjected  to  all  the 
expense  of  such  a  proceeding.  For  the 
correction  of  the  existing  evil,  and  to  pre- 
vent its  going  farther,  I  shall  propose  to 
your  Lordships  to  follow  the  recommenda- 
tion of  your  own  Committee,  and  to  allow 
of  no  proceedings  in  the  superior  courts 
for  the  recovery  of  rates — amending  the 


existing  law,  however,  so  as  to  preclude 
any  fraudulent  evasion  of  rates. 

I  now  proceed  to  state  another  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill.  I  strongly  object  to  that 
clause  which,  for  the  first  time,  subjects 
jointures  and  other  annuities  charged  on 
land  to  the  payment  of  poor's  rates.  Why 
are  the  owners  of  this  particular  descrip- 
tion of  property  to  be  subjected  to  this 
assessment  ?  They  are  selected  because 
it  is  known  that  they  are  defenceless. 
The  landlord  and  occupier  have  more  or 
less  of  power  to  control  the  imposition  and 
the  expenditure  of  rates,  but  the  widow  and 
the  annuitant  are  neither  elected  guardians, 
nor  are  they  qualified  to  serve  as  such,  yet 
for  rates  imposed  by  others  they  are  now 
made  responsible.  The  clause  is  indefen- 
sible upon  another  principle.  An  annuity 
is  frequently  granted  as  the  consideration 
for  money  lent.  Now,  let  mo  suppose  the 
case  of  10,000^.  lent  by  Mr.  Gurney,  and 
secured  by  an  annuity,  and  10,000/.  lent 
by  Baron  Rothschild,  and  secured  by  i^ 
mortgage;  both  sums  being  lent  to  the 
same  person,  and  secured  on  the  same  es- 
tate. On  what  principle  of  justice  can 
you  defend  the  imposition  of  a  poor's-rate 
on  Mr.  Gurney,  when  you  allow  Baron 
Rothschild  to  go  free  ?  The  injustice  and 
the  want  of  generosity  are  alike  manifest. 
You  dare  not  tax  the  mortgagee,  because 
he  is  at  liberty  to  foreclose,  or  to  raise  the 
rate  of  interest.  You  do  tax  the  annui- 
tant, because  he  is  in  your  power,  and  can- 
not resist  your  injustice. 

I  feel  some  surprise  at  the  mode  in  which 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  has  disposed  of  the  Emigration 
Clauses.  He  has  told  us  that  they  were 
introduced  by  a  very  respectable  Member 
of  Parliament,  and  formed  no  part  of  the 
Government  Bill;  they  are  treated  as  mat- 
ters of  comparative  indifference.  Are  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  prepared  individually, 
as  well  as  collectively,  to  justify  such  an 
opinion  ?  Con  they,  with  the  evidence  be- 
fore them,  either  state  that  emigration  is 
unnecessary,  or  that  it  is  now  going  on  so 
extensively,  so  rapidly,  and  so  satisfacto- 
rily, that  it  neither  requires  aid  or  gui- 
dance ?  But  is  this  consistent  with  their 
own  acts  ?  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  himself  proposed,  in  the  Select 
Committee,  that  power  should  be  given  to 
impose  rates  of  2s,  6d,  in  the  pound,  or 
one-eighth  of  the  whole  rental  of  Ireland, 
for  the  purposes  of  emigration.  I  there- 
fore have  at  least  Lord  John  Russell's  au- 
thority for  my  assertion,  that  it  is  neoes* 
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sary  and  expedient  to  assist  emigration 
from  Ireland.  Unless,  therefore,  you  un- 
dervalue that  noble  Lord's  authority,  it  is 
an  invention  and  a  calumny  on  the  part  of 
those  who  describe  emigration  as  a  sel- 
fish device  of  the  landlord  to  get  rid  of  a 
burdensome  population.  Lord  J.  Russell 
would  not  have  appropriated  1,600,000?. 
for  a  purpose  so  indefensible.  It  is  true 
there  is  a  large  emigration  now  in  progress; 
— that  emigration  will  and  must  increase; 
but  of  what  elements  is  it  composed  ?  It 
is  the  emigration  of  the  most  active  and 
industrious  classes;  it  is  the  emigration  of 
the  small  capitalists;  of  those  whom  you 
grieve  to  lose,  and  whom  you  would  readily 
make  large  sacrifices  to  retain. 

Captain  Farren  says — 

"  Those  who  are  principally  going  are  the  hol- 
ders of  land."  (6,338.)  "  Those  who  have  means 
are  leaving  the  country,  and  therefore  the  country, 
to  a  certain  extent,  will  lose."     (6,340.) 

Colonel  Clarke  observes — 

"  You  take  away  the  hest  qualities  of  the  popu- 
lation." (7,796.)  **  The  hest  prop  of  every  coun- 
try is  the  middle  class,  who  are  now  quitting  Ire- 
land ;  it  is  only  upon  that  class  that  you  can  de- 
pend for  the  stability  of  the  country ;  and  I  look 
upon  every  individual  taking  himself  away,  and 
possessing  capital  and  intelligence,  as  a  positive 
loss  ;  and  that  in  a  double  degree,  because  he 
leaves  behind  him  those  who  are  a  dead  weight 
upon,  the  land." 

Mr.  Senior  is  equally  explicit.  He  ob- 
serves— 

"  Under  the  existing  system  of  emigration,  left 
to  natural  causes,  precisely  the  people  go  whom 
you  would  wish  to  keep,  and  precisely  the  people 
stay  whom  you  wish  to  go."  (1,845.)  "Facts  have 
come  to  my  knowledge  proving  that  very  brge 
sums  of  money  are  taken  away  by  emigrants  to 
the  United  States.  Those  that  go  are  generally, 
in  the  first  place,  the  most  energetic  and  best  part 
of  our  population  ;  and,  secondly,  they  are  persons 
whose  departure  diminishes  the  remaining  capi- 
tal."   (1,854.) 

Colonel  Knox  Gore  expresses  the  same 
opinions ; — 

"  The  emigrants  are  persons  who  have  capital ; 
they  arc  a  loss  in  both  ways  ;  they  created  capital 
by  their  labour,  and  had  sufficient  capital  remain- 
ing to  keep  them  afloat ;  they  had  a  good  deal  of 
moans— 200/.,  100/..  70/.,"  Ac.  (2,132.)  "  The 
class  gomg  are  of  a  better  class  than  the  small 
farmers  ;  they  are  holders  of  fifty  acres  and  up- 
wards." (Kiiicaid,  3,128.)  "  There  will  boa  large 
emigration  of  farmers  from  Connaught  this  year." 
(Bourke,  3,194.) 

Mr.  Brett  observes,  in  relation  to  the 
county  of  Mayo — 

••  All  the  industrious  classes  who  have  the  means 
of  going  at  all  are  going  ;  farmers  and  tradespeople 
seeing  no  likelihood  of  realising  a  support  for  them- 
selves and  families  ;  they  see  nothing  but  ruin  and 
misery  around  them,  and  the  certainty  of  spend- 


ing their  capital  by  remaining  idle  at  home." 
(4,996.) 

Such  is  the  emigration  for  which  my 
noble  Friend  the  Postmaster  General  took 
credit  some  short  time  since,  and  which  be 
seemed  fearful  to  discourage.  The  emi- 
gration of  such  industrious  small  capital- 
ists who,  when  they  found  they  could  not 
profitably  cultivate  land  in  Ireland,  quitted 
the  country,  has  led  to  the  abandonment 
of  farms,  and  has  produced  the  existing 
waste  and  desolation.  To  rely  upon  such 
emigration  is  as  great  an  error  as  it  would 
be,  in  a  case  of  disease,  to  rely  upon  the 
fatal  bleeding  of  an  artery  in  place  of  the 
opening  of  a  vein.  It  is  arterial  blood 
which  is  now  flowing  in  Ireland.  I  have 
ever  contended  that  the  emigration  which 
is  most  required  from  Ireland  is  that  which 
would  likewise  be  most  beneficial  to  our 
colonies.  Let  that  emigration  be  but  as- 
sisted, and  we  shall  check  an  emigration 
which  is  morally,  socially,  and  economically 
injurious.  It  is  an  error  to  suppose  that  • 
the  emigration  of  capitalists  is  that  which 
will  be  most  useful  in  the  colonies.  I  can 
refer  to  cases  in  which  it  would  be  as  mis- 
chievous to  the  colonies  to  add  to  capital 
without  accompanying  that  capital  by  la- 
bour, as  it  would  be  to  Ireland  to  retain 
its  labour,  and  to  lose  capital.  It  is  not 
capital  so  much  as  labour  which  is  required 
in  New  South  Wales;  it  is  rather  labour 
to  make  colonial  capital  productive;  in  the 
Australian  colonies  its  sheep  are  slaugh- 
tered and  boiled  down  for  tallow,  for  want 
of  hands  to  shear  them.  The  universal 
complaint  from  those  colonies  is,  the  insuffi- 
ciency and  high  price  of  labour.  If  we 
encourage  the  emigration  of  capitalists,  we 
raise  the  the  price  of  labour,  and  thus  in- 
flict an  evil  upon  the  colony  which  receives 
the  capital,  and  on  Ireland  whence  the 
capital  is  withdrawn.  If  these  obserra- 
tions  be  true — and  they  rest  upon  undeni- 
able evidence — how  is  it  possible  to  treat 
this  great  question  lightly  ?  The  clauses  of 
the  Bill  respecting  emigration  are  impor- 
tant as  affirming  the  principle;  but  thej 
must  be  strengthened  and  rendered  prac- 
tical if  the  Legislature  seeks  to  perform  its 
duties  towards  Ireland.  I  shall  propose 
Amendments  for  that  purpose. 

In  the  third  report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Poor  Laws,  which  I  had  the  honour 
of  preparing,  and  which  was  agreed  to  by 
a  majority  of  twelve  independent  Members 
of  all  parties,  English  as  well  as  Irish* 
voting  against  five  Cabinet  Ministers  and 
the  Master  of  the  Buckhoonds,  there  were 
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contamed  recommendations  wholly  opposed 
to  the  principles  of  the  present  Bill.  In 
that  report  the  principle  of  the  rate  in  aid 
was  unequirocallj,  and,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  incontestahlj  disproved.  But,  even 
in  the  last  report  of  that  Committee,  a 
report  presented  hy  the  Lord  Steward, 
there  were  many  recommendations  which  I 
am  entitled  to  call  upon  the  Government 
to  realise.  In  that  report  it  was  stated, 
as  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Commit- 
tee, that  no  permanent  system  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  can  he  safely  and  henefi- 
oially  carried  out  in  Ireland,  unless  hy  a 
recurrence  to  the  principles  of  the  original 
Poor  Law  Act  of  1838,  excluding  the  pre- 
sent system  of  outdoor  relief.  This  was 
practically  the  principle  of  the  English 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  as  originally 
framed.  Such  avowedly  was  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Bill  introduced  hy  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Melbourne.  Without  a  re- 
currence to  that  principle,  experience  had 
now  demonstrated  that  there  was  no  chance 
of  carrying  on  the  poor-law  with  any  effect 
in  Ireland.  Not  only  was  that  principle 
laid  down  in  the  last  report,  to  which  five 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  agreed,  but  it  was 
also  asserted  in  the  most  bold  and  uncom- 
promising manner  by  an  eminent  States- 
man in  the  other  House  of  Parliament — I 
allude  to  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He  had  the 
manliness  and  courage  to  assert  that  there 
was  neither  safety  for  property,  nor  for 
administration  of  the  poor-law,  until  the 
necessity  for  excluding  outdoor  relief  was 
acknowledged.  I  seek  in  vain  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  for  any  enactment  which  asserts 
this  great  truth.  It  is  excluded  from  the 
Government  measure.  In  thus  proposing 
to  reform  the  poor-law,  they  are  trying  to 
perform  Hamlet  with  the  part  of  Hamlet 
omitted.  From  this  great  error  they  have 
been  driven  to  the  expedient  of  proposing 
to  confiscate  the  property  of  one  district  in 
Ireland,  in  the  vain  hope  of  relieving  the 
pauperism  of  another.  The  Bill  before  us 
at  once  deprives  industry  of  its  just  reward, 
and  Ireland  of  its  only  hope. 

I  shall  now  allude  to  the  question  of  the 
division  of  unions  and  of  electoral  divisions. 
At  an  early  period  of  the  Session,  the 
President  of  the  Council  stated,  that  al- 
though the  new  boundaries  might  be  car- 
ried into  effect  without  the  special  sanction 
of  Parliament,  he  yet  thought  that  it  was 
right  to  obtain  a  legislative  authority  for 
what  was  proposed.  This  engagement  has 
not  been  performed  in  the  Bill  under  con- 
sideration.    It  is  not  recognised.      It  is 


not  even  alluded  to.  Neither  is  any  pro- 
vision made  for  the  erection  of  new  work- 
houses, although  it  is  evident  that  without 
such  arrangements  it  is  impossible  to  re- 
vert to  the  principles  of  the  first  poor-law, 
or  even  to  administer  that  law  as  it  exists. 
An  attempt  to  appropriate  one  workhouse 
to  two  unions  is  worse  than  useless.  It  is 
mischievous  and  dangerous.  Without  new 
workhouses  a  limitation  of  the  area  of 
taxation  is  useless.  I  know  there  are 
many  who  attach  what  appears  to  me  an 
undue  importance  to  this  latter  measure. 
They  consider  it  not  only  as  needful,  but  as 
the  one  thing  or  the  only  thing  needful. 
In  my  judgment,  however  desirable,  and 
even  essential,  it  may  be,  it  cannot  be  con- 
sidered, like  the  talismanic  words  of  open 
sesame,  the  means  of  removing  all  obstruc- 
tions. But  the  advocates  of  a  reduced 
area  of  taxation  must  indeed  be  easily 
contented  if  they  are  satisfied  with  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Bill.  Even  sup- 
posing that  their  just  expectations  were 
fulfilled  by  the  Government,  must  they  not 
perceive  that  those  expectations  are  coun- 
teracted by  the  proposed  rate  in  aid  ?  We 
first  hope  to  individualise  responsibility,  as 
it  is  called,  and  then  by  the  rate  in  aid  we 
destroy  the  responsibility  of  individuals. 
We  thus  blow  hot  and  cold,  and  make  our 
legislation  a  mockery  and  a  delusion. 

In  the  existing  law  there  are  enactments 
with  respect  to  the  duties  and  to  the  sala- 
ries of  auditors.  The  receipt  of  the  sala- 
ries has,  I  doubt  not,  been  punctually  at- 
tended to;  but  the  duties  appear  to  have 
been  wholly  neglected.  Mr.  Twisleton  ad- 
mits that  a  gross  misapplication  of  the  pub- 
lic money,  and  that  to  a  very  great  extent, 
took  place  in  November,  1847,  in  the  union 
of  Newcastle;  and  yet  in  April,  1849,  no 
remedy  had  been  obtained  for  the  ratepay- 
ers (7,110).  The  reason  which  he  assigns 
for  this  is  somewhat  singular.  He  says — 
"  It  was  a  very  heavy  case ;  the  amount  illegally 
given  was  very  considerable." 

In  other  words,  because  the  injustice  was 
great  and  undeniable,  no  relief  had  been 
obtained,  and  no  punishment  enforced.  But 
he  goes  farther.     He  was  asked — 

"  Within  your  knowledge  have  monies  of  that 
description  ever  been  refunded  ? " 

His  reply  is  conclusive — 

**  I  do  not  remember  a  case."  (7,120.) 
I  propose  a  remedy  for  this  unexampled 
maladministration;  and,  if  your  Lordships 
support  me,  I  shall  render  the  law  more 
strict,  and  the  responsibility  of  the  poor- 
law  inspectors  more  effective. 


315 


Poor  Belief 


{LORDS} 


{Ireland)  BUI 


31S 


There  are  other  ameDdments  of  detail 
in  which  I  cannot  but  anticipate  an  agree- 
ment on  all  fiides.  1  shall  propose  clauses 
to  enable  the  guardians  to  acquire  sites  for 
workhouses  upon  more  equitable  terms.  I 
shall  also  submit  to  jour  Lordships  the 
necessity  of  combining  with  the  ordinary 
guardians  an  assistant  paid  and  resident 
guardian,  who  shall  direct  the  management 
of  the  workhouse,  the  financial  affairs  of 
the  union,  and  the  accounts  which  are  in 
their  nature  most  intricate.  1  shall  pro- 
pose that  where  a  tenant  sublets  or  subdi- 
vides his  faim,  contrary  to  covenant,  he 
shall  lose  his  power  of  deducting  from  tho 
landlord  any  portion  of  the  rate.  It  can- 
not be  held  unjust  that,  if  the  tenant 
produces  pauperism  by  his  own  act,  and 
does  so  in  violation  of  his  engagement,  he 
shall  be  compelled  to  pay  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  that  pauperism  which  he  has  cre- 
ated. 1  shall  propose  clauses,  likewise, 
removing  the  technical  difficulties  which 
impede  the  trial  of  poor-law  cases,  both  in 
proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  rates  and 
in  appeals.  1  shall  propose,  likewise,  the 
entire  abandonment  of  legal  proceedings 
in  the  superior  courts.  1  shall  introduce  a 
clause  to  facilitate  emigration.  But  these 
are  all  questions  which  will  be  best  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.  They  are  all  found- 
ed on  the  recommendation  contained  in  the 
last  report  from  your  Select  Committee, 
and  were  adopted  unanimously. 

There  is  one  subject  more  to  which  I 
must  take  leave  to  call  your  most  serious 
attention.  1  challenge  this  Bill,  even 
combining  it  with  all  other  Irish  measures 
passed  in  the  Session,  as  being  utterly  in- 
adequate to  meet  the  exigencies  of  Ireland. 
It  makes  no  attempt  to  remove  any  one  of 
the  causes  of  pauperism,  and  it  is  insuffi- 
cient to  cope  with  our  present  misery.  If 
I  had  not  the  evidence  of  this  Session  be- 
fore mc,  I  could  not  have  conceived  it  pos- 
sible that  a  Bill  like  the  present  could  have 
been  proposed  by  any  Government.  I 
could  not  have  believed  that  it  could  have 
been  framed  by  men  bound  to  have  read 
the  papers  laid  on  your  table,  and  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee.  On 
the  contrary,  it  appears  to  me  the  work  of 
men  utterly  ignorant  of  the  extent  and 
the  intensity  of  our  suffering.  The  at- 
tempt to  hew  down  rocks  with  a  razor 
would  bo  as  reasonable  as  an  attempt  to 
remove  Irish  distress  with  so  miserable  and 
feeble  an  implement  as  that  provided  by 
the  present  Bill.  The  people  of  Ireland 
have  been  taught  by  their  real  friends  to 


look  to  the  Legislature  and  to  this  country 
for  guidance  and  for  justice.  But  the  Bill 
before  us  is  no  less  opposed  to  justice  than 
to  common  sense.  1  wish  I  was  enabled 
to  refer  to  the  report  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  for  the  present  year;  but 
that  report  has  been  mysteriously  delayed. 
The  Commissioners  by  law  were  bound  to 
have  presented  it  long  since:  they  have 
not  done  so.  The  last  reports  from  the 
distressed  districts  have  also  been  delayed. 
These  Irish  returns,  like  Irish  remedial 
measures,  are  generally  delayed  to  the  pe- 
riod when  they  become  valueless.  I  am, 
therefore,  driven  to  reason  from  the  ante- 
cedent returns;  but  as  it  is  notoriouB  that 
the  country  has  not  improved,  but  the  re- 
verse, the  inference  to  which  I  shall  lead 
your  Lordships  must  be  considerably  with- 
in the  mark.  I  shall  refer  to  the  papers 
for  the  month  of  May.  The  estimate 
formed  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for 
that  month,  for  twenty  unions  only,  amount- 
ed to  64,2152.  The  estimated  collection 
of  rates  in  those  unions  was  but  9,090{.» 
showing  a  deficiency  of  above  50,0001. 
The  vice-guardians  fromEnnistimon  stated, 
on  the  1st  of  May,  that  they  had  only  a  sup- 
ply for  three  days' consumption,  and  thb fur- 
nished on  their  own  personal  responsibility. 
On  the  7th  of  May,  the  same  vice-guar- 
dians stated,  further,  that  they  had  not 
one  shilling  at  their  command,  and  were, 
therefore,  driven  to  solicit  an  immediate 
grant  by  return  of  post,  to  avoid  the  most 
fearful  consequences.  The  answer  of  the 
Commissioners  was  simply  that  they  had 
no  funds  at  their  command.  The  accumu- 
lation of  debt,  and  the  consequent  legal 
proceedings  against  the  unions,  are  report- 
ed. Executions  are  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  workhouses  of  Gort,  CasUebar,  and 
Tuam. 

On  the  28th  of  April,  46,5682.  is  report- 
ed as  due  to  the  single  commercial  house 
of  Russell  and  Co.,  of  Limerick.  The 
consequence  of  this  accumulation  of  debt 
is  shown  to  be  an  increase  in  the  price  of 
all  articles  supplied.  In  the  union  of  New- 
castle, 11.  1 5s,  per  ton  is  charged  beyond 
the  market  price  of  SI.  8^.,  being  an  ex- 
cess of  30  per  cent  above  the  market  price 
for  ready  money.  The  Home  Office,  on 
tho  10th  of  May,  decide  in  the  teeth  of 
these  facts,  that  the  object  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  advances  would  be  defeated  if  the 
debts  to  the  contractors  were  paid.  From 
Ennis,  on  the  18th  of  April,  it  is  re- 
ported that  the  stewards  and  other  union 
officers  are  placed  on  the  relief  liata  frooi 
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want  of  funds  to  pay  them  their  wages, 
and  that  contractors  make  the  same  de- 
mand. The  vice-guardians  of  the  Scarriff 
union  apply  for  assistance,  stating  that 
they  **  had  no  credit  left  except  for  good 
intentions.'*  Now  this  appears  to  me  an 
equally  just  description  of  the  condition  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  •*  Credit  for 
good  intentions  "  they  may  be  entitled  to 
claim,  but  it  is  the  only  credit  which  will 
be  given  them  in  Ireland.  Credit  they 
cannot  claim  for  their  mode  of  extinguish- 
ing the  overwhelming  distress  and  con- 
suming poverty  of  Ireland.  On  the  11th 
of  May  the  vice-guardians  of  Scarriff  again 
report,  with  some  epigrammatic  bitterness, 
that 

— "  everything  was  satisfactory  with  them  ex- 
cept their  bankruptcy,  having  neither  credit  nor 
funds." 

On  the  14th  of  May  it  is  stated — 

"  That  the  small  occupiers  of  Glenties  who  are 
in  arrear  have  nothing  whatever,  and  that  many 
ratepayers  are  infinitely  greater  objects  of  cha- 
rity than  the  paupers  in  the  workhouse." 

On  the  26th  of  May  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners admit — 

"  That  a  great  mortality  has,  without  doubt, 
taken  place  recently  in  some  of  the  unions." 

The  report  of  Mr.  Achmutie  contains  some 
striking  evidence  of  the  intensity  of  the 
pressure.  The  sale  of  the  last  effects  of 
the  very  poorest  classes  appears  to  have 
taken  place. 

"  A  donkey  sold  by  distress  for  28. :  200  goats, 
the  last  possession  of  the  very  poor,  were  sold  at 
one  time.  At  Swineford  (May  the  19th)  it  ap- 
pears that  a  widow  lady  who  had  been  worth  400/. 
a  year  had  applied  for  relief — 160/.  of  rates  was 
due  from  her.  In  Galway  9,620/.  was  due  in 
May,  a  very  small  portion  of  which  could  be  col- 
lected before  harvest  ;  even  then,  so  great  was  the 
poverty  of  the  union,  independently  of  the  vast 
tracts  of  unoccupied  grounds,  that  the  collection 
was  expected  to  fall  far  short  of  expectation." 
"  In  Gort  3,300/.  out  of  3,370/.  due,  is  stated  to 
be  uncoUectable  till  harvest.  The  solvent  rate- 
payers are  a  miserably  small  minority  ;  numerous 
occupiers  are  reduced  to  a  state  bordering  on 
pauperism,  and  much  land  is  lying  waste.  At 
balUna  scarce  any  of  the  last  harvest  remains  ; 
the  whole  stock  and  farm  property  of  nearly  all 
the  agricultural  ratepayers  would  not  amount  to 
a  moderate  rate,  and  unless  the  position  of  pro- 
perty changes,  so  that  employment  be  provided 
and  land  brought  into  cultivation,  the  prospect  of 
collecting  rates  will  be  hopeless." 

Of  7,694i.  due  in  Castlebar,  5,000Z.  is  uu- 
eollectable.  In  many  cases  the  lands  of 
occupiers  are  waste.  In  some  cases  the 
property  seized  does  not  realise  the  rate. 
to  numerous  other  cases  no  property  what- 
erer  exists  to  meet  the  rate.    In  Ennis  a 


deficiency  of  24,800^.  will  remain  after  the 
collection  of  the  rate.  Such  is  the  pre- 
sent state  of  some  of  the  distressed  unions. 
Such  had  been  the  operation  of  the  sys- 
tem upon  which  Government  and  the  Le- 
gislature relied.  To  your  Lordships  ge- 
nerally some  of  the  facts  I  have  stated 
may  not,  perhaps,  appear  to  have  any 
great  force;  but  to  such  as  are  personally 
acquainted  with  Ireland,  the  sale  of  the 
donkey  of  the  peasant,  or  of  the  goat 
whose  milk  supports  his  children,  afford 
the  most  conclusive  evidence  of  the  suffer- 
ing and  ruin  of  the  entire  community,  and 
cannot  fail  to  convey  the  most  emphatic 
expression  of  our  present  distress.  With 
this  is  concurrent  the  absolute  insolvency 
of  many  of  the  gentry  and  proprietors  on 
whom  you  propose  to  cast  new  burdens. 
So  miserable  being  the  condition  of  the 
tenantry,  and  such  being  the  working  of 
the  poor-law,  lands  lying  waste,  produc- 
tion rendered  impossible,  the  collection  of 
rents  necessarily  ceases.  Superadded  to 
this  loss  of  rent,  the  landowner  is  sub- 
jected to  the  rates  due  primarily  from  his 
tenants.  He  is  called  upon  to  make  good 
the  deficiencies  of  a  fund  to  which  he  had 
already  paid  his  contribution.  He  is  called 
upon  to  meet  the  destitution  arising  from 
causes  over  which  he  had  no  control. 

I  must  refrain  at  this  hour  of  the  even- 
ing, and  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
to  go  more  at  length  into  the  evidence, 
but  there  is  one  farther  document  to  which 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  refer.  We 
are  not  left  wholly  to  calculate  from  the 
past  the  future  wants  of  these  unfortunate 
districts.  A  return  has  been  laid  before 
the  Commissioners  at  its  latest  sitting,  on 
which  Mr.  Twisleton  founds  his  calcula- 
tion for  the  future.  In  thirty-two  unions, 
he  states  the  amount  of  debt,  on  the  25th 
of  March,  to  have  been  231,000?.  The 
estimated  expenses  for  the  current  six 
months,  464,000?.,  making  a  total  of  debts 
and  expenses  of  695,000?.  Mr.  Twisleton 
calculates,  more  sanguinely  than  the  facts 
warrant,  that  193,000?.  will  be  collected 
during  the  half  year;  but  even  if  this  ex- 
pectation were  realised,  there  would  re- 
main a  deficiency  of  more  than  500,000/. 
during  the  six  months.  There  is  no  more 
chance  of  meeting  such  deficiency  by  rates, 
than  there  would  be  of  catching  white 
bait  by  spreading  a  net  over  the  floor  of 
your  Lordships*  House.  But  I  have  said 
that  Mr.  Twisleton  was  over  sanguine.  His 
estimate  of  six  months*  collection,  in  some 
of  the  distressed  unions^  is  as  follows  ;-— 
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Ballinrobe 

.      £6,200 

Ballina 

6,579 

Castlebar 

6,000 

Castlerea 

8,000 

Ennistimon 

.       10,000 

Kcnmare 

4,000 

Kilrush 

8,000 

Koscommon 

.       12,000 

Athlone 

.        11,600 

Ennis 

.       13,000 

Cashcl 

.       20,000 

My  reply  to  these  calculations  is  simply 
that  they  are  impossible.  To  meet  this 
distress  Parliament  has  liberally  voted  one 
grant  of  50,000^.,  and  a  loan  of  110,000?. 
has  also  been  advanced  on  the  security  of 
the  rate  in  aid.  If  your  Lordships  con- 
sider that  the  provision  so  made  is  ade- 
quate, you  blind  yourselves  to  the  magni- 
tude of  the  peril,  whilst  you  apply  a  mag- 
nifying glass  to  the  remedies  which  the 
Legislature  has  provided.  My  Lords,  I 
lament  the  course  of  legislation  in  which 
you  are  involved.  I  lament  the  sacrifice  of 
Irish  interests,  both  as  respecting  the  pro- 
prietors of  land  and  the  poor,  which  you 
are  making.  I  fear  it  must  be  traced  to  a 
want  of  sufficient  information  respecting  the 
country  whoso  interests  are  committed  to 
your  charge.  I  would  deprecate  the  infer- 
ences to  which  it  may  load.  I  lament  tho 
realisation  of  those  predictions  which  were 
made  at  the  time  of  the  Union  by  one  of 
the  greatest  of  your  statesmen.  Let  me 
remind  you  of  the  words  of  tho  late  Lord 
Grey,  spoken  on  the  21st  of  April,  1800. 
That  eminent  man  observed — 

"  I  am  far  from  supposing  that  British  Mem- 
bers will  wantonly  abuse  their  powers ;  but  the 
prosperity  of  a  nation  should  not  bo  lefl  at  the 
discretion  of  any  man  or  any  set  of  men,  however 
just  or  generous  they  may  be ;  and  it  is  impossi- 
ble for  Ireland  to  enjoy  that  security  which  her 
constitution  at  this  time  affords  her  if  she  is 
united  to  England  in  tho  manner  proposed." 

I  cannot  but  fear  that  your  measures  since 
1846  but  too  strongly  prove  that  Lord 
Grey  was  right. 

I  cannot  but  fear  that  agents  and  public 
officers,  acting  under  the  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  show  themselves  but 
too  apt  to  deal  with  the  rights  of  Irish 
property  in  a  more  reckless  spirit,  and  un- 
der a  less  immediate  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, than  if  it  were  English.  I  would, 
however,  bid  them  and  their  superiors  be- 
ware lest  they  suffer  themselves  to  be  be- 
trayed into  a  disregard  of  that  equal  pro- 
tection which  they  are  bound  to  extend 
impartially  on  both  sides  of  the  Channel. 
The  present  Bill,  and  the  attempt  to  enact 
this  indefensible  rate  in  aid  under  the  ex- 


isting circumstances  of  Ireland,  exhibits, 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  very  recklessness  and  injustice  which 
had  been  foretold,  and  so  emphatically  de- 
nounced, by  the  late  Earl  Grey. 

Do  not,  my  Lords,  think  that  you  can 
rid  yourselves  of  the  present  pressure  of 
duty  by  merely  going  into  Committee  on 
this  Bill.  Do  not  fancy  that  you  have 
provided  immediate  remedies,  or  future 
precautions,  against  the  dangers  which 
surround  us.  You  may,  perhaps,  conceive 
that,  as  the  harvest  is  near  at  hand,  and 
as  there  is  a  general  expectation  that  it 
may  prove  productive,  the  abundance  which 
you  anticipate  will  be  a  remedy  for  tho 
unhappy  inflictions  under  which  Ireland 
labours.  Do  you  imagine  that  a  restored 
productiveness  of  the  potato  will  render 
the  condition  of  Ireland  either  safe  or  sa- 
tisfactory? But  have  you  any  right  to 
reckon  upon  that  renewed  productiveness  ? 
I  warn  you  against  any  such  confidence. 
Nor  do  my  apprehensions  rest  upon  slight 
authority.  I  may  be  allowed  to  mention 
the  name  of  one  individual  who  has  com- 
municated with  me  upon  this  subject — a 
gentleman  well  known  to  many  of  your 
Lordships — Mr.  Vandeleur  Stewart,  on 
whose  powers  of  observation  every  reliance 
may  be  placed.  That  gentleman  has  in- 
formed me  that  he  has  already  detected 
evidence  of  the  progress  of  disease  among 
the  crops  in  his  neighbourhood.  If  that 
bo  so,  and  if  the  disease  should  extend, 
from  what  sources  are  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  expect  relief?  But,  supposing 
that  Mr.  Stewart  is  fortunately  in  error,  is 
the  House  to  rely  upon  the  potato,  com- 
bined with  such  miserable  attempts  at 
makeshift  legislation  as  those  adopted  in 
the  present  and  in  previous  Sessions  ?  What 
is  the  present  condition  of  Ireknd?  I  ap- 
peal to  evidence — and  to  evidence  superior 
to  any  which  has  yet  been  brought  before 
your  Select  Committees.  What  is  the 
statement  made  by  your  own  admirable 
Lord  Lieutenant,  in  that  memorable  letter 
to  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London,  in  which  he 
comes  forward  to  give  his  approval  and 
sanction  to  that  great  scheme  which  had 
been  shadowed  forth  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  another  eminent  Statesman,  to 
whom  Lord  Clarendon,  though  differing  on 
other  questions  of  policy,  has  practicaUy 
paid  a  willing  and  generous  tribute.  In 
that  letter  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
thus  expresses  himself : — 

*'  The  whole  social  system  of  Ireland  has  been 
based  upon  the  potato ;  and  the  fiulure  of  that 
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root  has  consequently  entailed  universal  distress. 
Hence  so  many  landed  proprietors  are  now  unable 
to  keep  down  the  interest  of  their  mortgages. 
Tenants  can  no  longer  pay  their  rents,  and  the 
peasants,  for  want  of  employment,  are  driven 
upon  the  rates,  of  which  the  collection  becomes 
daily  more  difficult.  Such  a  state  of  things  con- 
tains within  itself  no  germ  of  amelioration  ;  it 
cannot  even  remain  stationary.  It  must  go  on 
from  bad  to  worse,  for  the  means  of  improvement 
are  altogether  wanting,  and  the  national  resources 
are  gradually  wasting ;  and  even  if  the  potato 
were  to  revive — and  to  that  all  classes  are  now 
clinging  with  desperate  hope — it  would  only  bring 
back  the  evils  under  which  the  country  has  been 
80  long  labouring." 

Such  is  the  description  of  Ireland,  given 
hy  one  of  the  most  accomplished  and  prac- 
tical statesmen  who,  in  either  part  of  the 
empire,  has  ornamented  public  life.  A 
statesman  who  has  effected  a  miracle  in 
Ireland  by  uniting  all  parties  in  one  opin- 
ion-^a  statesman  who  has  acquired  the 
confidence,  and,  I  might  add,  the  affec- 
tions of  all  classes  of  the  community — a 
statesman  whose  only  wrong  might  be  said 
to  his  having  indefinitely  postponed  the 
settlement  of  an  important  question  which, 
one  day  or  another,  must  be  considered  by 
Parliament — namely,  the  abolition  of  the 
office  of  Lord  Lieutenant.  This  Lord  Cla- 
rendon has  done  by  the  admirable  manner 
in  which  he  has  fulfilled  his  official  duties. 
We  prize  the  office  for  his  sake.  I  pray 
your  Lordships  to  respect  his  authority, 
even  if  you  are  determined  to  reject  all 
other. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  Government  is 
afraid  of  England  on  Irish  questions.  If 
so,  it  is  a  mistaken  timidity.  If  the  Go- 
yemment  was  felt  to  be  wise,  the  gener- 
osity of  England  would  be  unfailing.  But, 
even  if  this  were  not  the  case,  a  supposition 
which  I  only  name  to  reject  it,  we  might 
appeal  to  the  selfish  interests  of  England. 
There  can  be  no  safety  for  this  country 
whilst  there  exist  8,000,000  of  starving 
people  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel, 
situated  within  four  hours'  sail  from  your 
shores.  In  the  words  of  the  Quakers'  final 
report — 

"  The  paupers  are  merely  kept  alive  in  crowded 
workhouses,  or  in  alarming  numbers  by  outdoor 
lelief— their  physical  strength  weakened — their 
mental  capacity  lowered — their  moral  character 
degraded.  Hopeless  themselves,  they  ofter  no 
hope  to  their  country,  except  in  the  prospect — ab- 
horrent to  human  nature  and  Chri.stian  feelings — 
extinction  by  death.  Many  families  are  now 
fuffisring  extreme  distress,  who,  three  years  since, 
enjoyed  the  comforts  and  refinements  of  life,  and 
administered  to  the  necessities  of  those  around 
them.  Thus  we  have  seen  the  flood  of  pauperism 
widening  more  and  more,  engulphing  one  class 
after  another,  rising  higher  and  higher  on  socictv, 

voL.cyii.  {js;^) 


1  till  it  threatens  to  swallow  up  within  its  vortex  all 
ranks  and  all  classes.'* 

I  In  language  equally  alarming  the  excel* 
lent  Count  Strzelecki  speaks  : — 

"  Far  from  tlie  calamity  of  Ii*eland  being  an  or- 
dinary case,  it  is  an  extraordinary  one — unparal- 
leled, exceptional ;  it  is  not  a  case  within  the 
power  of  local  proprietors  to  cope  with.  Parlia- 
ment and  the  public,  in  1846  and  1847,  showed 
that  the  calamity  is  an  imperial  one.  The  dis- 
tress of  1848  and  1849,  is  the  consequence  of  the 
melancholy  events  of  1847.  As  such  it  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  Parliament  and  the  public ; 

I  otherwise  the  evils  will  accumulate  and  become 
an  inveterate  sore,  and  a  disgrace  to  a  civilised 

j  country.  Any  measure  of  immediate  relief,  which 

I  does  not  include  measures  for  a  radical  cure,  will 
only  postpone  the  solution  of  the  question,  aggra- 

!  vating  the  evil." 

Mr.  Otway  draws  a  conclusion  from  these 
!  facts  as  true  as  it  is  alarming.  He  ob- 
I  serves — 

I  "  The  united  kingdom  will  not  be  safe  in  such 
•  a  state ;  with  such  a  sore  no  community  can  be 
'  safe." 

I  also  entreat  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider well  the  opinions  which  have  been 
expressed  in  another  House  by  that  emi- 
nent man  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  last 
Government.  He  gave  utterance  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  words  which  con- 
veyed hope  and  consolation  to  Ireland,  as 
they  indicated  no  narrow  or  isolated  mea- 
sures, no  limited  or  uncertain  relief  for  one 
particular  type  of  Irish  distress,  but  con- 
templated  a  wise  and  comprehensive  re- 

fmedy,  striking  at  the  root  of  her  afflic- 
tions. 

These  are  my  witnesses — these  are  my 
authorities;  from  them  you  will  obtain  no 
support  for  your  delusive  maximum,  or  for 
your  oppressive  rate  in  aid.  Again,  let 
me  entreat  you  to  consider  well  the  col- 
lateral evils  which  Irish  misery  must  inflict 

j  upon  English  property.     Let  noble  Lords 

I  read  and  weigh  well  the   letters  of  Mr. 

I  Rushton  to  the  Home  Secretary  on  the 

'  effect  produced  by  the  immigration  of  Irish 
paupers  into  Liverpool — 396,231 — landed 

,  at  that  port  in  the  course  of  a  single  year, 
116,000  of  these  are  stated  to  have  been 

'  paupers,  half  naked  and  starving,  landed 
during  the  winter.  The  cost  of  relief  ne- 
cessary to  prevent  thousands  perishing  in 
the  streets — the  cost  also  of  the  pestilence 
which  follows  in  the  train  of  famine — the 
consequences  upon  the  health  and  charac- 
ter of  the  labouring  classes  of  England — 
the  increase  of  crime — are  all  dwelt  upon 
by  Mr.  llushton.  These  unfortunate  out- 
casts understand  well  tlie  principles  of  your 

j  law.     Mr.  Rushton  continues — 

'         M 
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*'  Few  become  claimants  for  parochial  relief; 
for  in  that  case  they  soon  discover  that  they 
might  be  at  once  sent  back  to  Ireland.  They 
take  refuge  in  the  very  gaols,  and  in  many  cases 
desire  to  go  to  prison.  Where  this  is  not  the 
case,  the  beat  down  wages  by  the  low  rate  at 
which  they  offer  to  work.** 

This  wretched  system  must  extend  still 
farther.  Whilst  I  am  confident  that  I  can 
appeal  to  the  generosity  of  England  to 
compel  Parliament  to  adopt  sounder  and 
wiser  legislation,  I  can  appeal  as  confi- 
dently to  your  self-interest.  I  tell  the 
manufacturers  that  they  are  losing  their 
nearest  market,  hy  the  wretchedness  of 
8,000,000  who  might  be  profitable  cus- 
tomers. 

I  tell  the  consumers  in  this  country  that 
they  are  losing  their  surest  and  most  inde- 
pendent supply  of  food.  All  share  in  this 
general  calamity. 

When  I  consider  how  few  Members  have 
condescended  to  attend  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  important  Bill,  I  am  bound  to 
justify  my  present  intrusion  upon  your 
Lordships*  time  and  attention. 

My  justification  for  having  detained  your 
Lordships  so  long  is  a  conviction,  that 
upon  the  present  question  depends  the 
very  salvation  of  Ireland — ^not  merely  in 
relation  to  the  cultivation  of  its  broad 
lands — not  merely  with  regard  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  proprietors — not  merely  in 
relation  to  its  economical  condition,  but  in 
relation  to  what  is  superior  to  all — the 
moral  state  of  the  people.  Had  there 
been  even  fewer  of  your  Lordships  present 
— had  I  been  compelled  to  stand  alone  on 
the  present  occasion,  on  this  latter  ground 
alone  I  should  still  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  express  my  sentiments  as  I  have  done. 
As  the  present  is  the  last,  so  I  consider  it 
the  very  worst,  of  the  series  of  measures 
proposed  for  the  adoption  of  the  Legisla* 
ture. 

I  now  give  notice,  that  in  Committee  I 
shall  move  the  omission  of  the  clauses  es- 
tablishing a  maximum  and  a  rate  in  aid, 
and  also  the  clauses  authorising  proceed- 
ings in  the  superior  courts  of  law.  I  shall 
likewise  suggest  clauses  to  encourage  emi- 
gration, to  secure  a  due  audit  of  accounts, 
to  check  subletting,  and  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  an  assistant  resident  guar- 
dian. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 

Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  13, 1849. 

MiKUTss.]  PuBUo  BiLLB^—i9  Judgments  (Ireland) ;  Ad- 
ministration of  Justice  (Vancouver't  Uland). 
Reported, — Eitates  Leasing  (Ireland) :  Judgments  (Ire- 
land) ;  Inland  Posts  (Colonies) ;  House  of  Commons 
Offices ;  Petty  Bag,  die,  oAces  Amendment ;  Commons 
Inclosure  (No.  S) ;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) ;  Lflboar> 
ing  Poor  Act  Amendment  (Irel«id)  {  Land  Improvement 
Amendment  Act  (Irdand). 
so  Poor  ReUef  (CiUes  and  Boroughs)  {  Bribavy  at  Etoe- 
tions. 

Pbtitioks  Prkssntbd.  By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  ftom 
St  Pancras,  for  Univeml  Suiflrage ;  also  for  Rcfukting 
the  Hours  of  Labour  in  the  Baking  Trade.— By  Mr.  Bro- 
therton,  fh>m  Finsbury,  for  a  Better  Obserranoe  of  the 
Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  George  Dundas,  from  KirkllaCon, 
against,  and  by  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Itom  Stourbridge,  in 
favour  of»the  Marriages  BilL— By  Mr.  Milner  Gibson, 
flroro  Manchester,  fer  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorney^ 
Certificates. — By  Mr.  Mackinnon,  ftom  Portsmouth,  Ibr 
the  Prohibition  of  Interment  in  Towns.— By  Mr.  Gnv 
gan,  from  Dublin,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Newgate  Gaol 
(Dublin)  BilL  — By  Lord  J.  Russell,  fhnn  DungMrron,  Hat 
an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  John 
Stuart,  flnoro  Newark-upon-Trent,  for  the  ProCaetkm  of 
Women  BilL— By  Mr.  Osborne,  from  St.  Giles  in  the 
Fields,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beet  Act-^  Mr. 
Thomas  Duneombe,  trom  Finsbury.  against  the  Sato  and 
Manufacture  of  Bread  BiU^^By  Mr.  Evelyn  Dcniaon, 
flrom  Nottingham,  for  the  Scientific  Soeietica  BilL— By 
Mr.  John  Nedd,  from  Swindon,  for  an  Altnation  of  the 
SmaU  Debts  Aet 

ESTATES  LEASING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  when  Glauses  from  2  to  8  were  agreed 
to. 

On  Clause  9, 

Mr.  SADLEIR  inquired  whether  Trin* 
it  J  College,  Duhlin,  would  be  empowered 
to  grant  leases  under  the  Bill?  There 
was  nothing  more  objectionable  than  the 
college  tenure  in  Ireland,  and  nothing 
more  disgraceful  than  the  way  in  which 
Trinity  College  had  managed  their  estates 
during  the  last  100  years.  When  their 
land  came  out  of  lease,  the  authorities  of 
the  college  took  pains  to  secure  and  select 
from  any  part  of  the  counti*y  some  parly 
willing  to  occupy  the  position  of  middle- 
man. Cases  had  come  within  his  personal 
knowledge  where  the  college  had  rejected 
the  proposab  made  to  them  by  their  occu- 
pying tenants  and  the  persons  actually 
cultivating  the  land,  and  had  selected  mid- 
dlemen who  offered  rents  much  under  those 
which  the  occupying  tenants  proposed  to 
pay,  the  middlemen  in  these  cases  enjoy- 
ing a  profit  after  the  payment  of  the  rent. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
Bill  would  not  apply  either  to  Trinity  Col- 
lege or  any  other  corporation,  but  vimply  to 
occupiers.  If,  however,  a  clause  were  pro- 
posed calculated  to  improve  the  manage- 
ment of  estates  by  coUegea  he  would  not 
object  to  it. 
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Ma.  NAPIER  represented  the  incon- 
yeniencd  of  seizing  the  present  occasion  to 
make  a  complaint  against  Trinity  College 
respecting  the  management  of  their  estates. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  would  se- 
lect some  specific  instance,  at  a  suitable 
time,  he  Woidd  meet  tho  hon.  Member  upon 
this  charge. 

Mr.  SADL£!IR  had  made  no  charge 
against  Trinity  College,  the  authorities  of 
which  probably  felt  compelled  to  adhere  to 
their  present  system  of  estate  manage- 
ment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAMILTON  proposed  a  clause, 
empowering  the  incumbent  of  any  benefice 
in  Ireland,  with  the  consent  of  his  arch- 
bishop or  bishop,  to  devise  or  lease  any 
part  of  his  glebe  lands,  not  being  less  than 
ten  acres^  and  not  being  immediately  ap- 
pertaining to  and  used  in  connexion  with  a 
glebe-house,  for  any  term  not  exceeding 
twenty-One  years,  to  take  effect  in  posses- 
mdn,  and  not  in  rerersion,  and  without 
fitie^ 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  stated, 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  have  legis- 
lated on  this  subject,  but  as  the  clause 
was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  he  would  not  oppose  it. 

Sir  R.  FERGUSON  said,  that  a  pro- 
vision should  have  been  introduced  against 
subletting. 

Mr.  HAMILTON  said,  the  lease  could 
he  made  only  to  a  person  in  occupation; 
and  in  the  form  prescribed  in  the  Act  to 
which  reference  had  been  made  in  the 
clause,  there  was  a  provision  against  sub- 
letting; and  if  the  Solicitor  General  in- 
troduced any  general  provision  against  sub- 
letting, it  would,  of  course,  apply  to  church 
lluids.  The  clause  was  then  brought  up 
and  agreed  to. 

The  other  clauses  were  then  gone 
through)  and  the  House  resumed. 

Committee  reported  progress. 

JUDGMENTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved 
Ae  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which  was 
a  measure  in  furtherance  of  the  objects 
contemplated  in  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Bill.  It  would  be  an  imperfect  course  to 
free  estates  from  their  incumbrances  unless 
yon  prevented,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the 
recnrrence  of  such  incumbrances,  and  this 
iras  the  purpose  of  the  present  Bill,  the 
•oheme  of  which  was  threefold :  the  first 
Ofcgeet  was  to  prevent  the  assignability  of 


judgments  in  future;  the  second  to  effect 
by  means  of  the  Bill  judgments  hencefor- 
ward from  becoming  a  charge  upon  the 
land,  except  in  cases  where  the  land  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  sheriff;  and  the 
third  object  he  hoped  to  attain  was  to  pre- 
vent receivers  from  being  appointed  over 
estates  by  the  holders  of  judgments  under 
a  certain  amount.  With  respect  to  the 
first  provision  of  the  Bill,  he  might  allege 
as  a  reason  for  assenting  to  it  the  fact  that 
judgments  of  100  years'  date  were  at  pre- 
sent in  force  against  landholders,  and  these 
judgments  under  the  present  system  con- 
stituted vested  rights  over  the  rentals,  to 
the  prejudice  of  persons  actually  in  pos- 
session of  the  land.  So  that,  when  tho 
possessor  wished  to  sell  his  estate  to  pay 
off  the  incumbrances,  it  was  not  only  ne- 
cessary to  hunt  out  all  those  who  had  any 
collateral  right  of  heirship  to  the  property, 
but  also  all  the  holders  of  judgments;  and 
the  expense  of  doing  this,  which  was 
enormous,  fell  wholly  on  the  landowner, 
besides  which,  the  difficulty  attending  the 
search  for  claimants  operated  as  a  bar  to 
a  transfer  of  the  land,  and  prevented  its 
sale.  The  Bill  was  not  intended  to  deal 
with  existing  judgments;  all  it  was  in- 
tended to  effect  was  to  prevent  a  recur- 
rence of  the  evils  at  present  existing  in 
Ireland,  and  to  prevent  in  future  judg- 
ments from  being  assigned  after  a  stated 
period.  In  short,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  assimilate  land  in  Ireland  to  stock, 
and  to  create  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
henceforward  incumbering  landed  estates 
in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex had,  with  the  consent  and  approval  of 
the  Government,  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  system  of  appointing 
receivers  to  estates  in  Ireland.  Ho  (the 
Solicitor  General)  had  postponed  the  intro- 
duction of  the  present  measure  until  the 
Committee  had  reported,  and  now  that  the 
highly  interesting  and  valuable  report  made 
by  the  Committee  was  on  the  table  of  the 
House,  he  had  taken  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  the  measure 
which  he  had  framed  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  the  existing  evils.  The  Com- 
mittee differed  from  him  in  some  respects. 
He  had  wished  to  put  an  end  to  the  whole 
system  of  borrowing  money  on  judgments 
in  Ireland,  as  whilst  it  existed  he  thought 
it  was  impossible  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
land  to  be  in  a  thriving  condition.  The 
Committee  had  thought  it  dangerous  to 
put  a  sudden  end  to  the  system  of  borrow- 
M2 
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ing  money  on  the  security  of  warrants  of 
attorney  secured  on  the  land;  and  as  ho 
was  not  so  well  acquainted  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  system  as  the  hon.  Members  on 
the  Committee  necessarily  were,  he  had 
felt  disposed  to  bow  to  their  decision;  and 
thinking  it  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  Bill  should  pass  during  the  present 
Session,  he  had  consented  to  limit  the 
operation  of  the  measure  to  judgments 
not  exceeding  100^.,  as  was  suggested  by 
the  Committee,  thinking  it  likely  that  at 
some  future  period  the  necessity  would  be 
seen  for  putting  a  total  stop  to  the  practice 
of  raising  money  by  means  of  judgments 
on  the  security  of  land,  as  well  in  Ireland 
as  in  England,  for  he  was  well  satisfied 
that  considerable  evils  had  arisen  under 
the  Judgment  Act  recently  passed  for 
England.  He  had  felt  the  importance  of 
not  alarming  the  people  of  Ireland  as  to 
matters  of  this  description,  and  had  there- 
fore modified  his  own  views.  He  had  had 
the  advantage  on  these  points  of  the  ad- 
vice and  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
whose  candour  and  intelligence  he  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  state  had  raised  him  to  a 
most  advantageous  position  in  that  House, 
and  he  had  given  way  to  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  a  manner  which  he  had  not  origin- 
ally intended  or  contemplated  doing.  He 
was  happy  to  say  that  the  Committee  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  the  system  of 
assignable  judgments  should  not  any  lon- 
ger be  permitted  to  continue,  and  this  was 
a  very  important  feature  of  the  present 
Bill.  With  respect  to  the  receivers  he 
inteuded  to  confine  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  to  judgment  debts  not  less  than  1501. 
in  amount,  and  no  judgment  should  hence- 
forward be  deemed  a  charge  upon  the  land, 
unless  the  land  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
sheriff.  But  as  it  was  possible,  in  con- 
templation of  the  effects  of  the  Bill,  that 
there  might  be  a  general  rush  for  entering 
up  judgment  at  the  opening  of  the  next 
term  in  Dublin,  ho  should  restrict  the 
operation  of  all  judgments  to  those  which 
were  already  completed  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  receiverships  over  land  in  Ireland  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  observe  that  the  rentals 
thus  collected  amounted  to  2,000,000^. 
per  annum  there,  whilst  by  a  return  which 
he  had  obtained  of  the  amount  passing 
through  receivers'  hands  in  England,  as 
well  of  leasehold  as  of  real  property,  he 
found,  as  nearly  as  could  be  stated,  that  it 
was  58,581/.;  so  that  if  this  return  was  a 


correct  one,  the  amount  of  property  pass- 
ing through  the  hands  of  Chancery  re- 
ceivers in  England  was  one-fourth  only  of 
that  so  received  in  Ireland;  whereas  the 
rental  of  England  was  about  some  five 
times  as  great  as  that  of  Ireland.  The 
present  Bill  had  .necessarily  been  delayed 
until  the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill  stood  in 
a  position  where  it  was  likely  to  become 
law;  for  he  had  considered  that,  inasmuch 
as  that  Bill  proposed  to  give  an  immediate 
and  stringent  remedy  to  the  holders  of 
judgment  debts,  and  of  other  claims  against 
landed  proprietors  in  Ireland,  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  some  restraint  should  be 
put  upon  that  class  of  creditors,  to  pre- 
vent them  proceeding  harshly  and  cruelly 
against  their  debtors.  If  the  House  should 
agree  in  the  views  he  had  stated,  he  pro- 
posed to  have  the  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  then,  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  to 
go  into  Committee  proformd  on  it  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  the  amendments 
which  he  had  framed  in  accordance  wiUi 
the  views  of  the  Committee;  and  then, 
having  done  so,  he  would  pass  it  through 
Committee  in  the  usual  form,  and  send  it 
to  the  Upper  House  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  NAPIER  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  course  proposed 
to  be  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General,  but  rather  to  express  his 
approbation  of  the  candid  manner  in  which 
he  had  explained  his  views,  and  the  con- 
sideration he  had  shown  towards  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee.  But  as  the 
subject  was  an  extremely  important  one, 
as  well  as  difficult  to  deal  with,  and  bore 
much  upon  property  in  Ireland,  he  wished 
briefly  to  explain  to  the  House  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  Committee  had  come  to  the 
conclusions  at  which  they  had  arrived,  and 
which  he  believed  if  acted  on  with  firmness 
and  fairness,  would  attain  all  the  objects 
which  the  Government  proposed  to  accom- 
plish. There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  in- 
asmuch as  recent  events  had  forced  the 
Legislature  to  contemplate  a  rearrange- 
ment of  the  present  system  of  property  in 
Ireland,  they  should  take  care  to  prevent, 
as  much  as  legislation  could  do  it,  a  recur- 
rence of  those  evils  which  unhappily  recent 
events  in  Ireland  had  shown  them  to  be  in 
existence;  neither  ought  they  to  confirm 
any  law  which  had  mainly  contributed  to 
such  a  state  of  things.  Considering  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  looking  at  the  temptation  which  the 
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assignability  ef  judgments  held  out  to  an 
improvident  raising  of  money,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  a  wise 
course  to  repeal  the  law  which  permitted 
such  a  practice,   and  thereby  endeavour  to 
put  the  state  of  things   in  Ireland  on  a 
more  just  and  safe  footing.     The  Bill  of 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  was  one  for 
qualifying  the  rights  of  judgment  creditors. 
It  was  right  in  framing  such  a  measure  as 
that  to  distinguish  between  two  classes  of 
creditors.     There  was  one  class  to  be  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  the  money  lenders — 
and  the  other  the  creditors  who  had  ob- 
tained judgments  on  a  fair  bond  fide  de- 
mand.    Now,  in  legislating  upon  that  mat- 
ter, he  maintained  they  ought  not  to  go  one 
step  beyond  what  was  necessary  for  the 
public  exigency.     Both  classes   of  judg- 
ments were  assignable,  that  of  the  bond 
fide  creditor,  and  that  of  the  money  lender 
on  a  warrant  of  attorney,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  bear  in  mind  the  distinction  be- 
tween them.     For  his  own  part,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  a  matter  contrary  to  all 
sound  public  policy  to  allow  a  security  like 
a  judgment  to  be  made  the  means  of  rais- 
ing money.    Sir  Edward  Sugden,  however, 
was  of  a  different  opinion,  and  did  not  con- 
sider it   wrong   to   do  so.      The  present 
Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  however, 
had  stated  to  the  Committee,  that,  looking 
at  the  present  state  of  society  in  Ireland, 
he  thought  it  a  matter  of  political  and  pub- 
lic importance  to  make  judgments  a  very 
doubtful  security  for  raising  money,   and 
considered  that  their  assignability  ought  to 
be  got  rid  of.     Sir  Edward  Sugden,  in- 
deed, thought  it  would  be  an  unwise  thing 
to  make  so  great  a  change  at  once,  but 
recommended  as  a  first  step  to  limit  the 
amount   of  judgments   under    which    re- 
ceivers could  be  appointed  to  150^.     The 
Committee,  however,  had  been  unanimous 
in  the  conclusion  to  which  they  had  come 
on   this   one  point — namely,  that  assign- 
ability of  judgments  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed.    In  any  legislation  of  that  descrip- 
tion, they  should  always  endeavour  to  en- 
list on  their  side  the  good  sense  and  right 
feeling  of  the  country  with  which  they  pro- 
posed to  deal.     In  his  opinion  they  were 
clearly  bound  to  qualify  the  rights  of  judg- 
ment creditors,  if  those  rights  should  bo 
found  to  operate  injuriously  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  society.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  quoted  the  evidence  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland,   and  other 
legal  authorities,  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing the  evils  which  resulted  from  the  pre- 


sent system  of  assigning  judgments;  and 
afterwards  proceeded  to  say,  that  he  be- 
lieved that  measure  would    operate   very 
beneficially    when    taken    in    conjunction 
with  an  improvement  in  the  system  of  re- 
ceivers, and  a  simplification  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Court  of  Chancery  itself.     He 
thought,  that  after  having   accomplished 
such  changes,  and  after  having  effected  a 
consolidation  and  a   simplification  of  the 
laws  which  regulated  the  relations  between 
landlords    and    tenants,    the    Legislature 
would  have  done  all  that  it  could  do  to  im- 
prove the  social  condition  of  Ireland;  and 
the  country  might  then,    he  believed,  be 
left  to  itself.      He  readily  admitted  that 
they  ought  to  legislate  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  bond  fide  judgment  credi- 
tors, and   that  they  ought  to  give  those 
creditors  the  same  rights  against  property 
in  Ireland  which  were  possessed  by   the 
same   class   in     England.      But   he   also 
thought  that  they  ought   not  to  legislate 
exclusively  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
capitalists,  who  might  be  disposed  to  pur- 
chase lands  in   Ireland.      Before   he  sat 
down,  he  felt  bound  to  express  his  acknow- 
ledgments to  the  learned  Solicitor  General, 
for  the  kindness  with  which*  he  had  re- 
ceived every  suggestion  he  (Mr.  Napier) 
had  made  to  him;  and  he  should  farther 
say,  that  ho  would  at  all  times  be  ready  to 
give  every  assistance  in  his  power  towards 
ensuring  the  success  of  any  measure  which 
he  could  think  calculated  to  promote  the 
improvement  of  that  country.     He   con- 
fessed, that,  if  they  were  all  cordially  and 
frankly   to    unite    for   that    purpose,    he 
should  not  despair  of  seeing  Ireland  raised 
to  a  state  of  real  and  permanent  prosperity. 
That  great    and  remedial  visitation — for 
such  he  should  call  it,  in  spite  of  all  the 
calamities  with  which  it  had  been  accom- 
panied— that   visitation   with   which  they 
had  of  late  years  had  to  contend,  might 
then,  he  believed,  be  made  an  instrument 
for  effecting  the  regeneration  of  Ireland, 
and  elevating  her  to  the  rank  to  which  he 
was  sure  it  was  the  wish  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  that  House — whether  Englishman 
or  Irishman — that  she  should  attain;  and 
thus  might  they  see  the  strength  of  the 
united  kingdom  and  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  empire  largely  increased. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  said,  he  should  only 
aim  at  making  a  few  cursory  remarks 
upon  this  Bill.  He  agreed  in  the  general 
principles  laid  down  by  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, but  regretted  that  those  principles 
were  not  reflected  in  the  Bill  itself.      He 
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admitted  that  the  Bill  prepared  by  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland  would  di- 
minish greatly  the  delay  and  expenditure 
incidental  to  the   prosecution  of  creditor 
suits,  and  he  felt  that  some  such  practical 
measure  was  loudly  called  for.     With  re* 
gard  to  the  suggestions  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  as  to  the  simplification  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
he  thought  that  unless  some  speedy  and 
proper  alterations  were  made,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  afford  any  permanent  relief 
to  the  immense  amount  of  business  which 
now  lay  before  the   court.     The  Incum- 
bered Estates  Bill,  now  in  progress,  was,  he 
must  admit,  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
As  the  Bill  stood,  it  certainly  did  not  go 
to  realise  the  objects  stated  to-day  by  the 
Solicitor  General.     The  power  of  assign- 
ing judgments  had  existed  in  Ireland  for 
more  than  a  century.     The  real  evil  of 
a  judgment  as  a  security  for  money  was, 
not  only  that  it  attached  as  a  lien  to  the 
particular  property,  but  that  it  overrode 
all  the  real  and  personal  property  possessed 
by  the  borrower  at  the  time  he  confessed 
the  judgment.     It  also  affected  the  pro- 
perty which  the  borrower  might  afterwards 
acquire.     It  was  idle  to  talk  of  increasing 
the  facilities  for  the  sale  of  land  in  Ireland, 
unless  at  the  same  time  they  conferred 
upon  the  lender  of  money  on  landed  se- 
curity in  that  CQuntry  the  fullest  possible 
remedy  for  recovering  his  money.     This 
seemed  to  be  a  retrograde  movement  in 
the  wrong  direction.      By  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  the  owner  of  the  land  confessed 
his  judgment  was  hemmed  in  between  two 
evils,  in   the  shape   of    the    Incumbered 
Estates  Bill,  and  the  Judgment  Security 
Bill.     If  he  wanted  to  sell  the  estate,  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Bill  would  operate  to 
prevent  him  ;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  wished  to  dispose  of  the  judgment,  the 
Judgment  Security  Bill  would  not  permit 
of  his  doing  so,  though  a  capitalist  were  at 
hand  ready  to  advance  the  money.     He 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  a  judgment- 
creditor  should  not  have  power  of  appoint- 
ing a  Chancery  receiver  over  an   estate. 
With  reference  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  went  to  revive  the  vicious  system  of 
elegits,  he  thought  that  system  was  quite 
as  objectionable  as  the  oustodien  system. 
Had  the  Solicitor  General  thought  of  the 
immense  sea   of    litigation  which    would 
arise  from  the  complex  system  of  elegits 
which  he  sought  to  revive  ?     He  thought 
the  Government  should  not  submit  to  the 
House  measures  of  this  isolated  and  puny 


character,  but  others  of  a  missive  and  ge- 
neral nature  with  respect  to  real  property. 
For  instance,  it  was  impossible  to  do  any 
thing  in  Ireland  without  a  system  of  regis- 
tration of  births,  deaths,  and  marriageSy 
many  of  the  evils  in  respect  of  real  pro- 
perty arising  out  of  this  defect.  The  fa- 
cilities that  existed  in  Scotland  for  the 
transfer  of  real  property  was  the  secret  of 
the  success  of  that  country  in  this  respect. 
Sir  J.  GRAHAM  had  been  anxious  to 
offer  some  observations  to  the  House  on  a 
measure  which,  in  connexion  with  the  In- 
cumbered Estates  Bill,  appeared  to  he  of 
vital  importance  to  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland ;  but  time  now  forbad ;  and  as  he 
believed  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he 
suggested  that  that  stage  should  now  be 
taken  without  further  delay,  in  order  to 
allow  the  Solicitor  General  to  nass  the  Bill 
through  Committee  pro  forma.  When  the 
Bill  was  recommitted,  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  all  the  details  of 
the  question,  and  hon.  Members  would 
then  have  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
report  of  that  Committee  on  which  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  serving — a  report 
which  was  not  voluminous  but  specific,  and 
contained  a  well-reasoned  argumentation ; 
also  the  important  evidence  of  Sir  £.  Sug- 
den  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland. 
Before  he  sat  down  ho  would  inquire  whe- 
ther the  Solicitor  General,  in  fixing  the 
limit  of  1501.  as  the  lowest  amount  of 
debt  justifying  the  appointment  of  a  re- 
ceiver, was  prepared  or  not  to  adopt  ibe 
recommendation  of  the  Committee,  uiat  in 
all  cases  above  that  limit,  where  a  creditor 
should  petition  the  court  for  a  receiTer, 
the  period  of  at  least  one  year  should  be 
given  from  the  date  of  the  judgment  be- 
fore the  appointment  of  a  receiver  ?  He 
agreed  with  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
that  the  present  Bill  must  he  taken  in 
conjunction  with  the  important  measure 
relating  to  incumbered  estates,  and  he 
suggested  that  the  House  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  an  important  al- 
teration made  by  the  Lords  in  the  latter 
measure,  and,  if  possible,  coming  to  an 
agreement  with  the  Lords  upon  that 
Amendment,  before  considering  the  pre- 
sent Bill  in  its  amended  state. 

Bill  read  a  Second  Time,  and  pMNd 
through  Committee  |>ro/onnd. 

FISCAL  RELATIONS  BETWEEN  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 
On   the   Motipii   that  ihe  Heim   do 
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the  advantage  of  Ireland.  At  the  time  of 
the  consolidation,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  heen  obliged  to  take  Off 
the  income  and  some  other  taxes,  which 
together  produced  17,000,000^  and  then 
he  determined  to  have  Ireland  at  his 
mercy,  to  see  whether  he  could  not  make 
up  the  deficiency  by  putting  the  screw  on 
that  country.  By  the  proceedings  then 
taken,  Ireland  had  been  made  liable  for 
every  farthing  of  the  English  debt.  The 
projectors  of  this  Act  stated  that  such  an 
amount  of  debt  had  been  thrown  on  Ireland 
that  she  could  not  continue  to  pay  it; 
therefore  they  nominally  took  off  the  debt 
from  that  country.  As  it  was,  instead  of 
having  to  pay  only  2-17ths  towards  the 
charge  for  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
Ireland  had  to  contribute  ona-seventh,  or 
2-14ths.  After  quoting  some  further  de- 
tails in  illustration  of  the  disproportionate 
and  unjust  amount  of  the  general  taxation 
which  he  alleged  was  borne  by  Ireland, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alleged 
that,  speaking  generally,  the  ability  of 
Ireland  to  pay  was  as  one  to  nine,  but 
that,  whenever  it  could  be  got,  she  was 
made  to  pay  as  one  to  seven.  There  was 
a  vast  amount  of  uncredited  taxation  paid 
by  Ireland.  For  example,  there  was  up- 
wards of  60,000?.  Crown  rents,  for  which 
she  got  no  credit  whatever.  Then  there 
were  the  duties  paid  in  Ireland  on  manu- 
factured articles  coming  through  Eng- 
land, but  for  Irish  consumption  :  all  these 
were  credited  to  the  English  revenue, 
although  it  was  the  consumer  who  ac- 
tually paid  the  duties.  The  customs 
thus  paid  had  been  estimated  by  Sir 
Henry  Pamell  at  350,000?.  a  year.  If 
Members  would  look  at  the  tables  of  the 
receipts  of  the  revenue  of  the  two  coun- 
tries from  customs  articles,  they  would 
observe  the  ridiculously  small  sums  which 
were  put  down  to  the  credit  of  Ireland 
upon  articles  which  must  obviously  bo  of 
very  large  consumption,  such  as  oils  and 
silks.  Some  of  these  items  were  credited 
as  low  as  51.,  21,,  and  in  one  case  1?.  10^. 
What  the  meaning  of  this  was,  or  why  it 
was  so  put,  he  knew  not  ;  but  the  great 
bulk  of  the  articles  consumed  in  Ireland 
paid  the  duty  in  England  on  passing 
tlirough  ;  and,  therefore,  on  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  customable  and  excisable 
articles  thus  paying  duty  in  England,  Ire- 
land got  no  credit  for  this  amount  of  taxa- 
tion. Ireland  paid  more  than  her  fiscal 
abilities  warranted.  The  excess  of  the 
debt  charge  of  England  over  that  of  Ire- 


land was  more  than  fifteen  millions  ;  and 
in  this  respect  the  conditions  of  the  Union 
had  been  violated ;  for  by  an  unjust  con- 
solidation England  was  only  paying  thir- 
teen millions,  instead  of  between  fifteen  and 
sixteen  millions.  It  was  said  that  when 
there  had  been  a  deficit  in  the  accounts  of 
the  two  countries,  England  had  paid  it. 
That  might  be  true ;  but  how  had  she 
paid  it  ? — out  of  the  surplus  of  proceeds 
common  to  both  countries.  This  was  the 
injustice  of  associating  in  partnership  a 
rich  man  and  a  poor  man,  and  making  the 
latter  liable  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
former.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
then  quoted  further  extracts  from  the  Par- 
liamentary returns  and  reports  of  Com- 
mittees on  finance  and  taxation  to  show 
that  the  burdens  of  Ireland  had  been  un- 
duly increased  by  her  disproportionate  Ij^ 
bility  to  taxes,  which  should  have  been 
supplied  by  a  separate  taxation,  and  that 
since  the  Union  she  had  been  made  un- 
justly liable  to  sixty-four  milHons  of  money 
which  England  ought  to  have  defrayed 
by  separate  taxation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  urged  that  this 
injustice  might  be  repaired  by  taking  off 
the  stamp  duties,  and  the  remission  of 
other  imposts  which  would  not  involve 
those  commercial  difficulties  which  would 
arise  if  the  customable  and  excisable  duties 
were  different  in  the  two  countries.  He 
then  compared  the  remission  of  taxation 
which  had  taken  place  in  England  and 
Ireland,  arguing  that  the  result  was  any- 
thing but  favourable  to  the  latter  country. 
From  1814  to  1846  inclusive.  Great  Bri- 
tain had  been  relieved  from  51,236,420?. 
of  taxation,  while,  in  the  same  period,  the 
taxation  remitted  in  Ireland  was  only 
2,903,995?.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  went  through  some  further 
details  of  the  kind,  and  then  alluded  to 
absenteeism  as  the  bane  of  Ireland.  Ab- 
senteeism was  sapping  the  vitality  of  the 
country.  Not  alone  did  it  cause  the  cattle 
and  goods  to  go  out  from  Ireland,  but  even 
the  money  they  brought  was  not  returned 
to  that  country,  or  if  it  was  it  quickly 
went  out  again  in  the  payment  of  absentee 
rent.  He  concluded  by  recommending  the 
state  of  Ireland  to  that  deep  and  anxious 
consideration  which  every  statesman  must 
feel  that  the  safety  of  the  empire  rendered 
it  incumbent  upon  him  to  bestow  upon  so 
momentous  a  question.  It  would  be  well 
that  the  leading  parties  and  leading  men 
in  the  House  should  consider  the  subject 
during  the  recess,  for  the  exigencies  of 
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of  Union  that  the  exchequers  of  the  two 
countries  should  not  be  consolidated  until 
either  of  two  contingencies  arose :  the  first 
was,  that  the  two  debts  should  be  paid  off, 
which  condition  he  had  hardly  need  state 
had  never  occurred ;  and  the  second  was, 
when  the  proportionate  difference  between 
the  taxation  of  the  two  countries  should  be 
at  the  rate  of  two  to  fifteen.  There  was 
also  another  condition,  which  was  of  an  ac- 
cumulative character,  and  which  was  as 
binding  and  as  stringent  as  the  others.  It 
was,  that  the  respective  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries  became  such  that  they 
would  be  able  to  contribute  equally  to  the 
common  taxes.  The  arrangement  at  the 
Union,  instead  of  increasing  the  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  had  tended  much  to  the  impover- 
ishment of  that  country.  It  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  3,000,000?.  had  been  ex- 
pended in  bribery  to  promote  the  Union, 
and  to  induce  the  Irish  Parliament  to  sell 
the  country,  and  to  give  compensation  to 
the  proprietors  of  the  rotten  boroughs. 
This  charge  also  was  forced  on  Ireland, 
and  thus  again  was  her  debt  forced  up. 
Again,  in  the  report  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  1815,  he  found  the  following 
statement : — 

"  For  several  years  Ireland  has  advanced  in 
permanent  taxation  more  rapidly  than  Great  Bri- 
tain itself,  notwithstanding  the  immense  exertions 
of  the  latter  country,  including  the  extraordinary 
and  war  taxes,  the  permanent  revenue  of  Great 
Britain  having  increased  from  the  year  1801  in 
the  proportion  of  16J  to  10  ;  the  whole  revenue 
of  Great  Britain,  including  war  taxes,  as  21^  to 
10  ;  and  the  revenue  of  Ireland  in  the  proportion 
of  23  to  10.  But  in  the  twenty -four  years  re- 
ferred to  your  Committee,  the  increase  of  Irish 
revenue  has  been  in  the  proportion  of  46|  to  10. 

In  the  debate  also  on  the  consolidation  of 
the  Exchequers  in  1816,  Mr.  Vesey  Fitz- 
gerald, the  then  Irish  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  referred  to  this  declaration, 
and  said — 

"  You  contracted  with  Ireland  for  an  expendi- 
ture she  could  not  meet,  your  own  share  of  which 
you  could  not  meet  but  by  sacrifices  unexampled 
— by  exertions  the  tension  of  which  only  England 
could  have  borne.  Ireland  has  been  led  to  hope 
her  expenditure  would  have  been  less  than  before 
she  was  united  with  you.  In  the  fifteen  years  pre- 
ceding the  Union,  it  amounted  to  41,000,000^.; 
but  in  the  fifteen  years  of  Union,  it  swelled  to  the 
enormous  amount  of  148,000,00.0/.  The  increase 
of  her  revenue  would  have  more  than  discharged, 
without  the  aid  of  loans,  an  expenditure  greater 
than  that  of  the  fifteen  years  which  preceded 
1801.  Your  own  Committee  have  shown  you 
what  an  advance  in  permanent  taxation  Ireland 
has  made." 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  also,  in  a 
speech  on  the  state  of  Ireland  in  1822, 


complained  that  the  increase  of  the  Irish 
taxation  since  the  Union  was  so  excessire 
as  to  destroy  revenue.     He  said  that — 

"  In  1807  the  revenue  amounted  to  4,378,2iU.; 
that  between  that  year  and  1815,  new  taxes  were 
imposed  from  which  an  additional  income  of 
3,376,000^.  was  anticipated,  but  that  the  result 
was  an  absolute  diminution  of  income,  the  revenue 
in  1821  having  been  533,000/.  under  its  amount 
in  1807." 

He  would  also  quote  an  extract  from  a 
speech  of  Lord  Sydenham,  then  Mr.  Pou- 
lett  Thompson,  delivered  on  the  20th  of 
March,  1830,  when  he  moved  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  making  a  revision  of  the  taxes,  and  then 
took  occasion  to  refer  to  Ireland  as  fur- 
nishing the  most  remarkahle  instance  in 
history  of  the  effects  upon  revenue  pro- 
duced hy  excessive  taxation.     He  said — 

'*  A  case  is  established  in  the  instance  of  Ire- 
land, which  is  written  in  characters  too  legible 
not  to  serve  as  a  guide  to  future  financiers — one 
which  ought  to  bring  shame  upon  the  memory  of 
its  authors." 

lie  then  stated  the  facts  as  to  the  decrease 
of  the  revenue  hetween  1817  and  1821, 
mentioned  hy  the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe : — 

"  Here  is  an  example  to  prove  that  an  increase 
of  taxation  does  not  tend  to  produce  a  correspon- 
ding increase  of  revenue ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
an  actual  diminution." 

He  believed  also  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, stated  in  the  course  of  a  debate  in 
1822,  that  the  proportion  of  two  to  fifteen 
as  the  contribution  of  the  two  countries  to 
the  public  expenditure,  was  admitted  on 
all  hands  to  be  unjust.  The  pretence  for 
the  consolidation  of  the  two  Exchequers, 
was  to  relieve  Ireland  from  the  burden  of 
the  debt.  Now,  how  did  the  debts  of 
the  two  countries  stand  on  the  5th  of 
January,  1817?  The  English  debt  had 
increased  from  450,050,000^.  in  1801, 
to  734,522,1002.  at  the  commencement 
of  1817,  the  interest  on  which  was 
28,238,400/.  The  Irish  debt  had  in- 
creased from  28,550,0002.  in  1801,  to 
112,704,8002.  in  1817,  the  interest  on 
which  was  4,104,5002.  Thus  the  increase 
on  the  charge  of  the  British  debt  between 
January,  1801,  and  January,  1817,  was 
60  per  cent;  while  the  increase  on  the 
charge  of  the  Irish  debt  in  the  same  six- 
teen years  was  not  less  than  230  per  cent. 
What  had  been  the  effects  of  the  consoli- 
dation which  took  place  ?  He  thooght  it 
was  perfectly  clear,  if  nothing  of  the  kind 
had  taken  place,  it  would  have  been  for 
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the  advantage  of  Ireland.  At  the  time  of 
the  consolidation,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  heen  obliged  to  take  Off 
the  income  and  some  other  taxes,  which 
together  produced  17,000,000^,  and  then 
he  determined  to  have  Ireland  at  his 
mercy,  to  see  whether  he  could  not  make 
up  the  deficiency  by  putting  the  screw  on 
that  country.  By  the  proceedings  then 
taken,  Ireland  had  been  made  liable  for 
every  farthing  of  the  English  debt.  The 
projectors  of  this  Act  stated  that  such  an 
amount  of  debt  had  been  thrown  on  Ireland 
that  she  could  not  continue  to  pay  it; 
therefore  they  nominally  took  off  the  debt 
from  that  country.  As  it  was,  instead  of 
having  to  pay  only  2-17ths  towards  the 
charge  for  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
Ireland  had  to  contribute  on^seventh,  or 
2-14ths.  After  quoting  some  further  de- 
tails in  illustration  of  the  disproportionate 
and  unjust  amount  of  the  general  taxation 
which  he  alleged  was  borne  by  Ireland, 
the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alleged 
that,  speaking  generally,  the  ability  of 
Ireland  to  pay  was  as  one  to  nine,  but 
that,  whenever  it  could  be  got,  she  was 
made  to  pay  as  one  to  seven.  There  was 
a  vast  amount  of  uncredited  taxation  paid 
by  Ireland.  For  example,  there  was  up- 
wards of  60,000?.  Crown  rents,  for  which 
she  got  no  credit  whatever.  Then  there 
were  the  duties  paid  in  Ireland  on  manu- 
factured articles  coming  through  Eng- 
land, but  for  Irish  consumption  :  all  these 
were  credited  to  the  English  revenue, 
although  it  was  the  consumer  who  ac- 
tually paid  the  duties.  The  customs 
thus  paid  had  been  estimated  by  Sir 
Henry  Parnell  at  350,000?.  a  year.  If 
Members  would  look  at  the  tables  of  the 
receipts  of  the  revenue  of  the  two  coun- 
tries from  customs  articles,  they  would 
observe  the  ridiculously  small  sums  which 
were  put  down  to  the  credit  of  Ireland 
upon  articles  which  must  obviously  bo  of 
very  large  consumption,  such  as  oils  and 
silks.  Some  of  these  items  were  credited 
as  low  as  5/.,  21.,  and  in  one  case  11.  lOs. 
What  the  meaning  of  this  was,  or  why  it 
was  so  put,  he  knew  not  ;  but  the  great 
bulk  of  the  articles  consumed  in  Ireland 
paid  the  duty  in  England  on  passing 
tlirough  ;  and,  therefore,  on  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  customable  and  excisable 
articles  thus  paying  duty  in  England,  Ire- 
land got  no  credit  for  this  amount  of  taxa- 
tion. Ireland  paid  more  than  her  fiscal 
abilities  warranted.  The  excess  of  the 
debt  charge  of  England  over  that  of  Ire- 


land was  more  than  fifteen  millions ;  and 
in  this  respect  the  conditions  of  the  Union 
had  been  violated  ;  for  by  an  mijust  con- 
solidation England  was  only  paying  thir- 
teen millions,  instead  of  between  fifteen  and 
sixteen  millions.  It  was  said  that  when 
there  had  been  a  deficit  in  the  accounts  of 
the  two  countries,  England  had  paid  it. 
That  might  be  true ;  but  how  had  she 
paid  it  ? — out  of  the  surplus  of  proceeds 
common  to  both  countries.  This  was  the 
injustice  of  associating  in  partnership  a 
rich  man  and  a  poor  man,  and  making  the 
latter  liable  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
former.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
then  quoted  further  extracts  from  the  Par- 
liamentary returns  and  reports  of  Com- 
mittees on  finance  and  taxation  to  show 
that  the  burdens  of  Ireland  had  been  un- 
duly increased  by  her  disproportionate  \i^ 
bility  to  taxes,  which  should  have  been 
supplied  by  a  separate  taxation,  and  that 
since  the  Union  she  had  been  made  un- 
justly liable  to  sixty-four  millions  of  money 
which  England  ought  to  have  defrayed 
by  separate  taxation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  urged  that  this 
injustice  might  be  repaired  by  taking  off 
the  stamp  duties,  and  the  remission  of 
other  imposts  which  would  not  involve 
those  commercial  difficulties  which  would 
arise  if  the  customable  and  excisable  duties 
were  different  in  the  two  coimtries.  He 
then  compared  the  remission  of  taxation 
which  had  taken  place  in  England  and 
Ireland,  arguing  that  the  result  was  any- 
thing but  favourable  to  the  latter  country. 
From  1814  to  1846  inclusive,  Great  Bri- 
tain had  been  relieved  from  51,236,420?. 
of  taxation,  while,  in  the  same  period,  the 
taxation  remitted  in  Ireland  was  only 
2,903,995?.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  then  went  through  some  further 
details  of  the  kind,  and  then  alluded  to 
absenteeism  as  the  bane  of  Ireland.  Ab- 
senteeism was  sapping  the  vitality  of  the 
country.  Not  alone  did  it  cause  the  cattle 
and  goods  to  go  out  from  Ireland,  but  even 
the  money  they  brought  was  not  returned 
to  that  country,  or  if  it  was  it  quickly 
went  out  again  in  the  payment  of  absentee 
rent.  He  concluded  by  recommending  the 
state  of  Ireland  to  that  deep  and  anxious 
consideration  which  every  statesman  must 
feel  that  the  safety  of  the  empire  rendered 
it  incumbent  upon  him  to  bestow  upon  so 
momentous  a  question.  It  would  be  well 
that  the  leading  parties  and  leading  men 
in  the  House  should  consider  the  subject 
during  the  recess,  for  the  exigencies  of 
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tiile  jij-^ei  tli:  Ki^een  1 5*1*3  and  1817 
trr  iz*:  :•=:*,  so  f*r  frca  equalling  her  ex- 
r-e::  iinrt,  wi.«  ::-*«*5*HIt  a^igmented  from 
:Le  BHrliL  Exchai-iKf  lo  the  amoant  of 
^1.7!*!.  JJ?r.-  w  de^aj  ihe  ckarsea  upon 
di*  er:-r=:i;;ure  f-ir  Ireiazkd.     Even  with 
iziih  Cid:x:k'Z,i  as  coold  be  fairij  xnada 
for  the  c:i5K-zi5  in  thii  coontrr — and  the 
Lon.  a=.-i   Iear:ied  Gentleman  furlj  took 
cr^'iit  fur  ihem — that  was  jet  a  large  sum. 
hzi,  again,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  takfng  credit  for  the  recetptt  which 
eame  into  thU  conntrr,  did  noc  look  at 
certain  charges  not  one  sixpence  to  whidi 
did  Ireland  contribnte  either  to  the  mili- 
tarr  or  to  the  naval  expenses  incvred  for 
the  protection  of  oar  colonial  trade,  or  to 
the  general  expenses  ol  the  conntiT.     As 
for  the  local  charges  upon   IreUnd,  he 
fonnd  that  daring  the  last  two  jeara  pre- 
Tioas  to  the  distress  now  preTailing  in  the 
countrr,  a  charge  had  been  made  npon 
the  Consolidated  Fand  to  the  amoont  of 
7,l><> J,rH>jf.  to  be  laid  ont  for  local  pur- 
poses alone.     He  wonld  not  say  more  on 
that  occasion.     He  admitted  that  the  re> 
turns  were  somewhat  below  the  truth  in 
'  regard  to  the  receipts,  and  rery  fsr  bebw 
:  the  truth  as  to  the  tme  amount  of  the 
i  expenditure.     He  could  not  say  that  the 
Ihon.  and  learned  Gentleman  waa  ml  all 
I  justified  in  the  statemento  he  had  made  to 
I  show  that  the  sister  oountiy  waa  imfiuriy 
I  taxed  in  proportion  to  Engluid. 

Major  BLACKALL  oonceiTed  thai  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  an  argument  for  the  Committee 
that  had  been  moTcd  for.  That  speech 
showed  that  a  return  when  moved  for  was 
not  sufficient,  for  how  were  the  same  re- 
turns read  in  an  opposite  sense  by  two  hoa. 
Gentlemen  ?  The  matter  was  an  important 
one,  and  it  ought  to  be  set  at  rest.  It  waa 
not  right  that  taunts  should  be  thrown  ont 
against  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  her  taxa- 
tion. If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
stated  what  was  true,  Ireland  was  not  fiuriy 
taxed.  Then  if  she  were  not,  let  the  mat- 
ter be  justly  settled,  and  let  her  bear  her 
fair  proportions.  Let  them,  he  aaid»  by  a 
fair  and  full  inquiry,  put  an  end  to  thii 
bandying  of  words  that  was  constantly  gomg 
on  upon  both  sides  of  tho  House — the  Irish 
insisting  that  they  had  paid  too  much,  and 
the  English  declaring  that  they  paid  too 
little.  The  question  could  be  settled  by  a 
Committee,  and  a  Committee  ought  to  be 
granted. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  thought  there  were 
good  grounds  for  granting  thia  Committee. 


zrjk'.  w  griiri  <: /wn  wi:!  it*  »^t*w  cf  ^ii- 
*■:-••.'•-  t::  al-%a.lT  :2LcoTerlil«ed  co'^.try  ; 
\j\  .:  \LArj  wyiifi  fclliw  "jEjt  r««:cr?e5  of 
If^tir-i  :v  zrsw,  fti*&  w^i  ler.€r  l-=ar  iax- 
i".  •,^.  If  ti*T  wvi-i  z^%r.\  \zjt  Cona- 
r.!r.^?i  i.i  wLici  h*  l^w  EOT-sd.  znach  use- 
f:-  t'i  "^iL-JSk'iJz  :i.f«TLa:iv!:  !L:zi.t  CTen 
rx-w  b*  c'o^iintd  :-:r  coL^L'ieration  d::r:ng 

Ai::*:.^:::*^':  proposed,  to  leave  out  :n>Ei 
t?.*  w-,--d  "  XL*:  '■  to  :Le  en-i  cf  the  Oae*- 
tlor ,  ;l  wi^f  to  add  the  w/;ri«.  •*  a  Select 
Corr--'.':-je«  m:  appoirtted  to  i3'?!::re  inio  the 
£»r*I  relation'*  between  Great'  Britain  and 
Ire'-ar.^/'  instead  thereof. 

Tr.e  CHAXCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  Le  did  not  intend  to  follow  the 
l^L..  acd  learned  Gentleman  through  the 
long  deuDs  of  ^g\iTii%  which  he  had  gone 
through;  but  he  assured  the  hon.  and 
learTibd  Gentleman  that  wbaterer  returns 
ujjou  tliU  subject  might  be  desired,  he 
siiould  hare  great  pleasure  in  acceding  to  ; 
and  it  wa<:  by  retu-ns  that  the  points  could 
be  most  advantageously  laid  before  the 
Hou^.  But  although  he  could  not  accede 
to  the  Committee  which  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  moved  for,  he  should 
yet  rriake  a  few  obsen-ations  in  reply  to 
the  htatements  which  he  had  made.  Wbat- 
#:ver  Ireland  might  contribute  to  the  gene- 
ral revenue  of  the  empire,  so  far  as  re- 
garded the  injustice  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learn^^l  Gentleman  had  been  complaining, 
his  statements  were  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts  of  the  case.  Without  any  Committee 
on  the  subject,  the  various  returns  which 
already  lay  upon  their  table  were  sufficient 
to  show  that  since  the  time  of  the  Union 
downwards,  the  expenditure  of  Ireland 
had  never  been  met  by  her  income,  not 
even  with  tho  additions  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  credit  for  on 
account  of  the  customs  received  on  goods 
now  landed  in  this  country.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  talked  of  the 
proportion  of  payments  to  be  mado  by  the 
two  countries,  and  had  quoted  figures, 
which,  if  ho  had  only  looked  at  tho  last 
returns,  might  have  been  stated  in  round 
numbers  at  48,000,000^  for  England,  and 
4,000,000i.  for  Ireland ;  tho  proportion 
for  tho  first  twenty  years  after  the  Union 
being  fixed  at  15  to  2.  But  speaking  of 
tho  debt,  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gontloman 
himsolf  had  acknowledged  that  since  the 
Union  Ireland  had  never  paid  the  interest 
of  her  own  debt;  and  the  returns  on  the 
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For  supposing  all  the  accounts  were  cor- 
rect, and  that  the  contribution  of  Ireland 
was  6,000,000Z.  a  year,  he  yet  believed  it 
oould  be  shown  that  she  paid  more  than 
lier  fair  amount  of  taxation.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  financial  union  of  England 
and  Ireland  was,  that  both  countries  should 
contribute  to  the  expenses  of  the  empire 
according  to  the  ability  of  the  two  coun- 
tries; and  the  proportion  was  stated  in  a 
speech  made  by  Lord  Castlereagh  on  tho 
subject  to  be  2^17ths.     Admitting  that 

Jroportion  to  have  been  fair  for  Ireland  in 
801,  subsequently  to  that  year  circum- 
stances occurred  which  made  that  amount 
Tastly  more  than  Ireland  was  able  to  pay. 
The  question  for  the  Committee  would  be 
whether  that  principle  was  fair  and  just. 
By  the  returns  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow,  it  appeared  that  the  debt  of  Ire- 
land, in  1817,  was  15P,561.000^;  that  in 
1801  it  was  only  27,792,705Z.;  so  that  she 
borrowed  in  the  meantime  102,768,295^. 
Bat  if  her  fair  contribution  was  at  the  rate 
2''17ths,  the  amount  borrowed  by  her 
ought  to  have  been  not  102,000,0002.,  but 
31,000,0002.  only.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  quoted  returns  to  show  that  Ireland's 
payments  since  1801  had  varied  from  1-1 6tb 
to  i-12th  in  1840,  and  argued  that  he  was 
justified  in  saying  that  was  a  sufficient  con- 
tribution from  that  country.  Supposing 
the  exchequers  of  the  two  countries '^had 
not  been  consolidated,  what  would  have 
Ijeen  the  consequence?     Since  1817  tho 

gneral  expenditure  of  the  country  had 
en,  say  54.000,0002.;  from  which,  de- 
ducting the  interest  of  the  debt,  there 
would  remain  24,000,0002.  to  be  contri- 
buted by  both  countries.  One  twelfth  of 
that  gave  him  2,000,0002.  as  the  propor- 
tion for  Ireland  in  the  general  expenses  of 
the  Government;  add  to  which  the  interest 
on  the  debt,  another  2,000,0002..  and 
the  round  sum  became  4,000,0002.  or 
4,500,0002.  to  be  contributed  by  Ireland. 
He  concluded  by  expressing  his  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accede  to 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  F.  FRENCH  insisted  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  ought  to  be  ac- 
ceded to.  He  was  convinced  that  Ireland 
in  proportion  to  her  means  was  paying  as 
largely  as  England.  In  fairness  to  Engr 
land  and  to  Ireland,  the  Committee  ought 
to  be  agreed  to. 

Colonel  DUNNE  did  not  see  it  was  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland  that  England  had  co- 
lonies, or  that  she  had  such  an  interest  in 
them  as  to  be  called  on  to  pay  for  them, 


for  the  balance  of  trade  with  the  colonies 
was  against  Ireland.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  pressed  his  Motion  to 
a  division,  he  would  vote  for  it;  but  he  hoped 
the  Motion  would  be  now  withdrawn,  and 
a  Committee  moved  for  early  next  Session, 
Mb,  J.  O'CONNELL  ultimately  with^ 
drew  the  Motion,  saying  he  should  bring 
it  forward  next  Session. 

SUPPLY— MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES 
—BRITISH  MUSEUM. 

Sib  R.  peel  rose  to  move  the  esti- 
mates for  the  British  Museum.  He  said  he 
should  best  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House  by  at  once  placing  in  the  hands  of 
the  Chairman  the  vote  necessary  for  this 
establishment.  Every  matter  connected 
with  the  British  Museum  had  been  referred 
to  a  commission,  which  had  made  exten- 
sive inquiries,  and  whose  labours  were  now 
drawing  to  a  close.  Any  discussion  would 
therefore  take  place  with  much  greater  ad- 
vantage when  their  report  was  laid  on  the 
table,  and  the  opinions  of  the  very  eminent 
persons  who  were  upon  that  commission 
were  before  the  House.  For  these  reasons 
he  was  of  opinion  that  any  discussion  with 
regard  to  the  British  Museum  had  better 
be  postponed  until  next  year. 

The  vote  of  42.9152.  to  defray  the 
charges  of  the  British  Museum  was  then 
read  by  the  Chairman. 

Mb.  HUME  thought  it  perfectly  right 
to  postpone  any  discussion,  as  the  com- 
mission were  still  busy  about  their  report. 
He  was  gratified  to  find  that  the  number 
of  visitors  seemed  to  increase;  and  when 
greater  facilities  were  afforded  for  the  use 
of  the  reading-room  by  the  public,  the 
institution  would  effect  a  much  greater 
amount  of  good.  He  entirely  concurred  in 
the  vote,  and  he  only  wished  to  see  thq 
liberal  sums  now  given  by  Parhament  to- 
wards the  Museum  properly  appropriated. 
He  wished  to  make  a  remark  respecting 
the  National  Gallery,  and  to  express  his 
anxiety  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  last  year  should  be  carried 
out,  with  respect  to  providing  accommoda- 
tion for  the  munificent  collection  of  Mr. 
Vernon.  He  thought  that,  as  the  Royal 
Academy  were  only  accommodated  in  their 
present  apartments  in  the  National  Gallery 
until  the  rooms  should  be  wanted  for  the 
public,  it  was  of  considerable  importance 
that  space  should  be  obtained  for  Mr,  Ver* 
non's  collection  in  the  rooms  now  occupied 
by  the  Royal  Academy.  It  was  notorious, 
and  from  aceounts  that  hQ  reqeiyod  from 
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all  parts  of  the  country  he  was  convinced, 
that  if  the  space  at  the  disposal  of  the 
trustees  for  the  reception  of  pictures  were 
increased,  donations  of  valuahle  pictures 
and  collections  would  soon  be  made,  which 
would  even  more  than  fill  the  present 
building.  It  was,  therefore,  highly  de- 
sirable that  Mr.  Vernon's  collection  should 
be  placed  in  the  situation  to  which  it  was 
entitled  by  its  excellence.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  present  situation  of  these 
pictures  was  open  to  all  the  complaint  that 
had  been  made  ;  but  there  were  people 
who  thought  that  a  better  sense  of  the 
value  of  Mr.  Vernon's  collection  ought  to 
have  been  shown  by  making  better  accom- 
modation for  its  reception.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth,  as  a 
trustee  of  the  National  Gallery,  must  be 
aware  that  the  trustees  were  frequently 
compelled  to  decline  the  acceptance  of 
valuable  pictures,  in  consequence  of  the 
limited  space  at  their  disposal  in  the  pre- 
sent building.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  (jovernment  appeared  to  be  of 
opinion  that  the  Royal  Academy  had  a 
right  to  their  present  rooms  in  the  National 
Gallery;  but  he  would  find,  upon  inquiry, 
that  the  understanding  was,  that  they  were 
only  to  be  admitted  to  the  use  of  those 
apartments  until  the  public  accommodation 
required  this  further  space.  Three  years 
ago,  he  wanted  to  know  the  means  of  the 
Royal  Academy,  but  he  lost  his  Motion  by 
four  or  five  votes  only.  He  was  now  told 
that  there  was  100,000i.  belonging  to  the 
Royal  Academy  ;  that  would  enable  them 
to  build  an  edifice  suited  to  their  purpose. 
[An.  Hon.  Membeu  :  It  is  not  their  own.] 
But  it  was  received  from  the  charges  made 
for  admission  to  their  annual  exhibition, 
and  that  money  might  be  devoted  to  build- 
ing an  edifice  of  their  own.  He  protested 
against  the  House  being  called  upon  to 
vote  money  for  finding  accommodation  for 
the  Royal  Academy,  when  that  body  had 
the  means  of  obtaining  a  building  for 
themselves.  The  Government  ought  to 
have  paid  more  attention  to  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  last  Session,  which  re- 
commended that  the  Royal  Academy 
should  be  removed  from  the  National 
Gallery,  and  that  additional  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  reception  of  pic- 
tures belonging  to  the  public.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Royal  Academy  might 
go  back  to  Somerset-house,  on  the  west 
side  of  which  they  might  find  a  very 
proper  situation.  He  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  make  td  the  present  vote, 


of  which,  on  the  contrary,  he  highly  ap- 
proved. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  subjects 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
had  adverted  connected  with  the  Royal 
Academy,  and  the  providing  better  accom- 
modation for  the  pictures  of  the  late  Mr. 
Vernon,  had  not  been  lost  sight  of  by  the 
Government.  He  had  himself  proposed 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  last 
year,  and,  although  he  was  not  able  to 
make  any  proposal  for  the  present  Ses- 
sion, he  hoped  next  Session  to  be  able  to 
state  an  arrangement  that  might  be  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  believed  that,  taking 
into  account  the  increase  of  population, 
and  the  additional  facilities  of  communica- 
tion with  the  metropolis,  the  ratio  of  vi- 
sitors to  the  British  Museum  had  not  in- 
creased. But,  lookmg  to  the  higher  pur- 
poses of  literature  and  art  connected  with 
the  institution,  the  attendance  at  the  read- 
ing-room, the  print-room,  and  the  sculp- 
ture-room, had  been  regularly  decreasing 
for  several  years,  until  the  decrease  had 
become  very  considerable.  He  would  not 
pretend  to  say  from  what  cause  this  arose, 
but  he  thought  the  question  should  have 
been  mooted,  had  the  House  not  received 
an  intimation  that  the  commission  had  con- 
cluded its  labours,  and  that  their  report 
would  shortly  be  printed.  He  had  heard 
several  complaints  that  the  commission 
had  not  been  so  accessible  as  it  ought  to 
have  been,  and  that  there  were  literary 
men  deeply  interested  who  would  have 
been  able  to  offer  valuable  suggestions  re- 
specting the  institution,  but  who  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  stating  their  views  to  the 
commission.  The  British  Museum  was  a 
most  useful  institution,  but  he  believed  its 
utility  was  capable  of  very  large  extension. 

Mr.  EWART  said,  the  Committee  now 
sitting  on  the  subject  of  public  libraries 
had  agreed  on  two  points.  First,  that  the 
52,000  duplicate  volumes  in  the  British 
Museum  ought  to  go  to  form  lending  lib- 
raries ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  reading- 
rooms  should  be  open  in  the  evening  for 
the  admission  of  many  studious  persons 
who  were  at  present  excluded.  He  con- 
firmed the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  in  the  fact  that  when  the 
Royal  Academy  removed  from  Somerset- 
house  to  Trafalgar-square,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  distinctly  stated,  in 
answer  to  a  question,  that  they  were  to 
occupy  the  building  only  until  it  was  re- 
quired bj  the  public. 
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Sir  R.  peel  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
hear  it  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham,  that  the  number  of  persons  visit- 
ing the  British  Museum  had  declined,  and 
that  there  was  not  a.  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  public  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  advantages  which  the  collections  at 
the  Museum  afforded.  He  confessed 
that  he  had  reached  a  different  conclu- 
sion. He  considered  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  quite  under  a  mistake  when  he 
supposed  that  there  was  not  a  growing 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  public  to 
avail  themselves  of  all  advantages  of  that 
class;  and  as  to  the  aggregate  number 
of  visitors,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
they  had  of  late  very  much  increased. 
The  number,  for  example,  who  went  to 
inspect  the  works  of  art  and  relics  of  an- 
tiquity at  the  Museum  had  very  much 
increased  during  the  last  five  or  six 
years.  Thus,  in  the  year  1843  the 
numbers  were  517,000,  while  in  1848 
the  numbers  were  867,000,  showing,  as 
the  House  would  see,  a  very  manifest 
increase.  Again,  with  respect  to  the 
print-room,  the  numbers  in  1846  were 
4,390,  while  in  1847  they  amounted  to 
4,572,  and  in  1848  there  was  a  still 
greater  increase,  which  raised  the  number 
to  5,819.  In  the  face  of  these  facts  it 
still  was  said  that  the  numbers  had  recently 
declined;  and,  assuming  that  they  had,  he 
might  observe,  that  it  never  could  be  very 
easy  in  such  cases  to  say  why  a  few  less 
should  have  examined  those  works  of  sculp- 
ture or  of  painting  in  one  year  than  in  an- 
other. There  certainly  had  been  no  impe- 
diments thrown  in  the  way  of  visitors,  at 
the  same  time  that  precautions  to  no  in- 
considerable extent  were  found  necessary, 
for  very  serious  losses  had  been  sustained 
in  the  medal  department,  in  a  case  in 
which  there  existed  every  rational  ground 
for  placing  full  confidence  in  the  person  at 
whose  hands  the  Museum  had  sustained 
that  injury.  His  great  learning,  his  very 
pleasing  manners,  disarmed  all  suspicion ; 
and,  unfortunately,  as  many  as  300  or  400 
coins  had  been  abstracted.  Still  reason- 
able access  was  not  denied,  though  it  be- 
came necessary  to  provide  means  of  secu- 
rity against  depredation;  aud  he  wished  to 
impress  this  upon  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  that  if  there  were  any 
falling  off  in  the  number  of  visitors,  the 
change  was  to  be  imputed  to  accident,  and 
not  to  any  impediments  created  by  the 
officers  of  that  institution,  for  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  they  showed  every  incli- 


nation to  minister  to  that  growing  disposi- 
tion which  everywhere  showed  itself  in  the 
people  of  this  country  to  substitute  rational 
enjoyments  in  the  place  of  those  which 
were  of  a  more  sensual  and  less  improving 
nature — a  disposition  which  had  clearly 
been  shown  by  the  returns  that  were  now 
before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  EWART  believed  the  decrease  had 
been  principally  in  the  reading-rooms. 
Seven  years  ago  the  numbers  there  were 
71,000,  now  only  65,000,  which  was  very 
remarkable. 

Mr.  HUME  was  sorry  the  evidence  had 
not  been  published  which  was  taken  before 
the  Committee  last  year;  if  it  had,  as  he 
had  wished  it  to  be,  he  was  sure  it  would 
have  afforded  very  satisfactory  information 
to  many  persons. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  believed  the 
accommodation  in  the  library  and  reading- 
rooms  was  better  than  that  in  any  similar 
institution  in  any  other  country. 

The  grant  was  then  assented  to. 

A  vote  was  then  taken  for  112,800/. 
for  the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Ireland. 

On  the  question  for  a  vote  for  119,950/. 
Excess  of  Army  Expenditure, 

Mr.  HUME  hoped,  that  by  the  rules 
recently  laid  down,  they  would  have  no 
more  votes  on  account  of  any  excess. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  could  not  promise 
that  there  never  should  be  any  excess. 
There  were  no  rules  laid  down  according  to 
which  the  estimates  could  be  so  construct- 
ed as  to  avoid  occasional  excess.  He  feared 
that  many  hon.  Members  were  too  ready  to 
think  that  there  was  every  disposition  on 
the  part  of  a  Government  to  get  all  the 
votes  they  could,  and  to  expend  as  freely 
as  possible;  but  on  the  subject  of  excesses, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
facts.  In  the  year  1841  there  was  an  unap- 
propriated balance  carried  to  the  public  cre- 
ditamounting  to  119,000?.  In  the  year  1842 
there  was  a  similar  sum  similarly  applied 
of  391,000/.  In  1843  the  amount  was 
173,000/.,  and,  in  1847,  855,000/. 

Mr.  HUME  admitted  that  the  public 
accounts  were  now  more  correctly  kept 
than  formerly,  and  he  was  bound  also  to 
admit  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Army  Department  had  given  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  attention  to  the 
subject;  and,  on  the  whole,  there  was  no 
great  reason  to  complain. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  there  be  granted  a 
sum  of  59,900/.,  being  the  remaining  por- 
tion of  109,900/.,  on  account  of  the  works 
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Parliament,  and  he  had  not  the  slightest  hesitatioli  in 

The  CHANC£LLOR  of  the  EXCUE-   saying  that  if  any  Gentleman  would  enter 

QUER  stated,  that  50,0002.  had  already   into  a  close  inquiry  upon  the  subject,  he 


been  granted,  and  that  this  vote  was  only 
the  balance  of  what  was  intended  to  be  the 
vote  for  the  whole  year. 

Mr.  HUME  feared  that  there  was  very 
little  chance  of  their  being  able  to  get  into 
the  New  Houses  of  Parliament  in  the  course 
of  tho  next  year,  and  when  they  got  in  he 
feared  they  would  not  find  very  good  ac- 
commodation. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  no  doubt  they  might  very 
much  sooner  get  into  the  new  House  of 
Commons  if  they  chose  to  break  through 
contracts,  and  pay  forfeits;  but  there  was 
no  escaping  from  those  contracts  without 
paying  the  forfeits;  and  he  thought,  upon 
the  whole,  that  it  would  be  the  best  way 
to  finish  tho  works  according  to  the  con- 
tracts. No  contracts  were  now  entered 
into  without  their  being  submitted  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  thought  that  they  had 
much  better  make  a  large  grant  at  once, 
and  get  into  the  New  Houses  without 
further  delay. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER fully  expected  that  the  works 
would,  in  the  course  of  next  year,  be 
sufficiently  advanced  to  enable  them  to  get 
into  tho  New  Houses. 

Mr.  HUME  said>  that  the  proposed 
ventilation  was,  he  feared,  bad,  and  that 
many  faults  were  to  be  found  with  the  ar- 
chitecture. The  original  estimate  was 
770,0002.,  and  that,  at  all  events,  ought  to 
have  been  a  correct  estimate,  for  nine 
months  had  been  spent  in  its  preparation. 
Looking,  then,  at  the  immense  outlay  that 
had  been  incurred — vast  beyond  anything 
that  had  ever  been  anticipated — looking  at 
that,  he  would  say  that  they  were  bound  as 
regarded  Mr.  Barry,  and  not  Mr.  Barry 
alone,  but  any  individual  so  placed — they 
were  bound  to  take  care  that  he  did  not 
carry  them  too  far,  for  if  they  were  to  pay 
him  commission  for  the  great  excess  that 
had  been  committed,  they  would  have  to 
disburse  a  very  large  sum  of  money — it 
would  form  a  very  great  difference  in 
the  sum  that  Mr.  Barry  would  have  to 
receive. 

Mr.  SPOONER  thought  it  was  advi- 
sable to  sec  if  they  could  not  increase  this 
vote  and  finish  the  work  at  once.  They 
had  already  voted  no  less  than  192,7662. 
for  temporary  arraDgements    during  the 


would  find  that  the  postponement  of  tbeae 
payments  for  the  iNfew  Houses  was  made 
at  an  expense  of  from  12  to  15  per  cent 
per  annum.  The  right  hon.  G^ntlemin 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  the 
other  night  that  trade  was  reviying,  and 
that  prosperity  was  staring  them  in  tiie 
face;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  referred  them  to 
the  quantity  of  gold  in  the  Bank,  and  the 
cheapness  of  money.  Now,  if  they  trusted 
to  that — if  they  trusted  that  their  prosperitf 
was  built  upon  a  sure  foundation,  that  their 
difficulties  were  over,  and  that  trade  waa 
reviving — wliy  not  go  into  the  market  at 
once  and  borrow  enough  money  to  finish 
the  works,  and  put  a  stop  to  these  outlays 
for  temporary  accommodation?  No  one 
could  deny  that  they  were  carrying  on  Uus 
work  in  a  most  wasteful  and  expensive 
manner.  They  were  doing  it  in  a  waj  too 
which  inflicted  great  injustice  upon  the 
contractors,  and  put  all  the  worlnnen  to 
great  and  severe  mconvenience.  Bj-aod- 
by  another  claim  would  come  upon  tiiem* 
which*  he  confessed,  he  was  at  a  Ion  to 
know  how  they  would  meet.  The  eon- 
tractor  would  say,  that  he  had  entered  into 
his  contract,  after  making  the  same  oaleu- 
lations  as  he  should  have  made  were  he 
doing  the  work  of  a  private  individnal; 
that  he  had,  therefore,  laid  in  a  certain 
stock  of  materials,  which  came  to  15,000L 
or  20,0002.;  that  these  materials  should 
have  been  used  two  or  three  years  ugot 
but  that  they  still  lav  by  him  on  aooount 
of  his  being  stopped  in  carrying  on  the 
works  in  the  best  and  most  expeditioiis 
manner.  True,  they  might  answer  him 
when  he  came  to  them,  and  said  that  he 
had  all  his  money  locked  up,  and  had  lost 
the  interest  thereon  for  so  long  a  period: 
**  Oh,  yes  ;  but  you  must  carry  out  the 
conditions  of  your  contract ; "  but  he  (Mr. 
Spooner)  put  it  upon  the  broad  ground  of 
equity,  whether,  if  the  contractor  showed 
that  he  had  done  nothing  more  than  what 
a  prudent  man  should  do,  any  court  of 
equity  would  refuse  to  allow  him  interest 
for  his  money.  It  seemed  also  that  ^re 
were  two  conflicting  powers  in  opcnmtion. 
They  had  the  regular  architect  and  the 
ventilating  architect  battling  with  each 
other.  At  all  events  they  did  not  act  cor- 
diaUy  together.  The  contraet<nr  complaiiied 
of  the  vontilatori  and  the  Tentilater  of  the 
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6ontra6tor.  Bat  the  question  was,  who 
would haveto  pajfor  this  ?  and  he  thought  it 
now  became  tbe  Government  to  step  forward 
and  saj,  **  Gentlemen,  one  of  ^ou  must 
give  way.  We  cannot  have  two  kings 
reigning  at  the  same  time,  and  we  will  not 
permit  the  continuance  of  these  disputes 
any  longer."  On  looking  at  the  estimate 
they  would  perceive  that  the  sum  spent 
for  ventilation  was  one  that  required  the 
AeriouB  consideration  of  the  House.  He 
knew  that  it  was  incompetent  for  any  pri- 
tate  Member  of  the  House  to  move  an  in- 
oreased  grant;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  his 
views  of  the  returning  prosperity  of  the 
country,  would  act  upon  those  views,  and 
increase  the  vote  to  a  sum  sufficient  for 
the  immediate  completion  of  the  works. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  that  the  present 
question  fully  deserved  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  The  ttro  objects  that 
they  had  in  view  were  economy  and  ac- 
commodation ;  and  he  feared  it  would  be 
found  that  the  temporary  provision  made 
for  the  use  of  both  Houses  would  prove  as 
expensive  as  the  estimates  for  the  new 
buildings,  which  he  at  the  outset  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  must  object  altogether  to 
borrowing  money  for  an  annual  expense. 
They  had  resisted  loans  for  building  docks, 
and  they  certainly  ought  to  resist  them  for 
Buch  a  purpose  as  was  now  proposed.  It 
tras  to  be  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  next 
year  they  would  be  able  to  get  into  the 
New  Houses,  and  get  rid  of  all  the  tempo- 
rary charges.  He  should  not  go  into  the 
guestion  respecting  prosperity,  which  the 
on.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  had 
faised ;  but,  even  assuming  that  his  state- 
ments were  well  founded,  he  did  not  think 
that  they  afforded  any  justification  for  the 
oonrse  which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
commended. 

Mr.  EWART  complained  of  the  Com- 
mittee-rooms. It  was  extremely  difficult 
to  hear  in  them;  they  were  badly  venti- 
lated, and  there  was  no  retiring  room  for 
the  Committee  to  consult  in.  Whenever 
there  was  difficulty  in  the  Committee,  wit- 
nesses and  strangers  had  to  be  turned  out 
into  the  lobby,  which  they  blocked  up,  and 
created  confusion  and  inconvenience. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  admitted  that  the 
Committee-rooms  were  defective  in  this 
respect,  and  also  thought  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  hear  in  them.  Flock  paper  had 
put  upon  the  walls  with  a  view  to 


facilitate  the  hearing,  and  he  hoped  that 
by  means  of  a  screen  it  would  be  greatly 
improved. 

Mr.  EWART  wished  to  know  on  what 
principle  it  was  proposed  to  ventilate  the 
House?  From  all  he  eould  learn  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  House  of  Lords  was 
to  be  ventilated  upon  the  principle  of  a  de- 
scending current  of  air;  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  an  ascending  current,  and 
the  Committee-rooms  not  ventilated  at  all. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  the  ventilation 
of  the  House  of  Commons  rested  with  Dr. 
Reid,  that  of  the  House  of  Lords  with  Mr. 
Barry,  and  that  as  to  that  of  the  Commit- 
tee-rooms it  had  not  been  thought  of  yet. 
He  hoped,  however,  all  the  arrangements 
respecting  the  ventilation  would  be  com- 
pleted before  the  commencement  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that  last 
Session  of  Parliament  he  had  moved  for  a 
return  of  what  sums  had  been  voted,  and 
what  had  been  expended,  on  the  Houses 
of  Parliament.  They  had  now  got  another 
step  as  to  what  would  be  the  probable  cost 
of  the  Houses,  and  it  appeared  that  the 
amount  would  be  2,043,000^  It  was 
doubtful  whether  they  were  at  the  end  of 
the  expenses.  He  wished  to  get  an 
answer  to  the  simple  question,  who  were 
the  parties  really  responsible  for  this  ex- 
penditure ?  It  seemed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lancaster  had  no  power  to  regulate 
the  expenditure.  If  there  was  any  real 
responsibility  in  the  matter,  the  Treasury 
were  the  parties  who  should  have  pre- 
viously inquired  into  these  matters,  and 
taken  some  security  for  the  completion  of 
the  works  within  a  given  amount.  He 
was  firmly  persuaded  that  2,043,000?. 
would  not  cover  the  whole  cost.  There 
was  497,000^.  for  fittings  and  furniture. 
What  security  had  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  more  than  that  sum  would 
not  be  expended  ?  The  question  he  wished 
to  put  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was,  whether  he  could  not  appoint  some 
particular  department  of  the  Government 
to  have  an  etfective  control  over  the  ex- 
penses. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  quite  ready  to  admit  thot  the 
proceedings  connected  with  the  building  of 
the  New  Houses  had  not  been  conducted  in 
a  very  satisfactory  manner.  It  was  a 
matter  with  which  it  had  been  very  diffi- 
cult to  deal  in  the  first  instance,  because 
Committees  of  the  two  Houses,  apart 
from   the    Qoyemment,  had    determined 
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upon  certain  plana  wiikh  tbcy  wished  to 
have  cz^rrif-A  out,  and  tliev  bad  from  tiii.e 
to  tirnc  approved  of  sclicmc-s  which  in- 
creased the  expenditure.  The  original 
estimate  wa»  rather  more  than  7OO,O0O/. ; 
but  that  sum  did  not  include  the  purchase 
of  ground,  or  the  expense  of  the  founda- 
tions; it  referred  only  to  the  carcass  of  the 
buildin;^,  and  no  one  could  suppose  that 
that  was  an  amount  for  which  such  an 
edifice  could  be  completed.  Other  ex- 
penses were  incurred  at  the  wish  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests;  and  a  Committee 
which  had  sat  in  1844,  to  investigate  the 
expenditure  upon  objects  not  included  in 
the  original  estimate,  had  reported  their 
opinion  that  such  expenditure  was  proper 
and  necessary,  and  that  it  was  not  extra- 
vagant. He  did  not  think  that  a  sufficient 
degree  of  control  had  been  exercised  at 
that  time;  but  a  commission  had  since  been 
appointed  to  exercise  a  perpetual  check 
upon  the  expenditure,  and  to  take  care 
that  no  new  expense  was  incurred  until  it 
had  been  approved  by  the  Treasury.  Cer- 
tain plans  had  been  approved  by  the  joint 
Committee  of  the  two  Ileuses,  which  were 
to  be  carried  out,  and  he  imagined  the 
commissions  would  take  care  that  there 
was  no  deviation  from  them ;  but  if  any 
alterations  were  necessary,  involving  an 
additional  expenditure,  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury  must  be  obtained. 

Mr.  ilUME  did  not  understand  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Did  he  mean  to  say  that  the 
original  plan  was  to  be  carried  out,  with 
the  exception  of  some  alterations?  No- 
thing was  more  distinctly  ascertained  than 
the  estimate  was  at  first.  When  Mr. 
Barry *8  plan  was  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, an  examination  took  place.  It 
was  found  that  the  estimate  was  very  de- 
fective, and  the  Committee  postponed  the 
matter  for  several  months,  in  order  to  al- 
low a  complete  estimate  to  be  made,  and 
it  was  after  the  new  plan  was  brought  be- 
fore the  Coniniitteo  that  the  amount  of  the 
estimates  was  fixed.  The  right  hon.  Ba^- 
ronot  the  Member  for  Tamworth  proposed 
a  resolution  that  the  architect  was  not  to 
be  paid  by  a  per  centage,  but  to  be  paid 
by  a  Huni  of  money.  It  was  left  for  the 
Woods  and  Forests  to  decide  whether  it 
should  ho  20,000/.  or  25,000Z.,  and  they 
decided  on  2.5,000/.  He  could  not  ima- 
gine there  could  be  any  doubt  as  to  the 
contract,  and  that  there  was  to  be  no  claim 
for  any  additional  sum. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 


QUER replied,  that  considerable  expense 
had  been  incurred  for  the  purchase  of 
ground,  for  the  alteration  of  the  approach- 
es, and  for  furniture.  The  commissioners, 
however,  stated  in  their  report  that  thej 
would  endeavour  to  exercise  the  strictest 
economy,  and  that  they  would  postpone 
the  completion  of  such  portions  of  the 
building  as  were  not  immediately  required. 
The  estimate  laid  on  the  table  was  the 
architect's  estimate,  and  had  not  been 
sanctioned  in  a  formal  wav. 

Sib    n.    WILLOUGHBY    considered 
that  to  be  the  great  misfortune.     He  un- 
derstood the  fact  to  be  that  the  commis- 
sion whose  duty  it  was  to  look  over  these 
matters  was  under  the  control  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  tlmt  the  Treasury  were  the  really 
!  responsible  parties.     There  was  rather  an 
I  ominous   sentence   in   this   estimate.      It 
>  said,  "  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  previous 
I  estimates  proposed  for  warming  and  ven* 
I  tilating  the  House  of  Commons."     Then 
there  came  this  doubtful  expression,  ''and 
all  other  incidental  payments  not  under 
the  cognisance  or  control  of  the  architect." 
These   words — "incidental  payments" — 
left  a  loophole  for  everything. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  wished  to  know  whether 
the  money  they  were  then  voting  was  to 
be  applied  to  the  completion  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  building  which  was  to  be  ap- 
propriated to  the  use  of  the  Members  of 
that  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER stated,  that  the  present  vote  would 
be  almost  entirely  expended  upon  the  new 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  the  Committee 
were  anxious  that  the  whole  of  the  funds 
placed  at  their  disposal  should  be  applied 
to  the  completion  of  the  buildings  most 
urgently  required,  and  they  were  desirous 
that  no  further  progress  should  be  made 
with  the  towers  at  present ;  but  Mr.  Barry 
had  stated  in  one  of  his  reports,  that  if 
they  adopted  that  course  they  would  incur 
ail  expenditure  of  about  50,000?.  for  viola- 
tion of  contracts.  He  believed  that  only 
12  or  15  feet  of  the  towers  remained  to  be 
built  before  the  completion  of  the  present 
contracts,  and  when  they  had  expired  the 
building  of  the  towers  would  be  entirely 
suspended,  and  the  whole  of  the  money 
voted  would  be  applied  to  complete  the 
House  and  Committee-rooms. 

Mu.  DRUMMOND  observed,  that  if 
any  set  of  Gentlemen  who  had  seen  a  true 
drawing  of  all  the  details  of  the  new 
palace  imagined  that  it  could  be  completed 
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for  700,0002.,  he  thought  thej  must  have 
been  very  incompetent  judges  of  building 
and  architecture.  If  the  25,000^  which 
it  was  said  Mr.  Barry  was  to  receive  was 
to  be  given  to  that  gentleman  upon  his 
estimate  for  the  carcass  of  the  building, 
well  and  good;  but,  as  it  had  been  said 
that  unpleasant  remarks  might  be  made 
about  an  architect  who  demanded  what 
he  considered  his  just  due,  he  (Mr.  Drura- 
mond)  would  ask  the  House  whether  they 
thought  no  remarks  would  be  made  about 
employers  who  defrauded  that  architect  of 
his  just  due  ?  If  an  individual  employed 
an  architect,  he  dared  not  refuse  to  pay 
that  architect  the  sum  to  which  he  was 
justly  entitled;  but  this  was  not  the  first 
time  that  the  House  had  defrauded  those 
whom  they  had  employed.  They  had  de- 
frauded Mr.  Brunei  in  the  same  manner, 
for  they  had  contracted  to  give  him  half 
the  amount  of  saving  tbe  Government 
would  effect  by  using  his  block-machinery, 
and  they  had  never  fulfilled  their  contract. 
Was  there  ever  a  grosser  case  of  oppres- 
sion than  that  committed  with  regard  to 
tbe  Baron  de  Bode  ?  The  fact  was  that 
the  House  had  the  power  and  the  purse  in 
their  hands;  they  would  not  pay;  and  there 
were  no  means  of  making  them  pay.  He 
would  say,  that  if  tbey  meant  to  put  off 
Mr.  Barry  with  25,0001,,  it  was  as  gross 
a  fraud  as  was  ever  committed  by  any 
body  of  men. 

Mr.  HUME  begged  to  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  architect  had  under- 
taken the  work  after  the  Committee  had 
come  to  a  resolution  that  he  should  not  be 
paid  by  a  per  centage,  but  that  he  should 
receive  a  fixed  sum. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  vote  of  12,000^.  to  purchase  the 
necessary  Books,  Apparatus,  and  Instru- 
ments rcQuired  for  the  use  of  Professors 
in  the  Colleges  established  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  hoped  that  this 
vote  would  be  postponed;  or  if  the  Minis- 
try were  disposed  to  part  with  12,000^. 
jnst  now  to  Ireland,  it  would  be  much  bet- 
ter to  send  it  towards  relieving  the  distress 
that  was  prevailing  there,  than  for  the  use 
of  the  colleges.  Nothing  could  be  more 
proper  than  the  desire  to  advance  educa- 
tion among  all  classes  of  people;  but  these 
colleges  were  to  spread  a  system  of  educa- 
tion which  was  most  objectionable,  on  reli- 
gious grounds,  to  the  Catholic  population 
of  Ireland.  He  had  great  hopes  that  if 
this  vote  were  postponed  for  the  present, 
between  this  and  next  Session  an  amicable 
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agreement  might  be  come  to  between  the 
two  opposing  parties;  and  therefore  he 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  con- 
sent to  that  course.  The  head  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  had  twice  desired  his 
subordinates  in  Ireland  not  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  this  system  of  education; 
and  if  the  Government  persisted  in  it, 
they  would  be  thrusting  it  down  the  throats 
of  the  Catholics,  which  they  would  be  cer- 
tain to  resist.  The  object  only  could  be 
to  increase  the  Government  patronage  in  a 
poor  country  where  that  patronage  was  an 
unconstitutional  attempt,  and  he  objected 
to  it  on  every  ground. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  upon  look- 
ing at  the  Act  of  Parliament  he  found 
21,0002.  was  to  be  advanced  for  carry- 
ing out  the  objects  of  these  colleges,  but 
not  more  than  7,0002.  a  year,  and  he 
wished  to  know  if  any  of  that  sum  had 
been  advanced  ? 

Mr.  THORNELY  wished  to  know  when 
they  would  have  a  report  of  the  progress 
that  had  been  made  in  the  erection  of  the 
colleges?  He  trusted  that  none  of  the 
professors  would  be  appointed  until  the 
colleges  were  nearly  ready. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  true  that  100,0002. 
had  been  appropriated  by  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment  for  the  building  of  these  colleges, 
and  a  sum  of  21,000/.  for  their  mainte« 
nance  for  three  years.  The  100,0002.  had 
been  expended  in  the  building  and  furnish- 
ing of  the  colleges,  which  would  be  ready 
for  opening  in  October  next.  The  annual 
expenditure  of  the  21,0002.  would  not,  of 
course,  commence  until  the  colleges  were 
opened.  The  presidents  and  vice-presi- 
dents of  the  colleges  had  already  been  ap- 
pointed, but  the  professors  would  not  be 
appointed  until  within  a  reasonable  time  of 
the  opening  of  the  establishments.  It 
had,  however,  been  represented  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  whole  sum  of  100,0002. 
had  been  expended  upon  the  building  and 
furnishing  of  the  colleges,  and  that  the 
lectures  could  not  be  commenced  without  a 
certain  amount  of  books  and  instruments; 
and  the  Government  had  proposed  the 
present  vote  in  order  to  supply  that  want. 
The  21,0002.  was  applicable  only  to  the 
annual  expenditure,  and  no  portion  of  it 
had  been  issued,  with  the  exception  of  the 
salaries  of  the  presidents  and  vice-presi- 
dents of  each  college,  since  the  time  of 
their  appointment.  The  Government  could 
not  apply  any  portion  of  the  grant  of 
7,0002.  a  year  to  the  purpose  of  providing 
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books,  as  that  sum  was  merely  applicable 
to  the  annual  expenses. 

Mr.  law  asked  whether  this  12,000^. 
was  in  excess  of  the  100,000Z.  mentioned 
in  the  original  Act? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Yes,  in  excess  of  the  sum  origi- 
nally specified. 

Mil.  PLUMPTRE  asked  if  it  were  true 
that  Government  had  received  a  protest 
signed  hy  a  largo  portion  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  against  these  colleges; 
and  if  so,  whether,  seeing  also  that  they 
were  ohjected  to  by  a  large  portion  of  the 
English  people,  he  meant  to  persist  in  their 
establishment  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  there  had 
been  an  opinion  expressed  by  a  majority  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  bishops,  that  in  order 
to  make  these  colleges  what  they  consider- 
ed safe  places  for  the  education  of  Roman 
Catholic  youth,  certain  securities  must  be 
provided,  and  among  the  rest,  that  certain 
professors  should  not  be  appointed,  except 
subject  to  the  veto  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishops.  That  was  a  proposition  to  which 
the  Government  could  not  assent.  At  the 
same  time  he  must  add,  that  both  the  for- 
mer and  present  Governments  gave  expla- 
nations that  satisfied  a  great  number  of 
the  bishops  that  education  might  go  on  in 
the  colleges  with  perfect  security  to  the 
religious  opinions  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
youth.  The  plan  of  the  colleges  was  a 
thing  which  did  not  immediately  concern 
the  present  Government,  having  been  sanc- 
tioned by  an  Act  of  Parliament  previous 
to  their  accession  to  office.  What  might 
be  the  ultimate  success  of  those  colleges  it 
was  of  course  impossible  for  him  to  say; 
but  he  believed  that  they  were  now  looked 
upon  with  favourable  eyes  by  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  and 
laity.  Sir  R.  Kane,  a  distinguished  ap- 
pointment of  the  last  Government,  had  in- 
formed him  that  the  number  of  pupils  likely 
to  be  sent  would  be  much  greater  than  he 
had  in  the  first  instance  anticipated.  He 
(Sir  R.  Kane)  had  received  a  vast  number 
of  letters  from  persons  anxious  to  send 
their  sons  to  the  colleges,  and  who  eagerly 
inquired  when  they  were  likely  to  be 
opened. 

Mr.  law  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
this  sum  was  in  addition  to  the  amount 
paid  already;  and  he  considered  it  some- 
what irregular  to  propose,  as  an  ordinary 
estimate,  a  large  sum,  which  was  beyond 
the  express  terms  of  the  original  contract. 
The  moment  it  was  discoyered  that  the 


100,000L  would  not  be  sufficient  for  the 
buildings  and  furniture,  a  Bill  should  haye 
been  introduced  to  obtain  the  required  ad- 
dition, for,  in  his  view,  the  House  was  not 
at  liberty,  under  the  circumstances,  to  yote 
it  without  notice  as  an  ordinary  estimate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  Government  had  not  felt 
themselves  at  liberty  to  apply  any  sum  ob- 
tained under  the  Act  to  other  purposes  than 
those  specified  in  the  Act.  They  thought 
it  best  to  come  before  Parliament  and  state 
the  case  as  it  stood,  for,  after  aU,  the  amoimt 
was  only  required  to  carry  out  bond  JUU 
the  intentions  of  the  House  when  the  Act 
was  passed.  Parliament  intended  to  es- 
tablish the  colleges :  without  apparatus  and 
books  they  could  not  be  opened.  He, 
therefore,  thought  Parliament  might  be 
fairly  called  upon  to  carry  out  its  inten- 
tions. 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  asked,  who  had  de- 
cided that  the  sum  now  applied  for  would 
be  sufficient  for  the  purposes  for  whkh  it 
was  destined — the  professors  or  the  Goyem- 
ment?  Unless  there  was  some  securitj 
that  it  ^ould  be  sufficient,  Pariiament 
might  be  called  upon  year  after  year  for 
similar  grants,  and  nobody  would  be  able 
to  tell  when  these  applications  would  stop. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  Sir  Robert  Kane  had  com- 
municated to  the  Government  his  opinion 
that  this  sum  was  necessary,  but  the  TOte 
was  not  to  be  an  annual  vote. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  added,  that  he  had 
been  informed,  that  when  the  colleges  were 
once  open,  the  matriculation  fees  would  be 
sufficient  to  supply  whatever  might  be  far- 
ther required. 

Mr.  HENLEY  wished  to  be  infbrmed 
what  security  there  was  against  the  House 
being  called  upon  for  an  annual  grant  to  oon- 
tinue  the  undertaking  in  case  the  colleges 
should  not  fill  ?  The  noble  Lord  said  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  had  made  cer- 
tain demands  with  regard  to  certain  pro- 
fessors and  officers,  which  the  late  Ghiyem- 
ment  could  not  concede;  but  explanations 
had  been  given  by  the  present  Qoyemment 
which  had  satisfied  a  considerable  portion 
of  that  body.  It  was  desirable  the  House 
should  be  put  in  possession  of  these  eipla- 
nations,  because  Parliament  had  yoted 
money  upon  the  faith  and  understanding 
that  the  colleges  were  to  be  common  to  afi 
parties,  without  advantages  being  giyen  to 
any. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  so  far  as  he 
could  recollect  his  words,  he  had  not  staled 
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that  explanations  had  heen  given.  All  the 
infonnation  he  had  upon  the  suhject  was 
derived  from  sources  which  were  public, 
and  known  to  every  Member  of  the  House. 
What  he  had  said  with  regard  to  objections 
was,  that  the  presidents  of  each  college 
would  frame  and  propose  regulations  which 
he  thought  would  satisfy  the  parents  of 
Bomau  Catholics,  and  parents  belonging 
to  any  other  religious  community  who  had 
doubts  or  fears  as  to  the  education  provided 
in  the  colleges.  There  were  no  particular 
advantages  or  special  privileges  given  to 
Roman  Catholics.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  regulations  had  been  completed 
or  sanctioned  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but 
the  general  nature  of  tbem  was  that  those 
who  wished  it  might  live  in  the  houses  of 
their  parents  if  they  resided  in  the  place ; 
if  they  did  not  live  there,  the  persons  keep- 
ing lodgings  for  students  would  have  li- 
CADses,  that  they  were  proper  persons  to 
keep  such  private  establishments.  These 
tstablishments  would  be  entirely  private, 
ftod  DO  portion  of  the  public  money  would 
be  given  to  them.  Parents  of  Roman  Ca- 
tbolios  would  send  their  sons  to  a  Roman 
Catholic  establishment ;  parents  belonging 
to  the  Bstablishment  to  one  attached  to  the 
Sfttablishment.  Thus  there  would  be  every 
aecurity  for  religious  and  moral  education 
without  danger  of  proselytism ;  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  regulations  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  HUME  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  1 00,0002*  was  intended  to  defray  all 
the  expenses  of  establishing  the  colleges, 
including  books  and  apparatus. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  referred  to  the  words  of  the  Act. 
They  were  "  for  the  necessary  buildings, 
purchase  of  land,  tenements,  and  buildJDgs, 
with  the  appurtenances,  and  the  furnishing 
of  the  same.*'  The  question  then  arose 
whether  books  and  apparatus  were  part  of 
"  furnishing"  or  not. 

Mr.  HUME  understood  "  furnishing" 
to  mean  everything  suitable  to  establishing 
the  colleges.  He  wished  further  to  know, 
when  the-  presidents  and  vice-presidents 
were  appointed,  at  what  salary,  and  from 
what  fund,  they  were  paid  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  naturally  inquired,  when  the 
proposal  was  made  to  them,  in  what  way 
the  Act  had  been  understood.  They  were 
tnformed  by  the  Board  of  Works,  that  the 
letters  which  they  received  directed  them 
to  expend  the  whole  of  the  sum  on  the 
huildings,  and  that  as  to  what  was  usually 


called  ''  furnishing,"  there  was  no  sum  ap- 
plicable to  the  purpose.  Such  being  the 
case,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  this 
vote  should  be  proposed  in  order  that  the 
colleges  might  be  commenced.  With  re- 
gard to  the  next  question,  he  was  not  quite 
certain  when  the  presidents  and  the  vice- 
presidents  were  appointed;  but  he  knew 
they  had  been  occupied  in  making  arrange- 
ments for  the  colleges  which  had  required 
their  attention  for  a  considerable  time. 

Mr.  HEY  wood  said,  he  understood 
that  the  colleges  of  Belfast  and  Cork  gave 
the  greatest  possible  promise  of  success. 
The  only  doubt  he  had  was  with  reference 
to  the  college  at  Galway,  if  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  should  be  found  to  perse- 
vere in  their  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  O^FLAHERTY  said,  that  the  sue- 
cess  of  the  colleges  depended  entirely  upon 
the  appointment  of  the  professors.  If 
those  appointments  were  judiciously  made, 
he  had  no  doubt  of  the  success  of  the  col- 
leges; but  if  they  were  jobbed,  and  persons 
appointed  merely  through  Parliamentary 
or  any  other  interest,  they  would  certainly 
fail.  He  could  answer  one  of  the  ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
The  presidents  and  vice-presidents  had 
been  under  salary  since  1846,  and  had  re- 
ceived two  and  a  half  years'  salary.  He 
had  always  thought  it  very  absurd  that 
they  should  have  been  under  salary  so  long; 
but  he  thought  it  fair  to  say,  that  this  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  present  but  of  the  for- 
mer Government,  by  whom  the  appoint- 
ments were  made.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  listen  with  attention  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  urged 
against  these  colleges  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Archbishop  of  Tuam — if  the  Govern- 
ment would  only  see  justice  and  fairness 
done  to  all  sects,  he  was  convinced  that  the 
colleges  would  be  successful,  and  would  be 
found  to  be  a  sourco  of  lasting  improve- 
ment to  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  mentioned  the 
names  of  several  other  Prelates  of  the 
Catholic  Church  who  were  opposed  to  the 
colleges  as  well  as  the  Archbishop  of 
Tuam. 

Dr.  power  said,  it  was  quite  true,  as 
had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick,  that  very  grave  ob- 
jections were  entertained  by  some  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  to  the  establish- 
ment of  these  colleges;  but  he  thought 
that  their  objections  were  founded  rather 
on  the  experience  of  the  past  than  on  any 
just  grounds  as  regarded  the  present  mea- 
N  2 


St^lv 


jcoimoys} 


JriffI  CdUga. 


360 


Mirf .     Thrv  snv.  thai  up  lo  s  vorr  Ime    a  future  GpTenmiefnt  making  asiaD  jsrotR- 
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ilio>t'  iK'iK'fifial  lustiTt'JuiiF  vou'ic  cmidun 
tlK-  coljt'irt*?  on  'bt'  fuwnt- i: t»erd  and  enliri  4- 
t'!u*J  priiK'i]»lt»i^.  Tl)f  l\ait  iioC  <;:n»resM»d 
ilis>!itisfufrui:i  ai  ilu'se  ci\l\vsrof^ :  i«in  Lt- 
tlioujri::  thai  iLe  ro:n"s  rt'iidomuaiioE  cc 
thorn  va«>  fiiundod  ruiber  ot  iii£  i-'ars  (tf 
oiMia;!i  parties  in  IrtO.aud  thUi  01:  ary  Lij^-v- 
lediTo  ho  had  of  tho  artiial  stxito  of  »ii;:iir*i. 
Tho  Mii:^  of  ftf'Iiri:  in  ti.is  potii.trr  Lac 
till ilo!i:\ 'lie  a  '\orv  £Toai  tLanre  v:u:  rt^ 
^po^•t  tv»  Irtilai^d.  tTid  ibrre  va?  u^-v  & 
widi'^s.pri»ftd  ftvJinr  t.^  pcmiinr*  f^firj 
thiuiT  oor.ntvtod  ir:ih  IrtTlaud  ot  Lr^iac 
mill  lilKTal  }»rinciplf^.  as^d  the  lud  ^rine:- 
ido>  of  hi-rotrr  ai^d  rrotesaLr":  asiW^idaurr 
t^oro  ornshod  for  oTor. 

Mk.  lirXlK  iLoUiLt  :t  ^loi  rlrit  znv: 
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iir-'.ia'.lT  f.3Lod  v.*.-': 


.»r  \Xn   i^'JLli 


u\u\  oiirrvir.i  I'ti  of  vh :■»<•?  :-:iLjfrt»5w  "ittci^r 
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Oin-rtTioV.,  Lad  D.^T  !»t*:>I.  <r:t?!u5t?L  "^J 
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particular  crpendhure  imder  il  vbb  finatad, 
and  at  thai  time  mcmeT  was  abaBdaaL  aad 
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7i<  tie  tiif  eaar:  and.  a»  ^le : 
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A  Tote  of  35,386i.  15*.  7d,  for  the  Ex- 
cess of  the  Ordnance  expenditure. 

A  TOte  of  500,000^.  for  Supplies,  1848, 

The  House  resumed. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Monday 
next. 

POOR-LAW  UNION  CHARGES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  ihe  Motion  of  Mr.  BAINES,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on 
this  £iU. 

In  answer  to  a  question  from  Sir  H. 

WiLLOUGHBY, 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  that  as  so  many  ob- 
jections had  been  raised  against  the  sixth 
clause,  the  object  of  which  was  to  enable 
the  Poor  Law  Board  to  unite  several 
parishes  to  return  one  guardian,  he  should 
withdraw  it  fit  the  proper  time. 

On  Clause  1  being  proposed, 

Mb.  FLOYER  objected  to  this  clause, 
"by  which  temporary  enactments  which 
•were  passed  last  year  were  continued  for 
one  year  longer.  He  considered  this  to 
be  a  very  objectionable  course  to  adopt. 
The  defect  of  the  present  Act  was,  that 
it  gave  no  guide  or  direction  to  the  board 
of  guardians  to  enable  them  to  decide  who 
"were,  and  who  were  not,  settled  in  the 
•parish  in  which  they  were  resident.  He 
thought  the  position  of  boards  of  guardians 
was  an  extremely  difficult  one,  because 
they  had  not  the  facts  regarding  the 
chargeability,  <bc.,  of  the  pauper  before 
them,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  direct  his  attention  to  amend 
•our  legislation  in  this  respect,  otherwise 
the  guardians  could  not  administer  the 
poor-law  in  the  satisfactory  and  uniform 
manner  which  was  desirable. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  with  respect  to  the 
clause  imder  consideration,  he  wished  to 
•Bay  that  the  Act  of  last  Session,  two  pro- 
visions of  which  were  of  a  temporary  na- 
tare,  made  provision  for  casting  on  the 
common  fund  of  the  union  the  two  classes 
of  vagrants,  and  the  irremovable  class  of 
paupers  under  the  9th  and  10th  Vic,  cap. 
66.  It  had  been  found  unjust  that  the 
parish  where  the  relieving  officer  lived 
should  be  charged  for  the  relief  of  all  that 
came  to  him ;  and  so,  also,  that  the  mere 
accident  of  a  parish  having  the  workhouse 
within  it  could  not  justify  the  whole  charge- 
ability  being  thrown  upon  it.  Therefore, 
it  was  thought  by  Parliament,  and  justly, 
Jie  thought,  that  the  true,  and  reasonable, 
*nd  jnst  course  with  regard  to  this  class  of 
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vagrants,  was  to  charge  their  relief  upon 
the  common  fund.  That  arrangement  had 
been  tried  last  year  by  Mr.  Charles  Buller; 
and  he  (Mr.  Baines)  thought  it  was  still 
to  be  considered  in  the  light  of  an  experi- 
ment. Doubtless  some  hardship  arose  in 
particular  cases,  but  he  thought  the  ex- 
periment, on  the  whole,  had  succeeded. 
Therefore,  on  the  present  occasion,  he 
could  not  propose  the  adoption  of  a  clause 
to  make  that  state  of  things  permanent, 
although  he  considered  the  result  of  the 
experiment  had,  on  the  whole,  been  so  sa- 
tisfactory as  to  justify  him  in  recommend- 
ing Parliament  to  continue  it  for  some 
time  longer. 

Mr.  FLOYER  said,  it  had  been  alleged 
that  the  Act  of  last  Session  was  only  a 
continuance  of  what  was  called  Mr.  Bod- 
kin's Act ;  but  that  was  totally  incorrect. 
There  were  three  classes  of  paupers  under 
the  Act  giving  irremovability,  as  it  was 
termed — first,  those  who  had  resided  five 
years  in  a  given  place  ;  then  the  class  who 
were  temporarily  sick ;  and,  lastly,  the 
class  of  children,  with  widows  in  the  first 
year  of  their  widowhood.  Now,  the  se- 
cond class,  the  temporarily  sick,  were  the 
largest  class,  and  occasioned  four-fifths  of 
the  expense  ;  they  were  entirely  omitted 
from  Bodkin's  Act,  which  only  threw  the 
first  of  the  three  classes  on  the  common 
fund. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  it  was  quite 
coiTCct  that  Bodkin's  Act  provided  that 
the  class  of  paupers  who  had  resided  five 
years,  under  certain  circumstances,  should 
be  chargeable  to  the  common  fund  ;  but 
Mr.  Charles  Buller's  Act  went  a  step 
further,  and  included  other  classes. 

Clause  1  was  then  agreed  to ;  as  were 
Clauses  2  and  3. 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  July  16.  1849. 

MmuTBS.]     Sat  Jirst.—The  Lord  Ribblesdale,  after  the 

Death  of  his  Father. 
Public  Bills.— 1*  Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scot- 
land) ;    County  Rates,  itc. ;    Inland  Posts  (Colonies) ; 
Boroughs  Relief;    Poor  Relief  (Cities  and  Boroughs); 
Bribery  at  Elections ;  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2). 
2*  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland). 
Reported.— Attorneys  and  Solicitors  (Ireland) ;  House  of 

Lords  Costs  Taxation. 
3*  General  and  Quarter  Sessions  Courts  Procedure ;  Sites 

for  Schools. 
Pktitions  PRBSsifTKD.   By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  fhun 
Bridgewater,  for  Reimpoeitlon  of  ProtectiTe  Duties  on 
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all  Foreign  Produce.— By  Lord  Stanley,  tram  Memng- 
ham,  against  the  Endowment  of  Roman  Catholic  Clergy. 
—From  Shieldg,  for  the  Application  of  a  Remedy  to  the 
Defects  of  the  Laws  relating  to  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund. 

TYNE  RIVER  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Tyno  Conservancy  Bill,  in 
order  that  it  might,  according  to  the  usual 
course  of  proceeding,  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  secure  the  conservancy  of  the  river, 
and  to  make  the  harbour  of  Newcastle  a 
safe  harbour  for  shipping.  At  present  the 
property  was  held  in  trust  by  the  corpora- 
tion  of  Newcastle  simply  as  conservators  of 
the  Tync.  That  corporation  not  having 
fulfilled  its  duties,  it  was  desirable  that  an- 
other board  should  be  appointed.  Com- 
missioners had  been  sent  down  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  inspect  the  river, 
and  they  had  reported  in  the  strongest  pos- 
sible manner  against  the  continuance  of 
the  present  state  of  things.  There  being 
nothing  in  the  Bill  contrary  to  the  general 
principle  of  Private  Bills,  he  trusted  that, 
in  accordance  with  the  established  rules  of 
the  House,  their  Lordships  woidd  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  opposed  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  something  new 
to  him  to  hear  that  it  was  the  estabUshed 
rule  of  the  House  to  read  every  Bill  a 
second  time,  and  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee.  It  was  certainly  a  novel  prin- 
ciple in  equity  to  him,  that  in  the  case  of 
trustees  neglecting  to  perform  their  duties, 
another  board  should  be  appointed,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
objects  of  those  trusts.  This  was  not  a 
mere  transfer  of  duties,  as  the  noble  Baron 
had  styled  it;  it  was  the  confiscation  of 
property  held  by  the  corporation  of  New- 
castle for  500  years,  and  the  transfer  of  it 
to  new  commissioners  for  new  towns  dis- 
tinct from  Newcastle.  It  was  true  that 
these  new  commissioners  had  declared  their 
readiness  to  undertake  these  new  duties, 
and  to  take  with  them  the  existing  tolls. 
Nay,  they  had  also  professed  their  readi- 
ness to  pay  all  the  debts  of  the  old  board. 
But  what  was  there  in  that  ?  He  should 
have  no  objection  to  take  the  revenues  of 
the  Marquess  of  Westminster,  and  along 
with  them  the  pajrment  of  his  debts;  for  he 
had  no  doubt  thai  he  should  be  some 
100,0007.  a  year  the  better  by  sooh  a  pro- 
ceedii  Ho  looked  upon  tho  present 

"      a  as  a  qnestion  of  property,  and 
oppoM  aoy  oatrage  upon 


the  rights  of  property,  no  matter  whether 
that  property  belonged  to  an  individual,  or, 
as  in  this  instance,  to  a  corporation.  There 
was  also  a  fiaw  in  the  Bill,  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  fatal  to  it.  By  one  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  present  corporation  was  to  have  a  pre- 
ponderance of  votes  in  the  new  board.  In 
that  case,  what  became  of  the  charge  of 
neglect  ?  because  the  same  neglect  would 
take  place  in  the  new  board,  where  the 
majority  of  votes  was  given  to  the  old  cor- 
poration. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  tho  Bill 
came  before  their  Lordships  under  very 
favourable  circumstances,  not  only  as  to 
the  report  of  the  Admiralty,  but  also  from 
the  fact  that  it  passed  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  without  a  division. 
More  than  that,  it  having  been  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  tho  other  House, 
five  of  the  Members  were  in  favour  of  it. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  should  not  be  strangled 
on  the  second  reading.  It  should  be  read 
a  second  time,  and  then  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  could  be  properly  discussed. 

Several  noble  Lords  having  declared 
themselves  for  or  against  the  second 
reading. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  ho  would 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  of  voting 
against  the  Bill  when  it  oame  from  the 
Select  Committee,  if  certain  alterations 
were  not  made  in  it ;  but  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  now  assent  to  tho  second 
reading. 

On  Question,  that  the  word  ''now" 
stand  part  of  the  Motion, 

House  divided:  —  Contents  42;  Not- 
Contents  30:  Majority  12. 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative,  Bill  read 
2^,  and  committed. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  being 
put  into  Committee  read ;  moved,  that  the 
House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  STANLEY  said:  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  wish  to  offer  any  obstruction  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill  in  detail  in  Oommittee; 
on  the  contrary,  I  think  it  desirable  that  it 
should  receive  a  more  full  and  more  de- 
tailed discussion  than  I  am  afraid  it  is 
likely  to  do  at  the  advanced  period  at  which 
the  Session  has  now  arrived.  But,  mj 
Lords,  I  feel  it  my  duty,  before  we  go 
into  Committee,  to  offer  a  few  observations 
on  such  parts  connected  with  this  subject 
as  cannot  properiy  come  under  diseonwrn 
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when  we  are  considering  the  mere  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  call  your  notice  to  the 
oourse  pursued  hj  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  this  important 
question,  and  to  the  omissions,  as  it  ap- 
peam  to  me,  of  which  the  Bill  is  guilty  to 
a  very  great  extent.  And  I  confess  that  I 
look  at  this  Bill  with  very  great  regret  and 
very  great  disappointment — not  that  I  say 
that  here  and  there  there  may  not  he  in  it 
trifling  and  advantageous  modifications  in 
the  existing  poor-law;  hut,  as  a  whole,  the 
Bill,  I  must  confess,  considering  the  time 
given  for  framing  its  provisions,  and  the 
attention  which  has  heen  directed  to  it, 
does  appear  to  me  to  deal  very  inadequately 
with  any  of  the  existing  grievances  arising 
under  the  present  Irish  poor-law;  and  some 
of  the  provisions,  so  far  from  diminishing 
the  objections  to  the  present  system,  make 
it  infinitely  more  oppressive  and  more  dan- 
gerous than  it  is  as  it  stands  at  present. 
Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Government  decided,  contrary 
io  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of  this 
House,  on  appointing  a  Committee  of  this 
«nd  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to  in- 
quire into  the  existing  poor-law,  and  sug- 
gest any  alterations  that  were  likely  to 
amend  any  imperfections  that  might  he 
found  to  exist;  and  I  confess  that,  as  I 
was  apprehensive  would  be  the  case  at  the 
time  the  Committees  were  appointed,  so 
the  actual  result  has  proved,  that  the  ia- 
boum  of  the  Committee  would  extend  over 
the  whole  Session,  and  that  when  we  ar- 
rived at  the  period  for  legislation  it  would 
be  found  impossible  to — or,  at  all  events, 
the  Government  would  not  adhere  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee.  I 
gave  the  opinion  before,  and  I  give  it  still, 
that  a  question  of  such  vast  importance  as 
the  poor-law  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
•Goremment  as  a  Government  on  their  own 
reaponsibility,  and  furnished  with  that  in- 
formation which  they  have  peculiar  means 
of  obtaining  from  the  official  servants  of 
the  Grown,  and  which  must  be  greater 
than  can  be  obtained  by  any  other  mode. 
But  what  was  the  course  pursued  with  re- 
gard to  the  amendment  of  this  law  ?  You 
ftppointed  Committees  by  the  Act  of  the 
Croremment.  Well,  have  you  followed  the 
faeommoidations  of  these  Committees  ? 
hare  you  acted  on  their  judgments  ?  have 
you  dealt  even  with  the  subjects  which 
they  told  you  were  most  important  to  be 
•imm  with  ?  have  you  not,  in  several  cases, 
in  ft  direotion  diametrically  the  op- 


posite of  that  pointed  out  to  you  by  the 
Committee?  And,  what  is  altogether 
without  a  precedent  in  the  history  of  legis- 
lation, having  first  appointed  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  you  brought  before  it  one  part 
of  a  Bill  proposing  a  general  rate  in  aid 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland  for  making  up 
the  local  deficiencies.  That  question  in 
the  House  of  Commons  undoubtedly  was 
decided  in  the  first  instance  without  hear- 
ing any  evidence;  but  your  Lordships' 
Committee  took  a  different  course,  with 
the  sanction  of  your  Lordships;  for  after 
hearing  evidence  in  great  detail  till  Easter, 
just  before  the  recess  it  came  to  a  decision 
adverse  to  the  rate  in  aid — stating,  as  the 
grounds  for  that  opinion,  that  it  was  im- 
practicable, injudicious,  impolitic,  oppres- 
sive, and  would  not  accomplish  the  objects 
for  which  it  was  intended.  And  let  it  not 
be  forgotten  that  that  was  the  decision  of 
a  Committee  selected  by  the  Government 
from  those  persons  most  conversant  with 
the  subject  and  competent  to  give  advice 
— every  Member  of  the  Committee,  ex- 
cepting those  who  were  themselves  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  unanimously  con- 
curring in  condemning  the  rate  in  aid  on 
all  these  grounds — the  actual  Members  of 
the  Government  stood  single  and  alone  in 
that  Committee,  even  the  Members  of  their 
own  choice  resisting  them  on  the  question 
of  the  rate  in  aid — and  yet,  notwithstand- 
ing the  judgment  of  that  Committee,  the 
Government  insisted  upon  pressing  the 
rate  in  aid  on  the  adoption  of  this  House. 
Your  Lordships,  however,  decided  —  and 
wisely,  as  I  think,  having  given  your  opin- 
ion and  expressed  your  judgment  —  that 
you  would  not  take  upon  yourselves  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  the  rate  in  aid, 
when  the  only  alternative  put  before  you 
by  the  Government  was  the  adoption  of 
that  measure,  on  the  one  hand,  or  the 
taking  upon  yourselves  the  responsibility 
of  the  possible  great  amount  of  starvation 
in  Ireland.  I  think  you  acted  wisely  in 
not  accepting  that  responsibility;  but  your 
opinion,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
appointed  as  the  proper  tribunal  to  examine 
the  question  by  the  Government  themselves, 
was  deliberately  set  aside  by  the  Govern- 
ment which  appointed  that  tribunal;  and 
the  rate  in  aid  was  forced  upon  Parliament 
in  the  face  of  that  adverse  decision.  The 
Select  Committee,  after  hearing  an  im- 
mense amount  of  further  evidence,  made 
a  considerable  number  of  other  important 
recommendations;  but  on  comparing  the 
Bill  before  the  House  with  the  Committee's 
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report,  I  find  that  only  two  or  throe  of 
their  recommendations  have  been  adopted, 
and  that  subjects  have  been  totally  passed 
by  which  the  Committee  regarded  as  of 
the   deepest   importance ;    and   that    the 
course  adopted  in  this  Bill,  as  I  shall  pre- 
sently show,  is  to  make  the  provisions  of 
the  present  law  against  which  the  Commit- 
tee reported  infinitely  more  oppressive  and 
stringent  than  they  are  already.     It  was 
said   that   the   labours  of  the  Committee 
were  so  great  that  it  was  impossible  to 
wait   for   their  report,  or  ascertain   their 
judgment,  and  that  Government  was  con- 
sequently obliged  to  proceed  upon  its  own 
responsibility.     But,  then,  if  that  were  the 
case,  I  say  we  ought  to  confine  our  legis- 
lation to  minor  points  on  which  it  is  next 
to  impossible  that  difference  of  opinion  can 
arise;  and  if  the  responsibility  of  advising 
was  to  be  thrown  on  the  Committee,  it  was 
most  important  that  upon  all  matters  of 
great  importance  we  ought  to  have  waited 
for  the  report  of  the  Committee,  and  de- 
ferred our  judgment.     But  the  course  pur- 
sued has  been  entirely  different,  and  many 
points  have  been  entirely  omitted  from  the 
Bill  to  which  attention  was  not  first  called 
by  the  Committee,  but  which,  both  pri- 
vately and  publicly,  had  been  long  brought 
under  our  notice,  and  as  to  the  necessity 
of  legislation  with  regard  to  which  there 
was  no  question  on  the  part  of  anybody.  I 
will  take  one  as  an  instance.      It  is  in  the 
13th  resolution  of  your  Lordships'  Com- 
mittee, which  points  out  the  extreme  diffi- 
culties of  a  technical  nature — and  to  con- 
sequent injustice  and  expense — of  appeals 
against  the    poor-rate,   and  recommends 
that  they  should  be  dealt  with  in  any  gene- 
ral alteration  of  the  poor-law.     The  noble 
Lord  behind  mo  obtained  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  this  very  subject  of  appeals, 
before  which  his   allegations  were  fully 
substantiated;  but  I  can  easily  understand 
how  it  should  have  been  said  that  that 
being  merely  an  isolated  question,  it  was 
not  advisable  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  legislate 
on  the  subject  of  appeals  alone  and  by  it- 
self; but  having  had  the  report  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  a  case  of  grievance  having 
been  substantiated  before  that  tribunal,  I 
cannot  understand  why,   when    you  are 
bringing  in  a  general  Bill  to  remedy  all 
the  important  defects  of  the  existing  poor- 
law,  you  should  entirely  omit  this  most  im- 
portant question,  which  has  been  recom- 
mended for  amendment  by  your  Commit- 
tee.    I  go  now  to  another  instance.     Of 
all  the  importaiit  poiiiti  neoesBaxy  to  have 


settled,  is  what  is  commonly  called  the 
quarter-acre  clause,  the  object  of  which  is 
notorious  to  all,  and  is  one  in  which  every- 
body agrees.  It  was  important  that  boards 
of  guardians  should  be  prevented  from 
granting  relief  to  persons  who  were  at  the 
same  time  in  tho  situations  of  paupers  and 
recipients  of  relief,  and  of  landholders  who 
ought  to  be  paying  it;  and  a  clause  was 
accordingly  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
distinctly  saying  that  no  person  m  the  oc- 
cupation of  more  than  a  quarter  of  an 
acre  should  be  entitled  to  receive  relief. 
Now,  opinions  have  been  taken  that  have 
raised  extreme  difficulties  with  regard  to 
the  application  of  this  clause.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  whether  relief  to  the 
family  was  in  point  of  fact  relief  to  the  oc- 
cupier of  tho  land;  also,  whether  the  pro- 
hibition was  only  a  prohibition  with  regard 
to  the  occupier  individually;  consequently 
it  has  been  argued,  and,  I  believe,  decided, 
that  a  person  is  not  disqualified  from  ob- 
taining relief,  although  he  does  notiar- 
rendcr  his  land,  provided  he  does  not  ac- 
tually occupy  the  land;  and  consequently, 
by  the  operation  of  that  clause,  a  man 
holding  ten  acres  is  entitled  to  obtain  re- 
lief for  himself  and  his  family,  though  he 
holds  adverse  possession  of  the  whole  ten 
acres,  provided  he  satisfies  himself  with 
occupying  a  house  and  a  quarter  of  an 
acre,  but  allow  the  whole  of  the  remainder 
to  remain  absolutely  waste,  and,  by  not 
giving  it  up  to  the  landlord,  renders  it  in- 
capable of  yielding  cither  any  produce  or 
rent.  Now,  that  was  manifestly  a  perver- 
sion of  the  intention  of  the  law,  ana  dear- 
ly a  case  of  gross  abuse;  and  yet  althouffh 
at  a  very  early  period  of  the  Session  tne 
attention  of  the  Government  was  called  to 
the  mischievous  operation  of  that  clause, 
and  to  the  necessity  of  settling  the  law 
one  way  or  another,  the  Bill  now  before 
us,  introduced  by  the  Government,  leaves 
these  difficulties  entirely  untouched.  Here, 
then,  are  two  great  questions  on  which  the 
law  is  extremely  inconvenient  and  uncer- 
tain, and  on  which  the  interpretation  of  it 
is  at  direct  variance  with  the  intention  of 
Parliament;  and  yet  neither  of  them  are 
included  in  this  BiU,  although  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  introduce  them  in  their 
very  first  attempts  at  amending  the  exist- 
ing poor-law.  Another  very  important 
fact,  to  which  your  attention  is  called  by 
the  Committee  s  report,  is  the  very  large 
powers  now  vested — ^perhaps  from  necessity 
m  some  cases,  but  yet  mostunoonatitution- 
ally  rested-— in  the  vice-goardiaiiB.  .  Now, 
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if  anj  power  more  tban  another  requires 
to  be  strictlj  guarded  and  confined  within 
the  limits  of  the  absolute  necessity  of  the 
case,  it  is  the  amount  of  power  to  be  given 
to  vice- guardians,  and  the  extent  to  which 
they  shall,  by  their  irresponsible  authority, 
be  allowed  to  raise  the  rates  of  any  union. 
Your  Lordships  can  hardly  be  aware,  at 
least  those  of  you  who  have  not  had  per- 
sonal experience  in  the  matter  cannot  be 
aware,  of  the  immense  amount  of  pecuni- 
ary pressure  to  which  the  establishments 
under  the  existing  poor-law  are  now  sub- 
ject. A  statistical  return  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand,  and  presented  by  command  of 
Her  Majesty,  gives  the  total  expense  of 
the  relief  granted  in  Ireland  for  six  months 
during  1849.  The  total  amount  is 
958,0001.;  and  I  find  that  332,0002.  of 
that  sum  is  the  total  expense  of  the  indoor 
relief — that  which  was  originally  contem- 
plated as  the  sole  charge  to  be  thrown  upon 
Ireland;  whilst  the  expense  of  the  estab- 
lishment and  management  was  no  less 
than  335,0002.  So  that  in  six  months 
the  expense  of  the  outdoor  relief  ex- 
ceeded the  whole  amount  payable  for  the 
relief  of  indoor  paupers ;  and  that  was  in 
«  year  of  extraordinary  pressure.  And 
giving  the  vice-guardians  every  credit  for 
conscientiously  discharging  their  duty  in 
«very  case,  I  still  say  it  is  an  enormous 
power,  to  give  to  any  persons  wholly  irre- 
sponsible to  the  ratepayers,  the  distribu- 
tion of  an  amount  of  1,000,0002.  a  year, 
no  less  than  335,0002.  being  expended 
upon  salaries  alone.  There  is  one  re- 
commendation made  by  the  report  of  the 
OoDunittee,  which  I  believe  meets  with  the 
.concurrence  and  approbation  of  almost 
CTery  one  who  has  thought  on  the  subject, 
namely,  that  power  should  be  granted  to 
jMSOciate  with  the  local  managers  a  paid 
aasiatant  guardian  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
TiMDg  them  in  the  execution  of  their 
duties,  and  at  the  same  time  of  checking 
uny  attempt  at  extravagant  outlay;  while, 
4m  the  other  hand,  their  local  knowledge 
would  supply  what  the  vice-guardians  do 
not  and  cannot  possess,  namely,  the  means 
cf  distinguishing  between  fraudulent  and 
deserving  applications  for  relief,  and  of 
checking  the  greatest  abuse,  which,  al- 
though with  honest  intentions,  I  am  sure 
has  been  the  consequence  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  yice-guardians.  This,  I  think,  is 
M  pcnnt  which,  although  a  minor  detail,  is 
deserving  of  attention  in  any  BUI  intro- 
duced under  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
.vnuncnt  to  amend  the  poor-law.    I  be- 


lieve that  to  make  this  or  any  other  Bill 
anything  like  a  real  and  substantve 
amendment,  you  must  go  a  gi*eat  deal 
deeper  into  the  question,  and  make  many 
more  important  and  more  extensive  alter- 
ations than  any  that  are  included  in  the  Bill 
before  us.  I  go  the  full  length  of  saying 
— and  here  I  concur  with  the  first  recom^ 
mendation  of  the  Committee,  believing 
that  it  really  touches  the  whole  matter — 
I  say,  if  you  intend  to  make  this  poor-law 
work  beneficially,  and  not  as  the  subject 
of  endless  abuse,  you  must  recur  to  the 
prinq^ple  of  the  original  Bill,  namely,  that, 
subject  to  very  rare  and  few  exceptions, 
you  will  make  the  administration  of  in- 
door relief  the  only  mode  in  which  relief 
shall  be  granted  at  all  in  Ireland.  With- 
out going  back  to  that  principle,  I  am 
convinced  you  will  leave  Ireland  to  strug- 
gle under  an  amount  of  payment  that 
will  pauperise  the  whole  country,  and 
which  is  now  tending  to  pauperise  even 
the  solvent  unions.  To  retrace  your  steps 
you  must  increase  your  number  of  unions 
and  workhouses;  and  although  I  perceive 
you  intend  to  increase  these,  still  I  see  no 
tendency  in  the  present  Bill  to  recur  to 
the  only  sound  principle,  of  confining  the 
relief  within  the  walls  of  the  workhouses, 
excepting  in  cases  where  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  relax  that  rule.  You  are 
calling  upon  Ireland  to  incur  additional  ex- 
pense in  erecting  new  unions  and  new 
workhouses;  but  when  they  say  to  you,  as 
they  have  a  right  to  do,  **  When  you  are 
asking  us  to  build  more  workhouses,  con- 
fine the  relief  within  them  then,*'  you  say 
*'  No;  we  shall  impose  fresh  burdens  on 
you,  but  at  the  same  time  we  will  not  di- 
minish the  abuse  and  extravagance  that 
at  present  exist."  There  is  another  sub- 
ject which  I  think  is  of  very  great  import- 
ance. It  will  be  said  by  the  Government, 
I  dare  say,  that  it  is  intended  to  rearrange 
the  electoral  divisions.  But  unless  I  am 
greatly  mistaken,  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners are  now  in  a  condition  to  lay  before 
you,  if  you  demand  it,  all  their  arrange- 
ments with  respect  to  the  whole  of  the 
unions  throughout  Ireland.  But  as  the 
law  now  stands,  the  Government  may  have 
a  veto,  or  they  may  have  given  secret  in- 
structions to  the  commissioners;  but  at 
all  events  we  know  not  on  what  principle 
the  electoral  divisions  are  to  be  subdivided. 
Yet  this  we  know,  that  the  decision  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  is  not  final,  be- 
cause they  may  be  controlled  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  so  that  we  may  re- 
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rate  in  aid,  the  principle  of  which  was 
adopted  by  the  majority  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  says  that 
the  rate  in  aid  was  objected  to  by  every 
noble  Lord  on  the  Committee  not  connect- 
ed with  the  Government;  but  I  think  that 
a  great  number  of  your  Lordships  not  con- 
nected with  the  Government  concurred  in 
that  principle.  The  noble  Lord  has  spoken 
of  the  quarter-acre  clause,  and  the  pro- 
posal made  with  respect  to  it.  But  the 
conflict  of  opinion  to  which  a  strict  inter- 
pretation of  that  clause  would  have  given 
rise,  the  positive  destruction  of  the  lives  of 
women  and  children  which  would  take  place 
were  that  clause  adopted,  afforded  reasons 
why. the  clause  should  not  bo  adopted  ;  but 
instructions  have  been  given  that  the  relief 
shall  be  confined  merely  to  the  object  of 
preserving  life,  and  that  the  period  within 
which  that  relief  shall  be  granted  shall  be 
as  short  as  possible.  There  is  one  other 
point  to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded — a 
point  of  the  utmost  importance,  I  admit, 
and  one  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
not,  I  think,  dwelt  at  greater  length  than 
the  importance  of  the  subject  deserved.  I 
allude  to  the  importance  of  returning  to  the 
spirit  of  the  original  poor-law.  Believing 
that  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  outdoor 
relief  was  justifiable  in  the  moment  of  neces- 
sity when  it  was  applied,  I  admit  that  in 
a  country  in  which  we  see  such  a  social 
system  as  that  in  Ireland,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  and  of  Parliament  to  en- 
deavour to  recur  to  that  safer,  sounder, 
and  more  justifiable  system  which  admits 
of  control  under  the  eye  of  the  guardian 
and  inspector,  and  which  alone  can  stem 
that  torrent  of  abuse  which  rushes  into  the 
vacuum  the  moment  the  door  opens  to  give 
relief  of  this  nature.  There  are  one  or  two 
other  clauses  of  this  Bill — one,  for  instance, 
providing  that  until  permanent  workhouses 
can  be  provided,  temporary  ones  shall  be 
hired.  Of  all  the  witnesses  examined,  and 
who  dwelt  on  the  importance  of  getting 
rid  of  the  system  of  outdoor  relief,  not 
one  of  them  had  contended  that  it  was 
practicable  to  abandon  the  principle  until 
sufficient  workhouse  accommodation  shall 
have  been  provided.  I  adroit,  however, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yermue  to  give  up  that  system  as  soon 
M  it  ]  be  practicable  ao  to  do.  I  think, 
1  V  that  if  the :        rces  of  Ireland 

I  ueri      edy  if  the       ips  turn  out  to  be 
{      i     •  and  w>     inouses  are  erected, 
re  ua  that  at  no 
will  be  attamed. 


and  the  principle  of  the  workhouse  test 
may  be  universally  resumed.  Another 
clause  in  the  Bill — that  which  exempts  all 
improvements  from  the  imposition  of  charges 
on  account  of  rates — I  am  disposed  to  at- 
tach much  importance  to.  Another  mat- 
ter of  very  great  importance  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  referred,  is  the  subject  of 
the  payment  of  the  one-half  of  the  rate  by 
the  tenant;  and  I  do  think  that  in  relation 
to  this  subject  my  noble  Friend  has  com- 
mitted an  error,  when  he  put  it  to  the 
House  that  there  was  no  security  for  the 
payment  of  that  one-half.  My  noble 
Friend  has  forgotten  that  the  tenant  is 
bound  to  produce  the  receipt  for  the  pay- 
ment of  that  one-half. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  That  is  only  when 
they  pay  rent,  which  they  never  do. 

the  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  hoped 
there  would  be  a  change  for  the  better  in 
that  respect.  Very  able  and  distinguished 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment have  turned  their  attention  to  the 
power  which  is  proposed  to  be  given  to 
vice-guardians,  and  who  are  to  act  only 
with  the  consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, in  doing  that  which  is  necessary 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  whose  con- 
duct must  be  regulated  by  the  advice  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  have  to  state,  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
and  with  respect  to  the  case  put  by  the 
noble  Lord,  when  he  referred  to  the  pro- 
bability of  a  number  of  paupers  rushing  in 
to  fill  up  the  place  of  those  who  might  be 
assisted  to  emigrate  from  an  estate,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  was  alluding  to 
his  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne's)  own 
case  —  for  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
spoken  positively  of  such  occurrences. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  I  stated  that  375 
persons  who  were  turned  out  from  other 
electoral  divisions,  came  to  settle  on  my 
property,  after  I  advanced  money  to  en- 
courage those  who  were  on  the  pro- 
perty. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
You  say,  they  were  charged  upon  the 
electoral  division.  Now,  it  so  happens 
that  the  Bill  provides  a  security  for  that 
very  case;  for  it  provides — 

"  That  for  tho  purpose  of  ohai^ng  tho  expense 
of  relief  to  any  electoral  division,  every  pemm 
making  application  for  relief  shall,  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  be  deemed  to  have  been  resident 
in  such  electoral  division  in  which,  daring  the 
period  of  three  years  next  immediately  before  his 
application  for  relief,  he  shall  have  been  longest 
usually  resident,  whether  by  usually  oocopyiDg 
any  tenement  situate  or  1^  nsnally  aleepnif  wttb- 
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in  such  district.  ProTided  always,  that  where 
any  sneh  person  shall  not  have  occupied  a  tene- 
ment or  slept  within  any  such  electoral  division 
for  at  least  twelve  months  in  the  whole  during 
the  said  period  of  three  years,  the  expense  of  the 
relief  of  such  person  shall  in  such  case  be  borne 
by  and  charged  against  the  whole  union  in  which 
he  or  she  is  relieved.  Provided  also,  that  where 
any  person  chargeable  to  any  electoral  division 
shall  have  received  relief,  and  shall  cease  to  be 
relieved,  and  shall  thereafter,  within  the  period  of 
twelve  months,  again  begin  to  receive  relief,  such 
lasi-mentioned  relief  shall  bo  chargeable  on  the 
electoral  division  to  which  such  person  was  in  the 
first  instance  chargeable." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  ask  whether  any  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  affects  this  question  ?  If 
the  applicant  does  not  conform  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  do  you  suppose  that  he 
is  not  recoUected  within  the  electoral  divi- 
sion? Now,  my  Lords,  I  think  I  have 
touched  the  principal  provisions  of  the 
BiU. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  You  may  have  done 
80,  but  I  have  not  heard  you. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  I 
am  glad  the  noble  Lord  has  made  the  ob- 
servation. I  have  to  request  your  Lord- 
ships to  recollect  that  the  Bill  is  not  pro- 
posed as  a  remedy  for  all  the  evils  of  the 
Irish  poor-laws;  but  such  a  mitigation  of 
them  as  I  hope  you  will  consider  a  safe  and 
proper  alteration,  and  such  as  you  will 
agree  to.  The  noble  Lord  has  referred  at 
some  length  to  the  mode  in  which  the  va- 
luation is  to  be  ascertained,  and  he  has 
dwelt  at  considerable  length  upon  that 
subject;  but  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  an  improved  system  of  valuation  will 
be  followed  up  under  the  Bill  so  as  to  se- 
cure justice  to  all  parties.  I  am  quite  of 
the  opinion  that  an  alteration  must  take 
place  of  the  existing  boundaries,  and  the 
commissioners  have  turned  their  attention 
to  this  subject;  but  they  are  of  opinion 
that  it  is  surrounded  with  considerable 
difficulty,  at  the  same  time  that  they  ex- 
press their  belief  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  look  to  it  on  a  future  occasion.  I  thank 
your  Lordships  for  your  attention.  I  have 
not  thought  it  necessary  to  address  you 
upon  this  subject  at  very  great  length,  be- 
cause the  Committee  have  considered  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  clause  after  clause, 
and  it  is  therefore  the  less  necessary  for 
me  to  discuss  it  minutely. 

The  Earl  of  ROSSE  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  had  said,  that  the  principle  of 
outdoor  relief  would  cease  at  a  certain 
period,  and  that  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners had  said  so.  Now,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Rosse)  was  surprised  at  that  statement. 


because  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had 
required  the  boards  of  guardians,  both  di- 
rectly and  indirectly,  to  adhere  to  the  sys- 
tem of  outdoor  relief;  and  the  boards  of 
guardians  had  resisted  the  rate  in  aid  in 
consequence.  He  had  risen  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dispelling  the  delusion  that  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  unfavour- 
able to  the  system  of  outdoor  relief;  and  in 
order  that  their  Lordships  might  bo  able 
to  form  a  judgment  upon  that  subject,  he 
might  state  that  he  had  moved  for  returns 
about  two  months  ago  upon  the  subject, 
which  would  have  proved  that,  but  they 
had  not  been  produced. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  said,  with  respect 
to  what  had  been  said  of  the  responsibility 
of  the  tenant  for  the  rate,  and  that  the 
incoming  tenant  was  only  responsible  for 
that  rate  for  the  time  he  occupied  the  land, 
they  had  to  consider  that  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  2$.  rate  in  aid  beyond  the 
maximum  rate,  and  that  he  was  respon- 
sible also  for  any  portion  of  the  pauperism 
of  the  union.  By  subjecting  the  incoming 
tenant  to  that  responsibility,  they  rendered 
his  case  hopeless;  and  until  they  had  ap- 
plied the  principle  that  the  tenant  was  re- 
sponsible only  for  his  own  share  of  a  par^ 
ticular  and  defined  poor-rate,  they  would 
only  bo  going  on  in  a  system  which  would 
make  it  unsafe  for  any  capitalist  to  take 
land.  He  believed  that  the  Bill,  when  it 
came  into  operation,  would  prevent  capital- 
ists from  becoming  purchasers  of  land  in 
Ireland,  and  would  act  still  more  as  a  pre- 
ventive from  their  becoming  occupiers  of 
land  in  that  country.  Under  the  system 
which  must  necessarily  be  created  by  the 
Bill,  it  was  in  his  opinion  impossible  to  re- 
deem the  state  of  things  which  at  present 
unfortunately  existed  in  Ireland. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  Affirma^ 
tive. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

On  the  1st  Clause  being  read. 

Lord  MONTE  AGLE  said,  that,  in  con- 
formity  with  the  notice  he  had  given,  he 
rose  to  propose  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  placed  upon  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
Upon  a  former  occasion,  he  called  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships  to  the  subject 
of  the  Amendment  which  he  intended  to 
propose  to  them  ;  and  he  had  little  more 
to  do  to  induce  the  House  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  which  he  desired  than  to  state 
the  substance  of  his  Amendment.  They 
had  all  heard  much  of  the  question  of  the 
maximum  rate  upstairs  in  Committee,  and 
it  was  his  purpose,  in  proposing  his  Amend- 
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ment,  that  they  should  omit  the  clause  re- 
lating to  the  maximum  rate  altogether. 
In  the  first  scries  of  resolutions  which  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Steward  proposed 
to  the  Committee,  with  that  candour  which 
belonged  to  his  character,  he  stated  that 
the  rate  in  aid  should  depend  upon  the 
uniformity  of  tbe  valuation  upon  which 
that  rate  was  to  be  ascertained.  But  in 
the  Committee,  that  proposition  found  no 
defenders,  and  his  noble  Friend  was  ob- 
liged to  withdraw  the  clause  which  he  had 
originally  proposed.  The  witnesses  ex- 
amined in  favour  of  the  maximum  rate  had 
not  attempted  to  defend  that  proposition, 
and,  although  it  had  been  rejected  in 
Committee,  that  clause  was  introduced  in 
the  Bill.  They  were,  by  attempting  to 
inflict  that  clause  upon  Ireland,  applying  a 
principle  which  was  not  recognised  by  the 
statute  law  of  England.  He  would  say, 
first,  that  it  was  a  principle  which  was  re- 
pudiated by  the  Committee  ;  and,  next, 
that  it  was  a  principle  which  was  contrary 
to  the  law  in  England.  In  England,  when 
they  had  attempted  to  impose  a  maximum 
rate,  they  had  taken  the  average  of  seven 
years,  but  they  acted  difibrently  in  the 
case  of  Ireland.  In  England,  a  maximum 
rate  was  found  in  its  operation  to  be  so 
absurd,  that  in  1812  they  had  been  ob- 
liged to  abandon  it  altogether ;  and  yet, 
after  their  own  experience  of  its  absurdity, 
they  attempted  to  introduce  it  in  Ireland. 
They  were  legislating  upon  the  principle 
of  a  maximum  rate,  and  yet  they  did  not 
know  whether  that  maximum  should  vary, 
in  particular  districts,  from  lOs.  to  5s, ,  or 
even  in  some  cases  to  2a.  Qd,  That  was, 
in  his  opinion,  an  absurdity,  for  they  were 
not  carrying  out  their  own  principle,  since 
in  some  districts  they  might  add,  particu- 
larly in  some  distressed  districts,  such,  for 
instance,  as  the  districts  in  Connaught, 
they  might  be  adding  5«.  6d,  more  than  in 
other  districts,  and  they  might,  in  some 
cases,  bring  it  up  even  to  the  extent  of 
I5s.  or  16^.,  or,  indeed,  to  any  amount. 
And  yet  they  said  that  the  amount  was 
fixed,  and  that  the  purchaser  had  an  as- 
surance that  the  maximum  rate  would  not 
be  exceeded.  But  how  did  they  intend  to 
proceed  ?  He  objected  to  the  principle 
of  the  maximum  rate  entirely,  because  of 
its  unjust  operation,  and  also  because  it 
was  in  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the 
English  poor-law,  and  further,  because 
its  operation  would  be  different  in  different 
districts,  where  the  valuation  must  neccs- 
tarilj  be  different.    He  maintamed  that 


any  such  law  was  a  delusion,  and  eonirarj 
to  their  own  poor-law,  and  he  did,  there- 
fore, hope  that  they  would  not  pass  any 
such  law.  The  maximum  rate  was  a  fal- 
lacy, and  by  adopting  it  they  were  perpe- 
trating a  delusion  upon  the  country,  and 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  such 
a  proposition  were  made  with  regard  to 
England,  they  would  at  once  reject  it;  and 
he  asked  them,  therefore,  how  they  could 
attempt  to  pass  such  a  law  with  respect  to 
Ireland  ? 

Earl  FORTE SCUE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  correct  in  his  statement  with 
respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee. Upon  the  proceedings  which  took 
place  before  the  Committee,  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  entitled  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion to  which  he  had  arrived.  The 
noble  Lord  was  wrong  when  he  said  that 
the  rate  in  aid  had  found  no  defenders  in 
the  Committee,  although  general  diaaent 
was  certainly  expressed  from  it.  The  fact 
was,  that  there  was  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  maximum  rate, 
and,  in  consequence,  it  was  found  expedi- 
ent to  withdraw  the  resolution,  from  a  ge- 
neral feeling  to  consult  the  feelings  of  the 
Committee. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  he  op- 
posed  the  general  principle  of  a  maximnm  m 
Committee  because  he  thought  it  irreconcil- 
able with  the  principle  of  a  peor-law^  but 
now  that  the  House  of  Commons,  who  were 
the  guardians  of  the  public  purse,  had  sent 
up  the  Bill  with  a  maximum,  it  was  a  ^rtoil 
admission  that  in  case  the  maximnm  was 
not  sufficient,  they  would  supply  any  de- 
ficiency that  might  arise.  The  matter, 
therefore,  stood  differently  before  the 
House  from  what  it  did  when  before  the 
Committee.  But  it  was  said,  that  a  mau- 
mum  would  induce  persons  to  purchase 
property  in  Ireland.  They  should  first 
get  over  the  difficulty  of  procuring  pur- 
chasers. The  great  argument  was,  thai  it 
would  induce  persons  to  purchase.  He 
believed,  as  the  BiU  was  framed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  it  would  have 
worked;  but  when  he  came  to  look  at  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood,  instead  of  holding 
out  any  such  inducement,  it  was  the 
most  complete  deception  to  say  that  it 
would  have  any  such  effect.  Now,  sup- 
pose a  purchaser  came,  would  he  not  con- 
sider that  besides  the  maximum  of  St., 
there  is  the  union  rating  of  2«.,  and  the 
6d,  rate  in  aid  for  two  years  ?  But  that 
is  not  all.  They  had  heard  a  great  deil 
of  the  city  of  London  hecemmg  pnnibaien 
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in  the  weit  of  Ireland.  He  would  not  then 
consider  what  the  effect  of  an  absentee 
proprietary  was,  although  he  knew  some- 
thing of  its  working  in  his  part  of  Ireland. 
He  thought  that  the  blessings  conferred  by 
the  London  companies,  where  they  posses- 
sed property,  had  been  wonderfully  exagge- 
rate. Supposing  a  purchaser  willing  to  give 
twenty  years'  purchase,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  landlord  would  be  yery  glad  to  dispose 
of  his  land  at  that  price.  But  when  he 
came  to  consider  that  in  addition  to  the 
7 8,  ^d,  rate^  there  was  a  tithe-rent  charge 
And  quit  rents,  besides  the  debts  incurred 
in  the  division — debts  which  in  many  cases 
amounted  to  the  maximum,  and  in  some 
cases  to  more  than  the  maximum — the 
payments  on  account  of  the  new  poor- 
bouses,  and  a  sum  of  2b,  M,  in  the  pound 
for  an  emigration  fund;  what  would  be  his 
position?  What  was  there  left  ?  Why  it 
would  not  amount  to  five  years*  purchase. 
And  yet  this  was  held  out  as  an  induce, 
xnent  to  the  proprietors  of  the  soil,  and  to 
jnonied  persons,  to  come  over  to  Ireland 
to  purchase  property,  in  the  supposition 
of  a  maximum.  Therefore,  if  the  argu- 
xnent  in  favour  of  a  maximum  was  destroy- 
ed, and  if  it  is  found  that  it  violated  every 
principle  of  the  poor-law,  and  had  no  ana- 
logy to  any  law  that  ever  existed  in  Eng- 
land, it  must  be  admitted  that  it  was  to- 
tally deceptive  and  inappropriate.  He 
thought  the  principle  of  the  Bill  vicious, 
and  he  could  not,  therefore,  sanction  it  by 
his  vote.  If  the  first  clause  was  adopted, 
the  union  rate  in  aid  should  not  be  aban- 
doned, but  his  opinion  was  that  both  clauses 
ought  to  be  omitted. 

The  Earl  of  STRADBROKE  thought. 
that  the  effect  of  the  maximum  rate  would 
be  to  increase  pauperism  and  to  diminish 
the  demand  for  labour.  Its  effect  would 
be  this,  that  when  the  next  rate  of  6s, 
was  struck,  no  individual  in  any  electoral 
division  would  think  it  worth  his  while  to 
give  employment  with  the  view  of  dimin- 
ishing the  amount  of  the  rates.  The  land- 
owners would  know  that  when  the  expen- 
diture required  more  than  a  58.  rate,  the 
union  would  have  to  pay  the  28.  rate  in 
aid  to  make  up  the  difference,  so  that  all 
inducement  to  keep  the  people  employed 
would  be  taken  away.  The  fact  was,  that 
the  Government  by  such  a  Bill  were  doing 
all  they  could  to  discourage  .employment. 
The  theoretical  principle  of  large  areas  of 
taxation  in  Ireland,  as  laid  down  in  it, 
waa  erroneous  and  unjust,  and  the  nearer 
tbey  approached  the  plan  of  the  English 


poor-law  the  better  it  would  be  for  Ire* 
land. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said  tbat,  after  having  listened  most  at* 
tentively  to  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  spoken  against  the  measure, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  objections  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  behind  him 
(the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  were  the  least  pow- 
erful of  any.  For  he,  far  from  opposing 
the  principle  of  a  maximum  rate,  had  said 
that  if  it  were  a  real  maximum  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  establish  he  would  support 
it ;  but  as  it  was  a  delusive  and  not  a  real 
one,  he  would  oppose  it.  It  was  a  mere 
cavil,  then,  at  the  manner  in  which  the 
Bill  was  arranged,  and  not  an  objection 
upon  a  broad  principle.  But  there  were 
some  two  or  three  objections  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  first  clause,  to  which  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  reply.  In  the  first  place,  the 
noble  Lord  had  objected  to  the  plan  con* 
tained  in  the  Bill  for  establishing  a  maxi- 
mum rate,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House.  But  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde)  never  knew  that 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  desired 
to  have  the  advice  or  the  assistance  of  a 
Select  Committee,  they  were  to  be  consi- 
dered as  delegating  to  such  Committee  the 
functions  of  the  House.  He  could  remind 
his  noble  Friend  of  cases,  and  particularly 
of  one  case,  in  which  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Monteagle)  and  himself  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde)  had  sat  upon  a  Com- 
mittee, and  their  Lordships'  House  had 
not  thought  fit,  he  was  happy  to  say,  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  that  Committee;  and  he  was 
sure  that  his  noble  Friend  was,  as  well  as 
he  himself,  very  glad  that  the  House  did 
not  adopt  the  suggestions  of  the  majority 
of  the  Committee  upon  the  very  important 
subject  to  which  he  alluded.  But  if  the 
House  were  to  be  bound  by  the  opinions 
of  the  Committee,  probably  his  noble 
Friend  would  contend  that  the  Committee 
should  be  considered  to  be  bound  by  the 
opinion  and  evidence  of  the  witnesses  pro- 
duced and  examined  before  them.  Now, 
an  immense  majority  of  the  witnesses  called 
before  the  Poor  Law  Committee  considered 
that  the  establishment  of  a  maximum  rate 
would  have  a  most  beneficial  effect  upon 
the  property  of  Ireland.  They  considered 
that  it  would  raise  the  value  of  landed 
property  in  the  market ;  although  at  the 
same  time  he  was  ready  to  admit,  some  of 
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them  said  that  they  considered  the  adop- 
tion of  a  maximum  rate  would  have  a  per- 
nicious effect  as  regarded  the  operation  of 
the  poor-law.  But  he  also  admitted  that 
it  was  intended  by  the  establishment  of 
the  maximum  rate  to  raise  the  marketable 
value  of  the  land,  and  in  making  that 
admission  he  should  add  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  delude  purchasers.  Its  inten- 
tion was  to  be  then  known — the  exact  lia- 
bilities which  they  would  have  to  undertake. 
As  to  the  next  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend,  that  it  was  unlike  the  English 
poor-law,  it  undoubtedly  was  altogether 
unlike  it,  for  it  was  designed  for  an  en- 
tirely different  state  of  things.  His  noble 
Friend  himself,  when  enacting  the  poor- 
law  for  Ireland,  did  not  take  the  English 
poor-law  as  his  model.  On  the  contrary, 
he  urged  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
countries  were  so  entirely  different,  that 
different  principles  should  be  applied  to 
them.  As  to  the  cases  referred  to  by  way 
of  precedent  by  his  noble  Friend,  in  which 
a  maximum  rate  had  been  fixed  in  certain 
English  poor-law  unions,  he  had  only  to 
say  that  there  being  no  similarity  been  the 
circumstances,  the  cases  were  not  analo- 
gous ;  and  there  was,  therefore,  not  the 
slightest  weight  to  be  attached  to  any  ob- 
jection founded  upon  such  grounds.  His 
noble  Friend's  next  objection  was  founded 
upon  the  valuation,  which  differed  so  very 
much  in  various  parts  of  the  country.  No 
doubt  it  was  a  great  objection,  and  it  was 
a  great  pity  that  there  was  not  a  uniform 
valuation.  But  the  Government  was  en- 
deavouring, as  far  as  possible,  to  remove 
the  objection  and  establish  a  uniform  valu- 
ation. As  to  the  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend,  that  that  which  the  Government 
had  alleged  to  be  their  object  (namely, 
the  enabling  of  purchasers  to  ascertain  the 
exact  amount  of  liability  which  they  were 
about  to  incur),  would  not  and  could  not 
be  attained,  he  should  observe,  that  it  was 
impossible  that  any  great  amount  of  land 
could  be  sold  before  the  29th  of  Septem- 
ber next  ;  and  if  his  noble  Friend  would 
only  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  Bill, 
he  would  perceive  that  the  rating  reserved 
for  account  of  debts  contracted  upon  the 
unions,  referred  only  to  debts  that  should 
be  contracted  before  the  29th  of  Sep- 
tember next ;  so  that  there  must  be  an 
ascertainable  maximum.  lie  knew  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  say,  **  Oh,  but  there 
is  your  emigration-rate  clause."  Yes,  but 
that  was  only  to  be  a  future  arrangement 
to  be  made  by  the  boards  of  guardians  I 


themselves,  and  to  be  afterwards  Banction- 
ed  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissions.  So 
that,  he  repeated  it,  any  man  could  ascer- 
tain the  actual  amount  to  which  the  land 
he  was  about  to  purchase  was  rated.  As 
to  the  removal  of  individual  respoDsibilitj, 
and  the  carelessness  that  might  ensae 
about  enforcing  the  collection  of  the  rates, 
or  keeping  the  poor  employed,  when  par- 
ties would  know  that  beyond  the  fixed 
established  rate  no  more  could  be  levied 
within  the  year,  he  begged  to  remind  noble 
Lords  that  it  was  the  guardians,  not  of  the 
electoral  divisions,  but  of  the  entire  unions, 
who  would  have  the  enforcing  of  the  rate 
in  aid  ;  and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
they  would  not  make  every  exertion  to 
recover,  in  the  first  instance,  all  the  rates 
that  were  due  in  any  electoral  division,  be- 
fore they  burdened  themselves  with  the 
additional  rate.  In  any  case  the  Bill  would 
not  make  matters  worae  than  they  were  at 
present,  even  if  it  would  not  make  them 
better  ;  but  it  would  be  more  attractive  to 
purchasers,  as  enabling  them  to'  ascertain 
their  liabilities. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Wicklow)  seemed  to  think  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  by  sending  up  that  Bill,  had 
given  a  tacit  promise  of  their  intention  to 
make  good  any  deficiency  that  might  arise 
in  the  maximum  established  by  them  for 
the  support  of  the  poor  in  Ireland.  He 
was  sure  that  their  Lordships'  House  was 
paved — carpeted  he  should  say — with  good 
intentions,  and  he  was  equally  sure  that 
the  other  House  was  likewise  floored  with 
good  intentions ;  but  he  wished  they  had 
had  a  larger  audience  of  Members  of  the 
other  House  at  their  bar  during  his  noble 
Friend's  speech,  that  they  might  have 
formed  some  judgment  from  the  expression 
of  their  countenances  as  to  the  chance 
there  was  of  his  noble  Friend's  promise 
being  realised.  The  Bill  was  entitled  a 
Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  as  a  poor  relief  Bill  they  should 
consider  it.  But  any  one  listening  to  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  would  think  that  it  was  rather  a 
Bill  to  improve  the  value  of  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland — that  it  was  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  land  of  Ireland  to  find  pur- 
chasers, lie  could  understand  that  there 
were  cases  in  which  a  maximum  rate  might 
be  established,  such  as  in  highway  and 
church  rates.  But  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships, as  English  and  Irish  gentlemmi, 
which  was  the  highest  title  by  which  he 
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could  address  them,  whether,  if  they  were 
to  afErm  this  proposition  of  a  maximum 
poor-rate,  they  would  not  he  enacting  that 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland  should  starve, 
if  this  5s.  f  or  75.,  or  105.,  or  even  205. 
rate  were  not  sufficient  to  maintain  them  ? 
He  knew  that  such  was  not  the  meaning 
or  intention  of  the  Bill;  but  if  it  were 
rigorously  and  literally  carried  into  effect, 
he  asked,  would  not  that  he  its  meaning  ? 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  mean 
to  limit  them  to  a  rate  of  5s, ;  then  surely 
he  was  justified  in  saying  that  it  was  a 
delusion.  If  the  House  of  Commons  had 
said  that  they  intended  to  provide  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  out  of  the 
national  fund,  should  the  maximum  which 
they  fixed  be  found  insufficient,  he  might 
be  prepared,  for  his  part,  to  say  that  a 
maximum  of  local  rate  in  Ireland  might 
be  established.  But  until  they  made  such 
a  declaration — until  he  had  some  better 
security  for  the  support  of  the  poor  (if  the 
maximum  should  prove  insufficient)  than  the 
sanguine  hopes  of  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him,  he  cotdd  not  give  his  consent  to  a 
clause,  the  correlative  sentence  of  which  was 
the  declaration  that  so  many  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  each  electoral  division — so  many  of 
the  inhabitants  of  each  poor-law  union — 
so  many  of  the  population  of  Ireland — 
should  perish  of  starvation  as  could  not  be 
maintained  upon  a  maximum  rate  of  5s. 
in  the  pound.  Feeling  that  such  was  a 
correct  description  of  the  tendency  of  the 
clause,  his  vote  should  undoubtedly  be 
given  for  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle). 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
that  to  the  fourfold  objections  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle),  he  should  reply, 
first,  with  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the 
witnesses  produced  before  the  Committee, 
that  almost  all  of  those  whom  he  had  heard 
had  stated  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  im- 
position of  a  maximum  rate  would  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  investment  of 
capital  in  land  in  Ireland.  And  then  he 
should  take  leave  to  observe  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken,  had  not,  in  his 
opinion,  correctly  stated  the  meaning  and 
effect  of  the  Bill.  Because,  although 
its  immediate  effect  was  no  doubt  intended 
to  be  the  facilitating  the  transference  of 
land,  yet,  in  so  doing,  it  would  necessarily 
cause  the  introduction  of  fresh  capital — of 
proprietors  who  would  lay  out  money  in 
improvements;  and  consequently  it  would 
lead  directly  to  the  extension  of  employ- 
ment amongst  the  labouring  poor.     His 
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noble  Friend  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  com- 
plained of  the  valuation  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  had  argued  that  the  pressure  would  be 
most  unfair  in  some  districts  in  conse- 
quence. But  the  valuation  to  the  poor- 
rate  was  in  most  instances  20  or  25  per 
cent  below  the  actual  value,  and  in  very 
few  was  it  equal  to  it,  so  that  the  hardship 
was  by  no  means  so  great  as  it  appeared 
at  first  sight.  But  when  the  revaluation 
should  be  effected,  those  iiTegularities 
would  be  as  far  as  possible  removed.  As 
to  the  great  objection  of  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  5s.  maximum  was  wholly  empiri- 
cal, he  should  say  that  in  the  year  1848, 
which  was  one  of  very  great  depression,  of 
131  unions,  in  not  more  than  25  did  the 
rates  exceed  5s.  in  the  pound,  and  in  not 
more  than  10  did  they  exceed  75.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  think  it  fair  to  charge  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  with  being 
of  an  empirical  nature.  He  felt  the  diffi- 
culty, undoubtedly,  of  fixing  a  maximum 
when  the  question  was  one  of  starvation. 
But  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  House  of 
Commons  would  take  upon  itself  most 
willingly  to  supply  any  deficiency  that 
might  occur  in  providing  for  the  wants  of 
the  Irish  poor,  when  proof  was  given  that 
the  Irish  people  had  themselves  made  every 
possible  exertion  to  meet  the  calamity. 
And  although  he  did  not  approve  of  the 
clause  altogether,  he  did  not  wish  to  take 
upon  himself  to  reject  it,  or  refuse  his 
sanction  to  it  after  the  House  of  Commons 
had  expressed  their  approbation  of  it. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  his  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  was  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impracticable.  The  moment  the 
5s.  rate  should  be  made,  the  parties  would 
sit  down  with  their  hands  folded.  The 
power  of  levying  the  additional  2s.  rate  in 
aid  would  not  arise  until  it  had  been  shown 
that  the  5s.  rate  for  the  past  year  was  in- 
sufficient. The  electoral  divisions  having 
levied  the  5s.  rate,  would  have  as  much  of 
it  as  they  could  collect.  Meantime  the  ex- 
penditure would  go  on  for  twelve  months, 
or  may  be  a  little  beyond,  the  contractors 
supplying  what  was  required  before  the 
commissioners  could  give  their  sanction  to 
the  laying  on  of  the  25.  rate.  Well,  then, 
either  the  affairs  of  the  union  must  stop 
short  for  want  of  funds,  or  go  on  upon 
credit;  and  he  left  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  if  they 
could.  As  to  keeping  the  debts  within 
certain  bounds,  if  they  did  not  check  the 
allowance  to  the  poor,  they  could  not  do  it. 
They  must  either  go  on  upon  absolute  cre- 
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them  said  that  thej  considered  the  adop- 
tion of  a  maximum  rate  would  have  a  per- 
nicious effect  as  regarded  the  operation  of 
the  poor-law.  But  he  also  admitted  that 
it  was  intended  by  the  establishment  of 
the  maximum  rate  to  raise  the  marketable 
value  of  the  land,  and  in  making  that 
admission  he  should  add  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  delude  purchasers.  Its  inten- 
tion was  to  be  then  known — the  exact  lia- 
bilities which  they  would  have  to  undertake. 
As  to  the  next  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend,  that  it  was  unlike  the  English 
poor-law,  it  undoubtedly  was  altogether 
unlike  it,  for  it  was  designed  for  an  en- 
tirely different  state  of  things.  His  noble 
Friend  himself,  when  enacting  the  poor- 
law  for  Ireland,  did  not  take  the  English 
poor-law  as  his  model.  On  the  contrary, 
he  urged  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
countries  were  so  entirely  different,  that 
different  principles  should  be  applied  to 
them.  As  to  the  cases  referred  to  by  way 
of  precedent  by  his  noble  Friend,  in  which 
a  maximum  rate  had  been  fixed  in  certain 
English  poor-law  unions,  he  had  only  to 
say  that  there  being  no  similarity  been  the 
circumstances,  the  cases  were  not  analo- 
gous ;  and  there  was,  therefore,  not  the 
slightest  weight  to  be  attached  to  any  ob- 
jection founded  upon  such  grounds.  His 
noble  Friend's  next  objection  was  founded 
upon  the  valuation,  which  differed  so  very 
much  in  various  parts  of  the  country.  No 
doubt  it  was  a  great  objection,  and  it  was 
a  great  pity  that  there  was  not  a  uniform 
valuation.  But  the  Government  was  en- 
deavouring, as  far  as  possible,  to  remove 
the  objection  and  establish  a  uniform  valu- 
ation. As  to  the  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend,  that  that  which  the  Government 
had  alleged  to  be  their  object  (namely, 
the  enabling  of  purchasers  to  ascertain  the 
exact  amount  of  liability  which  they  were 
about  to  incur),  would  not  and  could  not 
be  attained,  he  should  observe,  that  it  was 
impossible  that  any  great  amount  of  land 
could  be  sold  before  the  29th  of  Septem- 
ber next  ;  and  if  his  noble  Friend  would 
only  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  Bill, 
he  would  perceive  that  the  rating  reserved 
for  account  of  debts  contracted  upon  the 
imions,  referred  only  to  debts  that  should 
be  contracted  before  the  29th  of  Sep- 
tember next ;  so  that  there  must  be  an 
ascertainable  maximum.  He  knew  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  say,  **  Oh,  but  there 
is  your  emigration-rate  clause.'*  Yes,  but 
that  was  only  to  be  a  future  arrangement 
to  be  made  by  the  boards  of  guardians 


themselves,  and  to  be  afterwards  sanction- 
ed by  the  Poor  Law  Commissions.  So 
that,  he  repeated  it,  any  man  could  ascer- 
tain the  actual  amount  to  which  the  land 
he  was  about  to  purchase  was  rated.  As 
to  the  removal  of  individual  responsibility, 
and  the  carelessness  that  might  ensne 
about  enforcing  the  collection  of  the  rates, 
or  keeping  the  poor  employed,  when  par- 
ties would  know  that  beyond  the  fixed 
established  rate  no  more  could  be  levied 
within  the  year,  ho  begged  to  remind  noble 
Lords  that  it  was  the  guardians,  not  of  the 
electoral  divisions,  but  of  the  entire  unions, 
who  would  have  the  enforcing  of  the  rate 
in  aid  ;  and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
they  would  not  make  every  exertion  to 
recover,  in  the  first  instance,  all  the  rates 
that  were  due  in  any  electoral  division,  be- 
fore they  burdened  themselves  with  the 
additional  rate.  In  any  case  the  Bill  would 
not  make  matters  woi-se  than  they  were  at 
present,  even  if  it  would  not  make  them 
better  ;  but  it  would  bo  more  attractive  to 
purchasers,  as  enabling  them  to'  ascertain 
their  liabilities. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Wicklow)  seemed  to  think  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  by  sending  up  that  Bill,  had 
given  a  tacit  promise  of  their  intention  to 
make  good  any  deficiency  that  might  arise 
in  the  maximum  established  by  them  for 
the  support  of  the  poor  in  Ireland.  He 
was  sure  that  their  Lordships'  Honse  was 
paved — carpeted  he  should  say — with  good 
intentions,  and  he  was  equally  sure  that 
the  other  House  was  likewise  floored  with 
good  intentions  ;  but  he  wished  they  had 
had  a  larger  audience  of  Members  of  the 
other  House  at  their  bar  during  his  noble 
Friend's  speech,  that  they  might  have 
formed  some  judgment  from  the  expression 
of  their  countenances  as  to  the  chance 
there  was  of  his  noble  Friend's  promise 
being  realised.  The  Bill  was  entitled  & 
Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  as  a  poor  relief  Bill  they  should 
consider  it.  But  any  one  listening  to  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  would  think  that  it  was  rather  & 
Bill  to  improve  the  value  of  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland — that  it  was  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  land  of  Ireland  to  find  pur- 
chasers. He  could  understand  that  there 
were  cases  in  which  a  maximum  rate  might 
be  establishied,  such  as  in  highway  and 
church  rates.  But  he  asked  t^eir  Lord- 
ships, as  English  and  Irish  gentlemen, 
which  was  the  highest  title  by  whieh  he 
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could  address  them,  whether,  if  they  were 
to  afErm  this  proposition  of  a  maximum 
poor-rate,  they  would  not  he  enacting  that 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland  should  starve, 
if  this  6s,,  or  7s.,  or  10^.,  or  even  20s. 
rate  were  not  sufficient  to  maintain  them  ? 
He  knew  that  such  was  not  the  meaning 
or  intention  of  the  Bill;  but  if  it  were 
rigorously  and  literally  carried  into  effect, 
he  asked,  would  not  that  be  its  meaning  ? 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  mean 
to  limit  them  to  a  rate  of  6s. ;  then  surely 
he  was  justified  in  saying  that  it  was  a 
delusion.  If  the  House  of  Commons  had 
said  that  they  intended  to  provide  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  out  of  the 
national  fund,  should  the  maximum  which 
they  fixed  he  found  insufficient,  he  might 
be  prepared,  for  his  part,  to  say  that  a 
maximum  of  local  rate  in  Ireland  might 
be  established.  But  until  they  made  such 
a  declaration — until  he  had  some  better 
security  for  the  support  of  the  poor  (if  the 
maximum  should  prove  insufficient)  than  the 
sanguine  hopes  of  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him,  he  could  not  give  his  consent  to  a 
clause,  the  correlative  sentence  of  which  was 
the  declaration  that  so  many  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  each  electoral  division — so  many  of 
the  inhabitants  of  each  poor-law  union — 
so  many  of  the  population  of  Ireland — 
should  perish  of  starvation  as  could  not  be 
maintained  upon  a  maximum  rate  of  5s, 
in  the  pound.  Feeling  that  such  was  a 
correct  description  of  the  tendency  of  the 
clause,  his  vote  should  undoubtedly  be 
given  for  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle). 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
that  to  the  fourfold  objections  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle),  he  should  reply, 
first,  with  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the 
witnesses  produced  before  the  Committee, 
that  almost  all  of  those  whom  he  had  heard 
had  stated  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  im- 
position of  a  maximum  rate  would  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  investment  of 
capital  in  land  in  Ireland.  And  then  he 
should  take  leave  to  observe  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken,  had  not,  in  his 
opinion,  correctly  stated  the  meaning  and 
effect  of  the  Bill.  Because,  although 
its  immediate  effect  was  no  doubt  intended 
to  be  the  facihtating  the  transference  of 
land,  yet,  in  so  doing,  it  would  necessarily 
cause  the  introduction  of  fresh  capital — of 
proprietors  who  would  lay  out  money  in 
improvements;  and  consequently  it  would 
lead  directly  to  the  extension  of  employ- 
ment amongst  the  labouring  poor.     His 
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noble  Fnend  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  com- 
plained of  the  valuation  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  had  argued  that  the  pressure  would  be 
most  unfair  in  some  districts  in  conse- 
quence. But  the  valuation  to  the  poor- 
rate  was  in  most  instances  20  or  25  per 
cent  below  the  actual  value,  and  in  very 
few  was  it  equal  to  it,  so  that  the  hardship 
was  by  no  means  so  great  as  it  appeared 
at  first  sight.  But  when  the  revaluation 
shoidd  be  effected,  those  iiTcgularities 
would  be  as  far  as  possible  removed.  As 
to  the  great  objection  of  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  5s,  maximum  was  wholly  empiri- 
cal, he  should  say  that  in  the  year  1848, 
which  was  one  of  very  great  depression,  of 
131  unions,  in  not  more  than  25  did  the 
rates  exceed  5s,  in  the  pound,  and  in  not 
more  than  10  did  they  exceed  75.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  think  it  fair  to  charge  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  with  being 
of  an  empirical  nature.  He  felt  the  diffi- 
culty, undoubtedly,  of  fixing  a  maximum 
when  the  question  was  one  of  starvation. 
But  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  House  of 
Commons  would  take  upon  itself  most 
willingly  to  supply  any  deficiency  that 
might  occur  in  providing  for  the  wants  of 
the  Irish  poor,  when  proof  was  given  that 
the  Irish  people  had  themselves  made  every 
possible  exertion  to  meet  the  calamity. 
And  although  he  did  not  approve  of  the 
clause  altogether,  he  did  not  wish  to  take 
upon  himself  to  reject  it,  or  refuse  his 
sanction  to  it  after  the  House  of  Commons 
had  expressed  their  approbation  of  it. 

Lord  REDES  DALE  said,  that  his  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  was  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impracticable.  The  moment  the 
5s.  rate  should  be  made,  the  parties  would 
sit  down  with  their  hands  folded.  The 
power  of  levying  the  additional  2s.  rate  in 
aid  would  not  arise  until  it  had  been  shown 
that  the  5s,  rate  for  the  past  year  was  in- 
sufficient. The  electoral  divisions  having 
levied  the  5s.  rate,  would  have  as  much  of 
it  as  they  could  collect.  Meantime  the  ex- 
penditure would  go  on  for  twelve  months, 
or  may  be  a  little  beyond,  the  contractors 
supplying  what  was  required  before  the 
commissioners  could  give  their  sanction  to 
the  laying  on  of  the  2^.  rate.  Well,  then, 
either  the  affairs  of  the  union  must  stop 
short  for  want  of  funds,  or  go  on  upon 
credit;  and  he  left  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  if  they 
could.  As  to  keeping  the  debts  within 
certain  bounds,  if  they  did  not  check  the 
allowance  to  the  poor,  they  could  not  do  it. 
They  must  either  go  on  upon  absolute  cre- 
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dit,  or  stop  short  when  their  fands  were 
exhausted.  Next,  the  clause  itself  was  an 
absurdity.  It  provided  for  commencing 
operations  on  the  29th  of  September;  but 
the  year  began  on  the  25th  of  March,  so  \ 
that  they  would  have  a  6s,  rate  for  two 
quarters.  It  might  be  said  that  that  was 
not  intended — that  2s,  6d.  only  was  to  be 
raised.  Well,  even  in  that  case  2s,  6d, 
would  be  taken  for  the  two  winter  months; 
but  there  really  was  no  limitation  in  the 
Bill.  Therefore,  the  clause  was  literally 
contrary  to  the  principles  that  it  pretended 
to  lay  down. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  had  arrived,  as 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  which  had 
reported  on  this  subject  to  their  Lordships, 
at  the  conclusion  founded  on  the  informa- 
tion given  before  it,  that  the  expectations 
based  upon  this  clause  of  facilitating  the 
investment  of  capital  in  the  purchase  of 
landed  estates  within  the  electoral  divi- 
sions, comprising  many  pf  the  most  dis- 
tressed unions  in  Ireland,  were  not  likely 
to  be  fulfilled  or  carried  out.  He  would, 
at  the  same  time,  fairly  own  that  when  he 
heard  the  proposition  for  this  maximum 
rate  first  suggested,  it  did  seem  to  him 
likely  to  prove  a  valuable  one;  and  he 
might  still  be  disposed  to  think  so,  if  it 
could  have  been  demonstrated  that  under 
the  operation  of  such  a  clause,  any  capitalist 
might  purchase  landed  property  in  those 
districts  of  Ireland  without  any  great  in- 
crease of  liabilities  beyond  the  scale  as- 
sessed on  account  of  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
But  he  now  felt,  on  further  information  and 
further  consideration,  in  common  with  se- 
veral noble  Peers  who  had  already  ad- 
dressed their  Lordships,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  yet  in  a  con- 
dition to  show  that  this  maximum  rate, 
assuming  it  to  have  received  the  sanction 
of  Parliament,  would  meet  the  exigencies 
of  the  case  for  which  it  had  been  devised. 
He  believed  that  Government  were  not  in 
a  condition  to  give  the  Committee  any  as- 
surance that,  in  the  event  of  this  clause 
being  acceded  to,  the  maximum  rate  pro- 
posed would  realise  sufficient  funds  to 
make  good  any  deficiency  that  might  mean- 
while or  hereafter  arise.  What  was  it 
which  they  were  now  coming  forward  to 
do  ?  He  (Lord  Whamcliffe)  could  not  be- 
Uevc  that,  in  the  event  of  the  maximum 
rate  they  were  going  to  enforce  not  prov- 
ing sufficient  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  intended,  the  unfortunate  poor  people 
were  to  be  left,  therefore,  to  starve.  But 
how  was  it  meant  to  raise  the  necessary 


funds  in  excess  of  what  was  now  brought 
forward  as  a  maximum  ?  He  perfectly 
believed  that  the  object  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  in  framing  this  measure  was  to 
induce  capitalists  to  invest  their  money, 
their  talents,  their  energy  and  enterprise 
in  the  purchase  and  improrement  of  lands 
in  Ireland.  But  he  could  not  see  how  the 
enactments  it  contained  were  calenlated  to 
accomplish  so  desirable  an  object.  With 
regard  to  the  maximum  rate  itself  there 
were  two  conditions  required  to  entitle  it 
to  the  sanction  of  that  House :  the  first, 
that  it  should  be  sufficient  for  the  object 
contemplated  by  it ;  the  second,  that  it 
should  admit  of  being  carried  out  into 
practical  working  without  operating  any 
considerable  degree  of  injustice  for  the  at- 
tainment of  that  object.  Now,  he  was 
quite  satisfied  that  it  would  be  found  to 
operate  very  considerable  injustice  to  indi- 
viduals in  respect  of  their  property.  It 
had  been  argued  that  as  to  this  object,  by 
exacting  a  maximum  rate  of  5$,  in  the 
pound,  beyond  which  no  further  rate  should 
be  chargeable  on  the  property  paying  it 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  you  must  be 
raising  in  the  electoral  divisions  oompria- 
ing  the  poor-law  unions  on  which  this 
maximum  would  become  chargeable  the 
value  of  estates,  in  so  far  as  yon  would 
have  assigned  a  limit  to  the  possible  in- 
cumbrance on  them  in  this  respeei.  And 
this  was  true.  But  noble  Loi^s  oppoaite 
seemed  to  forget,  whilst  they  advanced 
this  argument,  that  by  the  mere  fiEUSt  of 
imposing  a  maximum  rate  on  such  property 
to  the  amount  proposed,  tiiey  diminished« 
pro  tanto,  as  matter  of  course,  the  value  of 
property  throughout  such  elecUwal  diri- 
sions.  Take  the  case  of  two  electonil 
divisions,  one  at  each  extremity  <^  one  of 
these  unions,  and  one  of  such  deetoral 
divisions  in  a  state  of  insolvency.  Upon 
the  soundest  principles  recognised  in  the 
working  of  the  poor-law  in  England,  that 
part  of  the  union  more  immediately  ad- 
jacent to  the  electoral  division  whose  af- 
fairs had  been  allowed  to  decline  into  so 
bad  a  state,  would  be  chargeable  with  the 
great  bulk  of  the  deficiency  of  means,  and 
of  the  consequent  excess  of  charge  to  be 
met.  But,  under  a  general  maximum  rate 
of  the  kind  now  called  for,  the  union  lands 
most  distant  from  such  insolvent  electoral 
district — twenty  miles  separated  from  it, 
perhaps— on  account  of  the  enonnoos  area 
of  some  of  these  Irish  unions — ^wonld  be 
rendered  liable  to  this  additional 
in  excess  of  its  own  contrilratiiHia, 
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after  their  legitimate  application  to  the 
relief  of  their  poor,  and  the  diminution  of 
the  amount  of  pauperism  within  their 
limits.  Let  their  Lordships  consider  but 
for  a  moment  the  extreme  injustice  with 
which  such  a  rate  would  operate  in  this 
case;  a  case  which  had  been  most  forcibly 
put  bj  a  yerj  intelligent  witness  examined 
before  their  Lordships'  Committee — Mr. 
Gulston.  But  he  (Lord  Whamcliffe)  ob- 
jected to  the  clause  now  before  them,  on 
principle.  He  would  much  rather  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  bring  forward 
some  large  and  comprehensive  measure  of 
remedial  relief  for  the  fearful  condition  of 
things  admitted  to  exist  in  these  unions — 
on  propounding  which,  they  might  find  it 
possible  to  avail  themselves  of  some  na- 
tural elements  of  amelioration  that  were 
probably  now  in  progress— or,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  extent  of  relief  now  applied  for 
should  be  granted  under  some  different 
form  and  by  some  other  means  than  those 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  indeed  admitted  that 
in  proposing  remedies  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested in  the  clause  now  before  them,  and 
the  succeeding  one,  he  could  not  so  far 
justify  them  as  to  say  that  they  were  of  a 
character  that  entitled  them  to  be  recog- 
nised as  embodying  principles  calculated 
for  measures  of  permanent  legislation ;  but 
that  himself  and  his  Colleagues  had  sub- 
mitted them  rather  as  temporary  measures 
demanded  by  the  serious  exigency  of  very 
extensive  and  immediate  evils.  Now,  he 
(Lord  Whamcliffe)  cautioned  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  be  deluded  by  the  impression 
that  admission  was  calculated  to  raise  in 
their  minds.  It  was  idle  to  suppose  that 
to  the  capitalist,  for  example,  who  might 
be  induced  to  purchase  a  landed  estate  in 
Ireland,  on  the  faith  of  its  beiog  free  from 
all  liability  to  any  higher  rate  than  this 
maximum,  the  Government  would  here- 
after urge  any  plea  of  necessity  to  excuse 
the  imposition  of  some  increase  of  its  bur- 
dens. That  party  would  have  a  right  to 
turn  round  and  say  he  had  been  assured 
he  would  have  to  pay  a  fixed  amount  of  rate, 
but  their  Lordships  had  not  kept  their  faith 
with  him.  The  clause  appeared  to  him 
(Lord  Whamcliffe)  objectionable  in  the 
highest  degree ;  he  thought  Parliament 
ought  not  to  be  induced,  by  considering 
a  state  of  things  which  he  hoped  was  the 
exception  rather  than  the  rule,  and  would 
be  amended  from  day  to  day,  to  pass  a 
clause  which  he  thought  would  lead  to  the 
worst  possible  results. 


The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
before  this  question  came  to  its  decision, 
he  was  anxious  briefly  to  state  to  their 
Lordships  the  grounds  on  which  he  should 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  two  clauses, 
the  matter  of  which  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  so  much  observation  and  objec- 
tion that  evening.  He  was  anxious  to 
state  to  noble  Lords,  first,  the  induce- 
ments which  had  led  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  to  contemplate  some  present 
change  in  the  form  of  an  amended  poor- 
law  for  Ireland;  secondly,  the  grounds  on 
which  it  proposed  to  engraft  on  the  ex- 
isting poor-law  of  Ireland  a  maximum  rate 
beyond  which  the  poor-rate  for  that  coun- 
try should  not  be  raised  on  its  property. 
The  views  that  had  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  this  subject 
appeared  to  have  been  affirmed  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament;  not  because 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  had  failed 
to  see  the  difficulty  of  applying  sucb  a 
maximum,  or  the  inconvenience  of  apply- 
ing a  new  precedent  of  this  kind,  but  be- 
cause they  saw  that  in  the  present  frightful 
distress  of  Ireland,  this  maximum  rate 
presented  a  present  and  practical  means 
of  in  some  aegree  alleviating  its  present 
pressure,  and  applying  a  remedy  available 
towards  the  prevention  of  its  further  in- 
crease. A  noble  Friend  of  his  (Earl  Fitz- 
william)  had  expressed  in  strong  terms  his 
opposition  to  these  clauses,  and  had  gone 
so  far  as  to  declare  that  he  had  expe- 
rienced great  alarm  on  finding  that  this 
was  altogether  a  Bill  rather  for  facilitat- 
ing the  sale  and  improving  the  value  of 
landed  estates  in  certain  unions  of  Ireland, 
than  one  such  as  he  had  looked  for,  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.  Now 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  should 
have  thought  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
have  been  the  last  man  in  that  House 
not  to  see  that  the  two  objects  which  he 
had  thus  put  in  opposition  the  one  to  the 
other,  were,  in  reality,  perfectly  compatible. 
He  should  have  supposed  that,  of  all  the 
Peers  in  that  House,  his  noble  Friend 
would  have  been  the  most  ready  to  perceive 
and  to  acknowledge  that  with  the  improve- 
ment of  the  land  were  identified  the  best 
and  most  permanent  interests  of  those  who 
cultivated  it;  that  the  welfare  of  the  tenant 
was  identical  with  that  of  the  landlord — 
of  the  owner  with  that  of  the  peasantry 
upon  it.  He  thought  he  should  have  found 
the  noble  Earl  supporting  the  proposition 
on  the  very  ground  that  it  would  enhance 
the  value  of  the  land,  since,  as  he  (the 
02 
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Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  contended,  as  the 
House  must  admit — or  the  noble  Earl 
himself  must  admit  (having  repeatedly 
stated  his  conyiction  before  their  Lordships 
to  that  effect),  that  the  burdens  now  placed 
on  Irish  property  were  crushing  Ireland — 
that  unless  Parliament  could  diminish  this 
pressure,  it  was  in  vain  to  hope  that  they 
could  remedy  the  distress  of  landlord, 
tenant,  cultivator,  and  all  connected  with 
the  land;  in  short,  that  these  burdens  were 
grinding  to  the  dust  and  driving  out  from 
the  soil  the  old  landlords,  and  preventing 
new  ones  from  coming  in  their  place. 
Surely  it  was  to  the  influence  of  capital 
that  they  must  look  for  the  great  remedy 
of  that  distress;  for  if  it  relieved  the  land- 
owner by  facilitating  the  sale  of  his  estates, 
it  must  proportionately  benefit  the  labourer 
and  the  tenant,  who  were  now  equally  in- 
volved in  his  distress.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  asserted  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  separate  these  common  interests. 
If  the  condition  of  the  landlord  was  bet- 
tered, it  must  create  or  enlarge  the  means 
of  employing  labour ;  if  labour  was  em- 
ployed as  extensively  as  possible  by  that 
process,  they  were  making  the  most  un- 
failing advances  towards  raising  the  abject 
condition  and  mitigating  the  cruel  suffer- 
ings of  the  poor  unemployed  peasantry. 
It  had  also  been  said  by  the  noble  Earl 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed,  no  doiibt, 
with  good  intentions  :  but  noble  Lords 
were  reminded  at  the  same  time  that  a 
certain  place  elsewhere  was  paved  with 
similar  materials.  Now,  his  noble  Friend 
had  himself  had  credit  given  him  for  his 
good  intentions,  and  it  was  remarkable  that 
their  constant  fate  had  been  to  be  deemed, 
elsewhere,  too  impracticable  to  admit  of 
being  carried  out.  These  intentions  might 
not  be,  or  they  deserved  not  to  be,  regis- 
tered below;  or  they  might  even  be,  as  his 
noble  Friend  had  wished  them,  recorded  on 
high.  But  his  noble  Friend's  intentions, 
with  regard  to  Ireland  at  least,  which  he 
had  from  time  to  time  propounded  in  that 
House  for  her  benefit  and  pacification,  had 
proved  to  be  such  as  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  each  occasion  had  been  found  not 
prepared  to  carry  into  effect,  and  had  as 
often  rejected.  And  he  would  now  ask 
that  noble  Earl  did  he  mean  that  Ireland 
should  be  left  to  struggle  on  with  its  ac- 
cumulated misery — that  the  Irish  people 
should  be  left  to  struggle  under  all  their 
other  distresses,  with  the  horrors  of  star- 
vation, without  any  other  present  remedy, 
and  until  some  or  other    of    his    noble 


Friend's  propositions  could  be  reduced  into 
practice?  No.  Parhament — the  country, 
were  bound  to  administer  some  available 
relief  in  mitigation  of  the  distress  that  was 
so  overwhelming  in  that  country.  Noble 
Lords  assert  that  that  distress  should  ut- 
terly crush  her,  because  in  the  meanwhile 
the  Government  could  not  undertake  to  tell 
the  House  of  Commons  now  what  might 
hereafter  ensue,  and  whether,  if  this  maxi- 
mum rate  were  passed,  all  further  appli- 
cation  should  be  abandoned  for  the  relief 
of  Ireland  ?  No  man  could  suppose  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  or  Parliament 
could  be  guilty  of  the  inhumanity  of 
leaving  the  poor  of  Ireland  to  perish  from 
extremity  of  want,  should  their  destitution 
unhappily  attain  to  such  a  pitch  as  to  re- 
quire the  more  extensive  aid  and  sympa- 
thy of  their  fellow-men  ;  but  he  asked 
the  House,  and  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Fitzwilliam)  in  particular,  to  remember 
on  what  grounds  two  recent  applica- 
tions for  the  further  relief  of  Irish  distress 
in  the  present  Session  had  met  with  this 
fate,  namely,  that  the  one  had  been  reluc- 
tantly and  tardily  conceded,  the  other 
flatly  refused.  No  man  could  justly  con- 
tend that  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
so  unjust,  so  inhuman,  so  heartless,  as  to 
think  of  leaving  a  distressed  people  to 
perish  from  want  and  misery,  without  the 
manifestation  of  sympathy  for  their  case, 
or  extending  a  helping  hand  to  relieve 
them  from  it.  But  the  desire  of  the 
House  of  Commons  undoubtedly  was  to 
see,  in  the  first  instance,  what  were  tbe 
resources  of  the  country  itself ;  and  what 
these  electoral  divisions  in  Ireland  were 
capable  of  raising  towards  the  further  re- 
lief of  their  poor.  With  an  intention  of 
following  out  the  view  thus  entertained  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  this  maximum 
rate  had  been  proposed.  After  all  which 
some  noble  Lords  had  said  against  such  a 
rate,  it  was  founded  on  the  intelligible 
principle  that  the  value  of  land  would  be 
improved  by  the  certainty  that  the  rates  to 
which  it  would  be  subjected  for  a  given 
purpose,  could  in  no  case  exceed  this  stipu- 
lated maximum.  If  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam)  were  about  to  purchase 
an  estate,  say  for  20,000Z.,  and  pending 
the  negotiation  were  to  discover  that  it 
was  subject  to  a  mortgage  of  2,000{.y  no 
doubt  his  noble  Friend  would  immediately 
say,  •*  I  shall  give  you,  therefore,  only 
I8,000Z.  ;'*  but  he  would  not,  on  account 
of  the  mortgage  so.  ascertained  to  be  al- 
lowed for,  therefore  abandon  the  purchase. 
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The  apprehensions  of  noble  Lords  touching 
the  amount  of  the  embarrassments  of  the 
unions,  and  the  effect  that  the  addition  of 
such  a  burden  as  this  maximum  rate  on 
the  lands  within  these  districts  would  have 
in  reducing  the  value  of  that  property, 
were  very  greatly  exaggerated.  Out  of 
the  1,923  electoral  divisions  into  which 
Ireland  was  apportioned,  328  only  were  in 
debt,  and  not  in  all  of  these  was  the  im- 
position of  this  rate  likely  to  be  called  into 
action.  In  the  greater  part  or  the  whole 
of  these,  the  2s,  rate  might  perhaps  be 
called  for  ;  but  even  in  these  not  the 
whole  of  the  2s.  would  be  required  under 
each  rate.  As  to  the  fears  expressed  on 
the  general  effect  of  the  measure — about 
its  deterring  capitalists  from  investing  in 
purchasing  of  lands  and  so  forth — he  found 
that  taking  the  aggregate  of  the  whole 
liabilities  of  all  the  indebted  unions,  it  did 
not  amount  to  one  half  of  one  year's  valu- 
ation of  the  property.  From  other  returns 
it  appeared  that  in  some  cases — the  pro- 
perties where  the  liabilities  were  very 
heavy  indeed — they  did  not  exceed  3s.  in 
the  pound  ;  in  many  others  not  \s.  3c?. 
The  very  heaviest  of  all  showed  not  above 
6s.  9c?.  to  7s.  in  the  pound  ;  and  this  rate 
applied  to  but  a  very  few  of  these  divi- 
sions. The  most  eminent  and  best  in- 
formed of  the  witnesses  examined  before 
their  Lordships'  Committee  had  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  such  a  maximum  rate 
as  that  now  proposed  for  adoption  was  the 
most  practical  and  expedient  remedy  for 
present  application  to  the  wants  of  Ireland 
in  relation  to  the  working  of  her  poor-law; 
and  he,  therefore,  earnestly  besought  the 
House  not  to  reject  these  clauses  of  a  Bill 
with  which  the  present  and  future  welfare 
of  Ireland  were,  he  was  convinced,  indis- 
solubly  bound  up.  It  was  absolutely  es- 
sential for  the  partial  relief  it  was  now 
sought  to  afford  to  her,  that  noble  Lords 
should  give  their  sanction  to  the  passing 
of  these  clauses. 

Their  Lorships  divided  upon  the  Ques- 
tion that  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill:  — Contents  26;  Not-Con  tents  35: 
Majority  against  the  Clause  9. 

List  of  the  Contents. 
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Courtown 
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Dcsart 
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Kingston 
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Barons. 
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De  Ros 
Downes 
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Ilawarden 
Monteaglo 
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Willoughby  de  Eresby 
Wharncliffe 
Beaumont 


Paired  off. 


FOR. 

Earl  of  Gosford 
Marquess  Conyngham 
Earl  Spencer 
Lord  de  Mauley 
Lord  Foley 
Earl  of  Zetland 
Bishop  of  Worcester 
Marq.  of  Breadalbano 
Lord  Poltimoro 
Lord  Sudeley 
Marquess  of  Winchester 
Archbp.  of  Canterbury 
Earl  of  Effingham 
Earl  of  Leitrim 
Lord  Bateman 
Earl  of  Oxford 
Lord  Milford 
Lord  Lilford 
Lord  Carrington 
Lord  Crewe 
Duke  of  Norfolk 
Marquess  of  Anglesey 
Earl  Ducie 
Marquess  of  Donegal 
Lord  Colbome 
Bishop  of  Manchester 
Bishop  of  Hereford 
Lord  Howden 


AGAINST. 

Earl  of  Erno 
Lord  Gray 
Earl  of  Eglinton 
Duke  of  Richmond 
Lord  Southampton 
Lord  Kenyon 
Marquess  of  Exeter 
Earl  Kinnoull 
Earl  Cardigan 
Earl  of  Jersey 
Lord  Beauchamp 
Earl  of  Digby 
Lord  Polwarth 
Lord  Brougham 
Earl  Talbot 
Viscount  Combermere 
Marquess  of  Ely 
Lord  Wynford 
Earl  of  Aylesford 
Lord  do  Lisle 
Duke  of  Beaufort 
Viscount  Sydney 
Lord  Sondes 
Earl  of  Glengall 
Earl  of  Lonsdale 
Earl  of  Mansfield 
Marquess  of  Hertford 
Duke  of  Buccleuch 


Upon  Clause  2  heing  proposed,  imposing 
a  2s,  rate  in  aid, 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  moved  the  omis- 
sion  of  that  clause  also. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  after  the  opinion  which  the  House 
had  expressed  on  the  preceding  clause,  he 
would  not  trouhle  their  Lordships  to  di- 
vide. 

Clause  struck  out 

Clauses  3  to  15  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  16  heing  read, 
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Lord  MONTEAGLE  rose  to  make  an 
objection  to  it,  which  also  applied  to  the 
17th,  18th,  and  19th  Clauses.  The  ob- 
jection had  reference  to  the  mode  of  re- 
covering rates  due,  and  to  the  incidents  of 
that  recovery.  In  England,  the  occupier 
only  was  rated,  and  the  remedy  was  a  per- 
sonal remedy  against  his  goods  and  chat- 
tels. By  tho  Irish  Bill,  as  amended  by 
his  noblo  Friend,  a  further  remedy  was 
given  in  addition  to  the  previous  one.  Pro- 
ceedings might  be  taken  against  the  party 
before  the  assistant  barrister  by  way  of 
civil  bill;  and  there  was  an  amendment 
introduced,  that  the  decree  might  be  re- 
moved to  the  superior  courts  of  law.  When 
the  words  were  introduced,  it  was  merely 
intended  to  givo  to  the  superior  courts  the 
power  to  direct  those  proceedings,  and,  as 
it  were,  record  them.  It  was  intended  to 
remove  a  case  from  the  local  tribunals, 
where  there  might  be  local  influence,  to 
the  superior  courts,  and  it  was  never  in- 
tended to  go  beyond  that  point.  But  it 
had  been  lately  discovered  that  by  going 
to  the  superior  courts  of  law,  a  judgment 
might  be  obtained  and  become  a  lien  on 
the  whole  real  estate  of  the  party  affected 
by  that  judgment.  Contrary  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  framers  of  the  clause,  and  of 
Parliament  in  adopting  it,  a  totally  novel 
principle  had  been  introduced,  at  variance 
with  the  principle  of  tho  English  poor- 
law.  Circumstances  might,  and  do,  and 
must  arise  in  Ireland,  in  which,  on  the  de- 
sertion of  tho  land  by  tho  tenant,  the 
whole  of  an  arrear  of  rate  was  cast  upon 
tho  landlord  as  an  incumbrance  upon  the 
land.  Under  the  law,  as  it  now  stands,  it 
gave  to  parties  an  easy  process  of  resort- 
ing to  the  superior  courts,  and  obtaining 
judgment  against  a  man  who  is  not  the 
party  owing  the  rate  originally,  but  a  man 
on  whom  it  devolved  by  law,  in  addition  to 
the  loss  of  the  whole  year's  rent.  Their 
Lordships'  Committee,  on  consideration, 
had  recommended,  in  relation  to  the  re- 
covery of  rates,  that  the  mode  adopted 
should  bo  by  distress  and  sale,  or  by  pro- 
ceedings before  the  assistant  barrister, 
with  an  appeal  from  tho  assistant  barrister 
to  the  Judge  of  assize,  to  counteract  local 
influence,  if  any  should  be  exercised.  But 
what  did  this  Bill  do  ?  This  Bill,  setting 
aside  the  recommendation  of  tho  Com- 
mittee, and  having  no  respect  to  tho  ori- 
ginal intention  of  Parliament,  not  only 
adopted  that  which  was  an  unexpected  in- 
cident of  the  law,  inadvertently  passed, 
but  it  went  still  further.      Would  they 


throw  overboard  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee;  or  were  they  prepared  to 
extend  the  construction  put  upon  the  law 
where  it  is  ordered  that  the  decree  of  the 
assistant  barrister  shall  be  registered  ?  In 
conclusion,  the  noble  Lord  moved  the  omifl- 
sion  of  the  clauses  having  reference  to  the 
registration  of  decrees  in  the  superior 
courts,  and  proposed  the  introduction  of  a 
clause  founded  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  his  noble 
Friend  was  under  a  mistake  in  believing 
as  he  did  that,  by  the  clauses  to  which  he 
objected,  any  action  could  be  brought 
against  a  party  not  liable  for  the  poor-rate. 
If  an  action  was  to  be  brought,  it  was 
desirable  that  it  should  be  an  effectual 
proceeding.  As  the  law  now  stood  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  a  judgment  might  be 
obtained  in  a  superior  court,  and  the  real 
property  of  the  landlord,  who  was  the 
liable  party,  might  be  made  arailable  to 
pay  the  rate.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
real  property  of  the  landlord  should  not 
be  rendered  liable,  as  the  property  itself 
ought  to  discharge  the  debt  due  in  respect 
of  it. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  the  clause  was 
wholly  in  contradiction  with  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Lords'  Committee,  and  was 
of  a  character  to  encourage  the  most 
vexatious,  arbitrary,  and  oppressive  mea« 
sures. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  contend- 
ed that  tho  landlord,  not  being  the  person 
rated,  could  not  be  charged  with  arrears 
of  rate.  It  was  out  of  the  question  to  sup- 
pose that  Parliament  ever  intended  a  man 
should  be  liable  for  a  debt  not  his  own,  and 
owing,  moreover,  by  a  tenant  who  had  ac- 
tually defrauded  him  of  his  rent. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  it  was  quite  clear  that  there  was  no 
instance  of  a  landlord  being  personallj 
pursued  in  a  superior  court  for  a  debt  in-* 
curred  by  a  runaway  tenant.  He  was  of 
opinion  that,  however  harsh  the  clause 
might  seem,  it  would  be  preferable  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
take  stringent  steps  to  do  justice  and  avoid 
confiscation,  for  if  you  do  not  bring  estates 
that  have  not  paid  to  book,  you  would 
necessarily  render  bankrupt  the  estates 
now  solvent. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  said,  that  a  land- 
lord  might  not  be  liable  for  a  rate  unpaid 
by  a  runaway  tenant  until  a  new  rate  was 
struck;  but  then  the  arrears  were  added  to 
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the  new  rate,  and  charged  against  the 
landlord  as  present  occupier. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  should  be 
ready  to  support  any  distinct  proposition 
for  exempting  the  landlord  in  Ireland 
from  the  payment  of  rates  due  by  a  run- 
away tenant  —  a  liability  manifestly  im- 
just;  but  the  clause  under  consideration 
applied  to  the  law  as  it  stood. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  had  no  objection  to 
the  most  stringent  means  of  recovering 
debts,  provided  the  parties  pursued  were 
the  parties  who  had  primarily  incurred  the 
debt;  but  he  wholly  protested  against  the 
pauperising  monstrosity  of  saddling  the 
landlord's  estate  with  a  judgment  debt  in- 
curred by  a  runaway  tenant,  the  debt, 
moreover,  being  one  which  the  law  entirely 
disabled  him  from  preventing  the  incur- 
rence of  in  the  first  instance. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  explained. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  by  this  Act  it  was  proposed  to  give 
powers  unparalleled  for  stringency  against 
the  owner  of  the  land,  and  he  hoped  that 
some  alteration  in  that  respect  would  be  in- 
troduced. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  ad- 
mitted the  desirableness  of  restricting  the 
landlord's  liability;  but  the  difficulty  was, 
he  said,  to  effect  that  object  without  en- 
couraging collusion.  The  landlord  might 
say  to  the  tenant,  **  Pay  me  my  rent,  and 
then  you  may  go  where  you  please." 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  Question 
that  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ? — 
Contents  19;  Not-Contents 32:  Majority  13. 

On  the  Clauses  having  reference  to 
Emigration  being  read, 

Lord  STANLEY  reiterated  his  ob- 
jections to  the  powers  of  raising  money 
for  that  purpose,  vested  by  the  Bill  in 
the  new  guardians.  The  noble  Lord 
proposed  an  Amendment,  conferring  the 
powers  for  exercising  certain  purposes  on 
the  ordinary  guardians  of  the  poor  instead 
of  the  vice-guardians. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion  should  be 
taken  into  consideration. 

The  other  clauses  agreed  to. 

Report  to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tue$day,  July  16, 1849. 

Minutes.]    Pdbuc  Bills.— 1<»  Indosuie  Act  (Extension 
of  Powers) ;   Drainsge  of  Lands }   Disembodied  Militia ; 
Metropolitan  Sewers. 
S*  Slock  in  Ttade}  Strnpi  ^  AUowaneeii  RsgimiBtal 


Benefit  Societies  }  Enlistment  (Artillery  and  Ordnance)  t 
Nuisances  Removal  and  Diseases  PrevenUon ;  New  Zea- 
land Land  Conveyances. 

JUportat. — Dublin  Improvement  (No.  2);  Advance  of 
Money  (Athlone  to  Galway)  Railway ;  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  &c.  { 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland). 

S»  Inland  Posts  (Colonies) ;  Commons  Indosure  (No.  2)  t 
County  Rates,  dec. }  Joint  Stock  Companies  Act  (1848) 
Amendment;  Excise  Benevolent  Fund  Society  t  Chapels 
of  Ease  (Ireland). 
PBTITION8  PRBacNTKD  By  Mr.  Dunean,  from  Carnous- 
tie, against  the  Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways  fiilL— By 
Mr.  Headlam,  fVom  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  for  an  Alter- 
ation of  the  Australian  Colonies  (No.  2)  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Scholefleld,  from  New  South  Wales,  for  an  Extension  of 
the  Elective  Franchise.— By  Mr.  W.  Lasoelles,  firom  Har- 
rogate, for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates. 
—By  Admiral  Dundas,  from  Woolwich,  for  Regulating 
the  Hours  of  Labour  in  the  Baking  Trade.— By  Mr. 
Monsell,  from  Limerick,  for  the  Promotion  of  Emigra- 
tion.— By  Mr.  Spooner,  from  Birmingham,  for  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  General  Board  of  Health  BilL— By  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli, from  Wfaislow,  for  Reform  of  the  System  of  Poor 
Law  Medical  Relief.— By  Mr.  Miles,  from  Monte  Video, 
for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Monte  Videan  Loan.— From 
Dublin,  for  Sanitary  Measures.- By  Mr.  Reynolds,  from 
the  Dublin,  Dundrum,  and  Rathfamham  Railway  Com- 
pany, for  the  Railways  Abandonment  BilL — By  Mr.  C. 
Lewis,  from  the  Ledbury  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act- By  Mr.  Hardcastle,  from  Colchester, 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Snnall  Debts  Act.— By  Sir  Thomas 
Birch,  from  Liverpool,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  SmaU 
Debts  Act  Amendment  Bill.— By  Sir  W.  Clay,  from  the 
Sugar  Refiners  of  London,  against  the  Smoke  Prohibi- 
tion BiU. 

SMALL  DEBTS  ACT  AMENDMENT  (COM- 
PENSATION FOR  OFFICES  ABOLISHED) 
BILL. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  having 
moved  that  the  House  resolve  into  Com- 
mittee, with  the  view  of  agreeing  to  a 
Resolution  whereon  to  found  a  Bill  upon 
this  suhject. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  that 
doubtless  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
contained  several  very  useful  provisions ; 
but  he  must  altogether  protest  against  any 
compensation  being  given  to  the  officers  <^ 
the  Palace  Court,  on  any  supposed  ground 
of  right  arising  out  of  the  losses  which  they 
might  sustain  from  the  measure  now  before 
the  House.  He  wanted  to  know  why  the 
House  should  be  so  very  tender  of  the  inte- 
rests of  lawyers  ;  nor  could  he  understand 
why  they,  at  all  events  and  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, must  have  compensation  ?  He 
would  put  a  case.  Suppose  a  man,  in 
times  long  since  passed  away,  was  the 
owner  of  a  very  good  inn  and  posting- 
house,  and  that  in  consequence  of  the 
establishment  of  mail  and  stage  ooaehes 
his  business  happened  to  be  somewhat  in- 
jured— would  he  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion merely  because  the  people  of  this 
country  thought  proper  to  improve  their 
means  of  locomotion?  Again,  suppose 
the  property  m  a  great  coachbg-tiouse 
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happened  to  be  destroyed  by  the  establish- 
ment of  a  railway  in  its  neighbourhood, 
were  railways  to  stand  still  until  this  inn- 
keeper was  compensatied  ?     Nobody  ever 
thought   of    compensating    such    parties. 
Now,  the  existing  courts  of  this  country 
in  which  small  debts  might  be  recovered, 
were  found  to  bo  slow,  inefEcient,  and  ex- 
pensive.    Other    modes  of    administering 
justice  were  resorted  to,  and,  amongst  the 
rest,  county  courts  were  established.     As 
a  matter  of  course,  the  officers  and  prac- 
titioners in  the  old  courts  suffered  more  or 
less;  but  it  was  not  everybody  who  suffered 
that  could  be  said  to  have  a  fair  title  to 
compensation.     Men  who  have  had  great, 
exorbitant,   and,  above  all,  unjust   gains, 
were  exactly  the  people  who  ought  on  no 
account  to  be  compensated ;  and,  so  far 
from  receiving  compensation,  they  ought 
to  rejoice  at  not  being  made  to  refund  the 
unfair  profits  which,  to  the  disgrace  and 
injury  of  the  country,  they  had  too  long 
enjoyed.     It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  about  ten  days  ago  they 
went   into    Committee   on    this   Bill   pro 
formdy  and  that  some  new  clauses  were 
introduced.     Now,  he  wished  to  recall  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to   this   fact, 
that  the  original  proposition  was,  that  all 
the  details  of  the  measure  were  to  be  sub- 
mitted   to   a  Select   Committee   of    that 
House.     Since  then  a  new  principle  had 
been  introduced,  a  new  clause  had  been 
inserted,    authorising    the    Lords    of    the 
Treasury  to  make  whatever  compensation 
they  might  deem  necessary.     Perhaps  it 
was  not  then  the  proper  place  for  him  to 
propose  any  Amendment  on  that  point ; 
but  if  they  went  into  Committee  he  should 
certainly  bring  it  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  ho  should  succeed  in 
showing  that  no  such  extraordinary  powers 
ought  to  be  vested  in  the  Treasury. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  replied, 
that  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  his  noble 
Friend  to  delay  going  into  Committee,  in- 
asmuch as  the  whole  of  the  question  to 
which  ho  referred  was  still  open  to  dis- 
cussion. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  following  Resolution  : — 

"That  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty^s 
Treasury  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland  be  authorised  to  grant  compensa- 
tion, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  said 
United  Kingdom,  to  such  persons  as  are  legally 
entitled  to  any  franchise  or  oflBce  in  the  Court  of 
the  Marshalsca  of  the  Household  of  the  Kings  of 


England  and  the  Court  of  our  Lady  the  Queen  of 
the  Palace  of  the  Queen  at  Westminster,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  Record  for  the  honour  of 
Peveril  and  additional  limits  of  the  saine,  and 
who  may  sustain  any  losses  by  the  abolition  of 
their  ofBces  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Ses- 


Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  should  re- 
sist the  proposed  compensation  on  higher 
grounds  than  those  which  had  been  taken 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone.     He  should   resist   compensatioD, 
because  he  held  that  the  original  instita- 
tion  of  the  court  was  illegal  and  aneon- 
stitutional.      It  imposed   taxes  and   fees 
upon  Her  Majesty's  subjects  without  the 
consent   of  Parliament.     The  court   was 
originally  supposed  to  bo  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  disputes  between  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Household,  but  it  soon 
came  to  exercise  domination  and  tyranny 
over  every  person  who  resided  within  twelve 
miles  of  the  court.     This,  however,  did 
not  take  place  until  this  country  came  un- 
der the  dominion  of  a  Stuart  king.     By 
the  12th  of  James  I.  its  jurisdiction  was 
thus  extended;  and  for  further  strengthen- 
ing its  hands,  letters  patent  were  granted 
in  the  6th  of  Charles  I.,  although  in  seve- 
ral cases  which  he  might  mention,  and 
with  which,  of  course,  the  Attorney  Grene- 
ral  was  much  more  familiar  than  he  could 
possibly  be,  the  superior  courts  reversed 
the  decisions  of  the   Palace  Court,  and, 
both    directly   and    by  implication,    pro- 
nounced against  its  legality.     He  might 
mention    most    especially    the     case    of 
"  Fysche  t?.  Wagstaffe,"  in  which  not  only 
the  judgment  was  reversed,  but  the  sche- 
dule of  fees  condemned.    During  the  Com- 
monwealth, however,  things  went  on  some- 
what better.     Lawyers  and  legal  abuses 
were  pretty  well   swept  away,   and   this 
court,  amongst   other  corruptions,  disap- 
peared.    In  the  days  of  Charles  II.,  how- 
ever, the  Palace  Court  was  revived,  with 
its  six  attorneys  and  four  counsel.     There 
were   documents  in  the  Britbh  Museum 
which  established  beyond  all  possibility  of 
doubt  that  the  parties  then  interested  in 
the  revival  of  this  public  wrong,  gave  a 
bribe  of  I,OOOZ.  to  Lord  Chancellor  Hyde 
to  promote  the  reconstruction  of  this  court. 
Chancellor  Hyde  put  the  I,000{.  in  hb 
pocket,  and  the  letters  patent  were  issued 
forthwith;  from  that  day  to  this  the  Palace 
Court  went  on,  blooming  in  all  its  corrup- 
tion and  villany;  and  if  it  had  not  been 
for  Mr.  Jacob  Omnium,  and  the  spirit  which 
he  roused,  the  bloodsucking  attorneys  of 
the  Palace  Court— ["  Hear,  hear!"]— yes. 
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he  would  repeat  it,  for  he  could,  by  perfect 
proof,  justify  such  an  epithet,  and  he 
should  never  apologise  for  having  used  it 
— the  bloodsucking  attorneys  of  the  Palace 
Court  might  have  gone  on  indefinitely 
plundering  the  citizens  of  this  great  me- 
tropolis and  the  country  for  twelve  miles 
round.  He  did  not  deny  that  the  kingdom 
at  large  and  the  city  of  London  in  par- 
ticular were  exempt  from  this  intolerable 
nuisance.  It  was  limited  to  persons  re- 
siding within  twelve  miles  of  the  court, 
and  not  within  the  city.  But  let  the  House 
for  a  moment  consider  how  that  operated. 
Why  should  the  national  treasury  pay  for 
a  matter  which  concerned  three  or  four 
counties  almost  exclusively  ?  Why  should 
the  people  of  Yorkshire  be  taxed  for  the 
good  of  the  metropolis  and  its  vicinity? 
That,  he  confessed,  appeared  to  him  a 
fatal  objection  to  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation in  the  present  case.  Parliament 
admitted  that  a  police-rate  for  Manchester 
ought  not  to  be  charged  upon  the  nation; 
then  why  should  the  nation  compensate 
these  lawyers?  When  the  county  courts 
were  established,  the  business  of  lawyers 
was  diminished  one-fourth  by  the  agency 
of  that  change;  but  who  thought  of  giving 
them  compensation  ?  The  number  of  writs 
issued  was  one-third  less;  but  who  thought 
of  compensating  the  parties  who  gained 
by  the  issue  of  writs  ?  Although,  in  the 
year  1846,  there  was  treble  the  number  of 
writs  issued  from  the  Palace  Court,  yet, 
by  the  7th  and  8th  of  Victoria,  all  the 
officers  of  that  court  succeeded  in  getting 
a  certain  amount  of  compensation !  These 
officers,  he  found,  consisted  of  the  knight- 
marshal,  the  steward  of  the  court,  the  de- 
puty-steward, the  prothonotary,  his  de- 
puty, and  the  crier.  It  appeared  that  the 
knight-marshal  gave  200^.  for  his  situa- 
tion. [The  Attorney  General:  Much 
more.]  Yes,  but  that  was  the  regulation 
price.  It  was  nothing  to  him  if  2, 000 J. 
were  given  for  it.  The  counsel  paid,  he 
would  say,  200Z.,  the  attorneys  lOOl  They 
might  give,  if  they  pleased,  2,000Z.  for  the 
goodwill  of  the  business;  but  that  was  not 
the  point.  A  captain  of  dragoons  might 
give  3,000Z.  and  upwards  as  the  regula- 
tion price  of  his  commission,  but  he  might 
not  be  able  to  get  hold  of  a  commission 
for  much  less  than  5,0001, ;  and  if  he  were 
put  upon  half-pay,  be  the  difference  that 
he  paid  little  or  much,  no  account  was 
taken  of  it.  He  was  treated  merely  as 
having  paid  the  regulation  price.  But 
these  lawyers,  with  the  influence  that  they 


possessed,  did  not  hesitate  to  come  for- 
ward in  that  House,  and  impudently  ask 
for  that  which  was  without  ceremony  re- 
fused to  military  men.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had 
not  long  since  been  in  treaty  for  the  pur- 
chase of  one  of  the  places  in  Palace  Court, 
and  amongst  other  things  he  stated  that 
counsel  gave  very  large  sums  for  the  privi- 
lege of  practising  in  the  Palace  Cfonrt. 
The  fee  he  believed  was  300Z.,  and  such 
further  sum  as  might  be  agreed  on  in  the 
manner  of  arrangements  made  between  in- 
going and  outgoing  tenants.  This  gen- 
tleman was  asked  2,0002.  for  the  goodvrill 
of  the  office;  but,  anticipating  that  the 
Small  Debts  Act  would  sweep  away  the 
court,  he  declined  the  proposal.  He  (Mr. 
Osborne)  maintained  that,  so  far  from 
these  parties  having  any  claim  to  compen- 
sation, they  were  already  overpaid.  The 
knight-marshal  and  judge  of  the  court, 
who  had  a  complete  sinecure,  received  be- 
fore 1846  about  2Ul  2s.  10|d.  a  year; 
his  compensation  for  loss  of  fees  conse- 
quent on  the  Act  7  and  8  Victoria,  c.  96, 
was  602.  4^.  2d,,  cash  down,  and  an  an- 
nuity of  3062.  14«.,  and  in  1848  the  fees 
of  that  officer  were  7142.  The  deputy- 
judge,  whose  income  prior  to  1846  was 
2422.,  received  an  amount  as  compensation 
under  the  7th  and  8th  Victoria,  and  in 
1848  his  emoluments  were  7422.  16«.  id. 
The  prothonotary,  whose  office  was  a  sine- 
cure, received  prior  to  1846,  2452. 18f.  9d, 
a  year,  and,  having  received  a  sum  of 
money  as  compensation  for  loss  of  fees, 
his  emoluments  in  1848  amounted  to 
7802.  6s,  3d,  The  deputy-prothonotary, 
who  had  an  annuity  of  4142.  18«.  7c2.  for 
loss  of  fees,  received  in  1848  no  less  a 
sum  than  2,8462.,  and  it  was  therefore 
not  surprising  that  that  gentleman  had 
been  an  unwilling  witness.  Mr.  B.  E. 
Willoughby,  one  of  the  attorneys  of  the 
court,  received,  prior  to  the  establishment 
of  the  county  courts,  850/.  5s.  Sd.  a  year 
in  fees;  he  obtained  1,9002.  as  compensa- 
tion under  the  7th  and  8th  of  Victoria, 
and  in  1848  his  fees  amounted  to  1,5472. 
9s,  6d,  Mr.  M.  B.  Miller,  another  attor- 
ney, was  stated  to  have  received  7502.  as 
compensation  in  1846,  and  his  fees  had 
increased  from  3002.  17 s.  2d,  annually  to 
1,4442.  18s.  4d.  in  1848.  Mr.  Mark  Shep- 
pard,  another  of  the  attorneys,  entered  the 
court  in  1844,  paying  1002.,  and  having 
levied  fees  in  each  of  the  two  succeeding 
years  to  the  amount  of  7282.  10s,  8d.,  and 
received  2402.  as  compensation:  he  was. 
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in  1848,  the  fortimate  reeeiver  of  o.ooTL 
111.  lOd,  Then  he  iMr.  Osborne)  found 
that  the  number  of  vrrita  issued  in  this 
court  in  1346  was  2,-I>I,  and  WJ  causes 
were  tried  by  the  four  barristers  of  the 
court.  Taking  each  debt  at  SI,,  which 
he  should  think  below  the  average,  the 
amount  involred  was  17,848i.  The  pro- 
fits of  the  barristers  and  attorneys  would  ! 
be,  on  lydlilj  undefended  cases  at  •;/.  each, 
9,110Z.,  and  on  401)  defended  cases  at 
20^  each,  8,180Z.;  and  yet  these  persons 
had  now  tho  assurance  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  compensate  them!  In  1846  the 
number  of  writs  issued  was  6,  jo  J.  and  the 
four  barristers  tried  1,064  cases.  He 
thought,  then,  from  tho  great  amount  uf 
business  which  had  beeu  thrown  into  the 
Talaco  Court,  that  these  oiticers  had  hod 
ample  time  for  feathering  their  nests  well. 
Ho  altogether  objected  to  referring  this 
t|uestion  of  compeusatiou  to  the  Lords  of 
the  Tn'osury.  and  considered  that  the 
niatUT  i^hould  be  left  for  the  decision  oi 
a  romujitteo  of  that  House. 

Mk.  STl'ART  WORTLEY  wished  to 
know  whether  then.*  would  bo  any  oppor- 
tunity attbrdeil  of  discussiug  this  ([uestion 
afterwunls  i 

Tho  ATTOKNKY  OKNKRAL  said, 
then*  would. 

KoHolution  to  bo  n»ported  To-morrow. 

House  rtvHumod. 

SM.M.l.  DKUTS  ACT  AMKNUMKXT  l^LL, 

Tho  House  then  wont  into  Committee  on 
this  Hill;  Mr.  Uornal  in  the  Chair. 

Ou  Clause  I, 

Mk.  CAUDWKLL  said,  ho  should  be 
glad  il:  the  Attorney  iioneral  would  state 
the  grouiuU  ou  which  ho  had  brought  for- 
ward tho  tirst  tive  clauses  of  tho  Bill.  So 
far  as  he  was  infornuHl  at  present,  ho  de- 
cidedly objected  to  tho  r>ill  passing  into  a 
law;  and  if  thoro  were  any  other  Members 
present,  representing  largo  constituencies, 
he  hoped  that  they  would  bo  able  to  induce 
tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  post- 
pone these  five  clauses.  It  was  thought 
right  in  the  original  Act  to  provido  that 
where  tho  plaintiif  resided  more  than 
twenty  miles  from  the  defendant,  ho  might 
Htill  sue  for  a  debt,  though  under  20L,  in 
tho  superior  courts;  but  if  tho  first  clause 
of  (his  Jiill  were  adopted,  the  plaintiff  must 
follow  wherever  tho  defendant  thought 
proper  to  go.  This  was  not  in  accordance 
with  tho  policy  of  tho  common  law,  which 
that  tho  action  should  be 


tried  where  the  cause  of  action  arose,  and 
where  the  witnesses  were  to  be  found;  and 
that  principle  was  consistent  with  common 
aenae.  A  man  might  reside  at  Birming- 
ham, and  contract  debts  there,  and  when 
he  had  exhausted  his  credit  there,  might 
betake  himself  to  LiverpooL  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  anything  against  the  principle 
oi  the  old  County  Courts  BiU.  The  prin- 
ciple of  that  Bill  was  the  diminution  of 
costs:  but  the  costs  of  a  suit  would  cer- 
tainly not  be  diminished  if  a  plaintiff  were 
obliged  to  follow  his  debtor  from  Birming- 
ham to  Liyerpool.  He  thought  that  such  a 
state  of  the  law  would  lead  to  great  ex- 
pense, and  to  the  defeat  of  justice,  and  he 
had  heard  many  objections  urged  against 
it  both  by  members  of  the  legal  profession 
and  by  commercial  men.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  Attorney  General  would  not 
proceed  with  these  clauses. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  if  he  were  informed  that  the  opinion 
of  the  mercantile  community  was  aaTerae 
to  these  chiuses,  he  should  at  once  with- 
draw them,  and  proceed  with  the  other 
cbuses  of  the  B'dl.  They  were  intended 
to  improve  and  shnplify  the  County  Courts 
Act.  He  might  mention  an  alteration  of 
the  existing  law  which  would  be  effected 
by  the  6th  and  7th  Clanses  of  the  Bill. 
The  judges  of  the  local  courts  could  now, 
in  certain  cases,  commit  debtors  to  the 
house  of  correction;  and  repeated  com- 
plaints had  been  made  to  the  Home  Ofiice 
by  parties  who  had  been  so  committed,  that 
their  hair  had  been  cut  close,  and  that 
they  had  been  treated  as  misdemeanants. 
It  certainly  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  that  this  should  be  the  case; 
and  he  had  introduced  a  clause  providinff 
that  persons  in  such  circumstances  should 
be  confined  in  tho  debtors'  prison.  But, 
as  in  some  parts  of  the  country  the  debtors' 
prison  might  be  at  a  distance  of  twenty, 
thirty,  or  even  forty  miles  from  the  court, 
and  it  was  not  likely  the  plaintiff  would  be 
willing  to  incur  the  expense  of  convoying 
the  debtor  to  prison,  he  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) proposed  by  another  clause,  that 
when  such  inconvenience  should  be  certi- 
fied to  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  defen- 
dant might  be  imprisoned  in  a  neighbour- 
ing gaol,  subject  to  such  regulations  with 
regard  to  treatment  as  might  be  laid  down 
by  the  Home  Secretary. 

Clauses  1  to  5  inclusive  were  then  struck 
out  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  6  and  7  were  agreed  to. 

On  CUuse  8, 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated, 
in  reply  to  Mr.  W.  Patten,  that  he  had 
introdueed  this  claase  to  ohviate  the  frauds 
which  he  understood  were  frequently  com- 
mitted upon  creditors  in  consequence  of  a 
landlord's  execution  taking  precedence  of 
the  writs  of  the  local  courts. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  9, 

Mb.  FITZROY  stated  that  he  intended 
to  propose  a  clause  increasing  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  county  courts  from  202.  to  50^ ; 
and  with  reference  to  that  he  now  moved 
that  words,  empowering  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  fix  and  regulate  the  fees  to  he 
taken  in  respect  to  that  increased  jurisdic- 
tion, he  added  to  the  9th  clause.  The 
principle  of  the  county  courts  had  heen 
descrihed  to  be  to  bring  cheap  justice 
home  to  every  door,  and  though  political 
slaog,  in  most  cases,  was  not  realised,  he 
believed  that  the  working  of  the  county 
courts  had  been  most  beneficial.  If  that 
point  were  conceded,  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  the  extension  of  the  jurisdiction 
to  501,  could  be  opposed;  for  it  was  as 
desirable  to  have  501,  worth  of  justice 
meted  out  cheaply  at  one's  own  door  as 
201,  worth.  A  step  had  been  taken 
in  the  right  direction  to  enable  parties 
to  recover  their  just  debts  without  enor- 
mous cost;  but  he  feared  the  Attorney 
General  was  not  inclined  for  any  further 
steps  being  now  taken  towards  that  just 
end.  The  limitation  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
these  courts  to  debts  of  20t,  might  have 
been  desirable  on  their  first  establishment; 
but,  after  two  or  three  years'  experience, 
the  advantage  of  the  system  had  been 
most  strikingly  established.  In  the  su- 
perior courts  the  costs  in  causes  for  the 
recovery  of  debts  were  extremely  heavy; 
and  he  mentioned  that  a  friend  of  his 
had  been  arrested  for  S5l. ;  and  upon  in- 
quiry, it  was  found  that  that  sum  consti- 
tuted the  costs  incurred  by  his  friend  in  a 
vain  attempt  to  recover  SI,  He  regretted 
that  the  Solicitor  General  was  not  now 
present;  for  on  the  last  occasion  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill,  he  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  would  be 
extended.  The  only  objection  to  his  pro- 
posed clause  which  he  anticipated,  besides 
that  which  might  be  taken  on  account  of 
the  expected  suffering  of  the  attorneys' 
pockets,  was  one  in  reference  to  the  neces- 
sary standing  at  the  bar  for  these  judges ; 
but  that  might  be  obviated  by  substituting 
twelve  years  for  seven  years.    He  had  no 


objection  to  the  clause  not  being  made 
compulsory. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  To  add  at  the  end  of  the  Clause  these  words, 
*  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  like  manner  to  fix  and  regulate  the  fees  to  be 
taken  under  and  in  respect  of  the  increased  jurift* 
diction  hereby  given.' " 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pre- 
sumed that,  if  the  present  Amendment 
were  negatived,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  again  raise  the  discussion  by  the  pro- 
position of  his  clause.  He  concurred  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  thinking  that  the 
working  of  the  measure  establishing  the 
county  courts  had  given  great  satisfaction 
to  the  public  at  large;  but  he  deemed  that 
it  would  not  be  safe,  with  the  experience 
they  had  yet  had,  to  extend  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  courts  to  501,  without  giving  an 
appeal  from  the  decisions  of  the  judges. 
If  the  jurisdiction  were  so  far  extended 
without  an  appeal,  he  believed  these  courts, 
instead  of  giving  great  satisfaction,  would 
create  a  perfectly  opposite  feeling.  Their 
operation  had  been  most  beneficial  because 
it  had  been  confined  to  the  recovery  of 
small  debts;  and  if  their  jurisdiction  were 
to  be  extended,  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ar- 
guments in  reference  to  bringing  cheap 
justice  home  to  every  one,  might  just  as 
well  induce  the  Committee  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction  to  100^  or  200?.  as  to  501, , 
and  to  allow  questions  of  title  to  be  de- 
cided in  them.  Though  the  courts  had,  in 
respect  to  a  limited  jurisdiction,  worked 
beneficially,  he  was  not  prepared,  without 
having  some  power  and  control  over  the 
judges,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  unifor- 
mity of  decision,  which  was  not  so  impor- 
tant where  the  amounts  in  dispute  were 
small,  to  increase  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
courts  to  501.;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WILSON  PATTEN  regretted  to 
learn  that  the  Attorney  General  intended 
to  oppose  the  clause,  for  he  had  received  a 
variety  of  communications  begging  him  to 
support  it,  as  many  parties  were  willing  to 
forego  part  of  their  claims  when  above 
201,  in  order  to  obtain  the  advantage  of  a 
decision  in  the  county  courts.  It  was 
true  that  with  this  proposed  extended  ju- 
risdiction there  ought  to  be  an  appeal  to 
the  superior  courts ;  but  that  might  be 
provided  for  by  the  introduction  of  a 
clause. 

Caftain  FECHELL  supported  the  Ho^ 
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ion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lewes,  and 
animadverted  on  the  manner  in  which  the 
judges  of  the  county  courts  had  been 
treated  by  the  Treasury  in  respect  to  their 
travelling  expenses,  the  tendency  of  which 
was  to  lower  the  judges  in  the  estimation 
of  the  public. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  in  the  early  stage 
of  the  Bill  the  Treasury  were  reproached 
with  great  extravagance,  and  now  they 
were  blamed  for  making  a  very  inadequate 
allowance.  The  only  object  which  the 
Treasury  had  had  in  view  was  to  make 
such  arrangements  as  would  secure  the 
efficient  working  of  the  Act,  and  they  cer- 
tainly had  not  the  slightest  desire  to  de- 
grade the  judges.  Although  he  admitted 
that  the  courts  had  fully  answered  public 
expectation,  he  still  doubted  whether  they 
would  work  as  satisfactorily  to  that  class 
of  suitors  who  had  hitherto  resorted  to 
them  in  order  to  obtain  a  speedy  remedy, 
after  their  jurisdiction  should  have  been 
enlarged.  At  the  same  time,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  after  more  experi- 
ence, accompanied  with  those  conditions 
hinted  at  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  it  might  not  be  pos- 
sible to  extend  the  jurisdiction;  but  of  this 
he  felt  assured,  that  to  attempt  this  in  a 
hasty  manner  would  be  to  defeat  the  ob- 
ject in  view.  The  argument,  in  fact,  of 
the  hon.  Mover  seemed  to  be  against  any 
limit  whatever,  and  would  justify  an  exten- 
sion of  the  jurisdiction  to  lOOZ,  as  well  as 

Mr.  SPOONER  suggested  that  it  might 
be  well  to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Bill,  em- 
powering the  judges  of  the  county  courts 
to  try  cases  up  to  the  amount  of  50^., 
wherever  both  parties  consented. 

Mr.  MULLINGS  admitted  that  these 
courts  had  worked  most  satisfactorily,  but 
could  not  concur  in  the  proposition  to  ex- 
tend their  jurisdiction  to  501,  It  should 
bo  recollected  that  the  trial  by  jury — that 
was,  by  a  jury  constituted  as  the  juries  in 
the  superior  courts — was  abolished  by  the 
county  courts  measure.  However,  he  was 
willing  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  to  30^ 
He  thought  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
judges  were  fixed  at  too  low  an  amount, 
and  conceived  that  the  Government  would 
do  well  to  increase  their  salaries  to  1,500/. 
a  year  each,  and  let  them  then  pay  their 
own  travelling  expenses. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Committee  were  about  to  divide 
on  a  serious  question,  which  he  did  not 
think  should  bo  settled  in  this  incidental 


manner,  upon  the  addition  of  words  which 
were  not  necessary.  As  the  county  courts 
were  now  constituted,  there  was  no  appeal 
whatever  from  them,  and  in  different  courts 
the  decisions  and  the  principles  of  the  de- 
cisions rested  on  different  grounds,  so  that 
in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and  in  the 
Exchequer  endeavours  had  been  made  over 
and  over  again  to  obtain  means  to  overturn 
the  decisions — through  writs,  for  instance, 
of  prohibition — a  most  expensive  course  of 
proceeding.  As  the  principle  involved  was 
great,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  persist  in  his  Amendment. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  thought  the  question 
whether  the  jurisdiction  should  be  extended 
to  50^.  one  of  very  great  importance,  which 
ought  not  to  be  decided  incidentally  upon 
a  clause  not  really  raising  the  question, 
and  upon  words  which  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral held  to  be  not  really  necessary.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Lewes  had  better  raise 
the  question  in  a  more  substAutive  form. 

Committee  divided: — Ayes  34;  Noes 
62:  Majority  28. 

The  remaining  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  progress;  to  sit  agaia 
To-morrow. 

REDUCTION  OF  PUBLIC  SALARIES. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  Motion  made  and 
Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Mr.  HENLEY  rose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He 
had  had  the  honour  to  serve  last  year  on  a 
Committee  to  which  the  Government  re- 
ferred certain  large  branches  of  public  ex- 
penditure; and  this  subject  of  siuaries  and 
wages  paid  to  persons  employed  in  the  dif- 
ferent Government  establishments  naturally 
came  under  the  consideration  of  that  Com- 
mittee. In  making  a  few  observations  on 
the  subject,  he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly- 
understood  that  he  had  no  intention  what- 
ever of  reflecting  on  any  persons  employed 
in  the  various  departments  of  Government. 
It  was  his  firm  belief  that  Her  Majesty 
had  the  good  fortune  in  all  the  various  de- 
partments of  the  country  to  have  in  her 
employment  men  as  much  distinguished  by 
honour,  integrity,  zeal,  and  ability,  as  could 
ordinarily  be  expected  to  fall  to  the  lot  of 
any  Sovereign;  and  he  should  be  sorry  in- 
deed if  those  employed  by  the  Crown  were 
not  as  well,  if  not  better,  paid  for  their 
services,  than  those  in  any  other  employ- 
ment, because  he  thought  the  best  seemrity 
for  having  public  offices  well  filled,  was  to 
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give  adequate  remuneration  to  those  em- 
ployed in  them.  In  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  vhich  he  had  just  referred,  there 
was  a  paragraph  to  the  effect,  that — 

"the  Committee  had  not  recommended  any  re- 
ductions of  the  public  services  which  appeared  in 
the  estimates,  but  that  after  some  consideration, 
discussion,  and  division  of  opinions,  they  thought 
such  reductions  might  form  part  of  the  general 
revision  of  all  salaries  suitable  to  the  altered  cir- 
cumstances and  expenses  and  condition  of  the 
country ;  that  they  were  of  opinion  that  in  the 
course  of  examination  it  would  be  found  desirable 
to  establish  a  uniform  rate  of  remuneration 
for  similar  services  performed  in  different  de- 
partments." 

With  the  latter  part  of  that  recommenda- 
tion he  would  not  trouble  the  House,  hut 
would  confine  himself  to  the  former  part, 
which  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  House 
ought  to  consider  generally  the  salaries 
paid  to  the  officers  in  the  employment  of 
the  Crown,  with  reference  to  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  country.  The  last 
time  a  general  review  of  the  financial  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  took  place,  was 
in  1830  and  1831,  on  the  coming  in  of 
what  was  popularly  called  the  **  Reform 
Government '  at  that  time.  A  Committee 
was  then  appointed  to  revise  the  salaries 
of  officers,  especially  those  in  the  higher 
departments  of  the  State;  hut  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  inquiry  of  a  general  nature 
had  since  taken  place.  He  would  shortly 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  in  1 831  and  its  con- 
dition now,  with  regard  to  the  expenditure, 
and  with  regard  to  the  means  of  meeting 
that  expenditure,  and  also  to  the  prices  of 
the  various  necessaries  of  life  at  that  pe- 
riod and  at  the  present  moment.  In  this 
inquiry  was  to  he  found  the  first  element 
of  discrimination,  in  considering  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  present  amount  of  sala- 
ries paid  was  just  and  fitting  with  refer- 
ence to  the  altered  circumstances  of  the 
country  now,  compared  with  what  they 
were  then.  He  would  first  call  attention 
to  the  gross  expenditure  of  the  country, 
including  the  charges  for  collecting  the 
revenue.  In  1831  the  expenditure  was  in 
round  numhers  51,700,000^.;  in  the  year 
ending  the  5th  of  January,  1848,  it  was 
58,990,000/.  This  was  a  very  extraordi- 
nary increase;  hut  perhaps  he  would  he 
told  that  during  that  time  there  had  heen 
a  great  increase  of  the  population.  In 
1831  the  population  was,  in  round  num- 
hers,  24,000,000;  and  in  1848  it  would 
he,  allowing  the  per  centage  for  the  in- 
crease in  England  and  Scotland,  he  was 


afraid  none  could  he  allowed  for  Ireland, 
28,397,000 — showing  in  the  population  an 
increase  of  ahout  18  per  cent,  and  in  the 
expenditure  an  increase  of  14  per  cent. 
If,  however,  they  were  to  measure  the  ex- 
penditure by  the  price  of  the  various  pro- 
ductions of  the  country — whether  com,  or 
cloth,  the  cotton  manufacture,  or  any  of 
the  staple  articles  of  produce,  it  would  be 
found,  that,  tried  by  this  measure,  the  ra- 
tio of  expenditure  was  44  per  cent.  Take 
the  average  price  of  corn  during  14  years, 
when  the  com  law  existed,  at  575.,  and 
the  average  price  since  at  45^.,  and  mea- 
sure the  expenditure  in  quarters  of  corn, 
they  would  find  it  amount  to  44  per  cent. 
This  increase  of  taxation  was  evidenced  by 
the  continued  increase  of  crime.  It  was 
clear  that  the  burdens  were  increasing  in  a 
ratio  beyond  what  the  people  could  bear, 
and  to  show  this  he  would  shortly  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  or  two 
population  and  criminal  returns.  In  1831 
the  population  of  England — he  would  not 
include  Ireland  in  the  comparison,  for  the 
state  of  Ireland  was  altogether  exceptional 
— was  13,897,000,  and  the  criminals 
19,647.  In  1848  the  population  was 
17,497,000,  and  the  criminals  30,349. 
Now,  he  did  not  attribute  this  increase  in 
criminals  to  any  demoralisation  among  the 
people.  He  believed  it  was  owing  entirely 
to  their  distressed  condition.  This  could 
almost  be  shown  to  demonstration,  because, 
whenever  there  was  a  great  cheapening  of 
provisions,  joined  to  plenty  of  employment, 
there  was  a  remarkable  diminution  of  crime. 
Cheapness  alone  did  not  produce  this  result, 
but  it  was  produced  whenever  cheapness  and 
employment  were  combined.  When,  there- 
fore, he  found  at  the  present  moment 
cheapness,  but  no  diminution  of  crime,  he 
was  compelled  to  conclude  that  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  country  pressed  unduly  on  the 
people,  and  that  it  was  their  duty  to  lessen 
that  taxation  as  far  ns  they  could  con- 
sistently with  the  honour  and  efficiency  of 
the  Government  of  the  country.  During 
six  out  of  the  last  ten  years  they  had  de- 
ficient revenues;  and  it  was  exceedingly 
doubtful  on  which  side  the  balance  would 
lie  in  the  present  year,  though  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  flattered  himself 
he  was  on  the  right  side  of  the  hedge. 
This  was  very  significant  as  to  the  state  of 
the  country,  and  called  for  very  minute  in- 
quiry. He  was  in  a  position  to  show,  that 
in  the  period  which  had  elapsed  from  1831, 
when  the  public  salaries  were  last  revised, 
there  had  been  on  almost  all  the  common 
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necessaries  of  life  a  redaction  amounting 
to  20  per  cent,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
he  had  at  least  a  right  to  call  for  a  diminu- 
tion in  the  salaries  of  puhlic  officers  of  10 
per  cent,  thus  enahling  the  employers  and 
the  employed  to  divide  the  advantage  of 
those  reductions  hetween  them.  He  did 
not  attempt  to  effect  a  diminution  accord- 
ing to  the  respective  grades  of  those  in 
office.  He  could  only  speak  on  general 
grounds,  and  propose  one  scheme  of  re- 
duction for  all,  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest;  for  he  had  never  heard  any  good 
auswer  given  why  the  system  of  reduction 
should  not  he  carried  down  to  the  very 
lowest  in  the  scale,  exclusive,  of  course,  of 
mechanics;  for  his  ohjcct  was  to  include 
only  those  who  were  paid  hy  salaries,  and 
not  those  whose  employment  might  very 
much  depend  on  the  ordinary  rules  of  sup- 
ply and  demand.  Take,  for  example,  the 
lowest  class  of  salaried  persons — the  coun- 
try letter-carriers — who  were  paid  in  his 
district  12«.  a  week,  though  he  was  told 
that  in  some  places  they  were  paid  7$.  a 
week.  They  were  usually  taken  from  the 
class  of  labourers,  and  their  ordinary  walk 
was  from  eighteen  to  twenty  mile^  a  day. 
A  carter,  who  was  much  more  hardly 
worked,  and  walked  much  further  with 
his  horse  every  day,  had  10s,  or  11;.  a 
week;  and  he,  along  with  every  other  simi- 
lar class,  had  long  been  undergoing  a  pro- 
cess of  reduction  of  wages  in  conquence  of 
the  falling-off  of  prices.  Now,  he  did  not 
see  why  the  letter-carrier  employed  by 
Government  should  not  suffer  the  same  re- 
duction with  the  carter.  In  the  case  of 
labourers,  the  element  of  supply  and  de- 
mand came  in  as  well  as  the  price  of  com- 
modities; but  in  that  of  the  persons  em- 
ployed by  Government,  the  rule  of  supply 
and  demand  did  not  come  in  at  all.  If 
they  were  to  act  in  this  case  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  being  supplied  in  the  cheapest 
market,  he  believed  there  would  soon  be  a 
very  different  scale  of  reductions  than  that 
which  he  now  proposed  to  the  House.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  reduction  in 
the  price  of  commodities  was  altogether 
owing  to  recent  legislation.  That  fall  of 
price  would,  to  a  great  degree,  have  taken 
place  if  they  had  not  legislated  at  all  on 
the  subject.  The  greater  facilities  of  com- 
munication, the  doing  away  with  inter- 
mediate depots,  by  which  articles  were 
brought  directly  from  the  producer  to  the 
consumers,  the  improvements  in  ma- 
chinery, and  the  vast  increase  of  competi- 
tion, had  all  tended  to  a  diminution  of 


prices;  but,  in  addition  to  these,  there  was 
the  removal  of  duties  on  many  articles  of 
consumption,  so  that  on  almost  every  ar- 
ticle that  could  be  named  a  great  diminu- 
tion of  price  had  taken  place.  The  only 
thing  he  knew  of  in  which  no  redaction 
of  price  had  taken  place  since  1830  was 
an  ash  stick.  An  ash  stick  cost  6d.  in 
1830,  and  it  cost  the  same  still;  bat  ererj 
other  article  had  been  reduced  10,  20,  and 
50  per  cent.  On  this  subject  he  would 
quote  as  a  witness  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who,  on  a  former  occasion,  con- 
tended that  wages  were  not  reduced  more 
than  the  prices  of  food  and  clothing  had 
been  diminished,  and  that  therefore  the 
working  classes  were  better  off.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Henley)  was  not  asking  the  House  to 
reduce  salaries  to  the  full  amoant  of  the 
reduction  which  had  taken  place  in  articles 
of  common  use.  He  was  only  asking  them 
to  take  off  to  the  extent  of  one-half;  there- 
fore, according  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  those  officers  must  be  better 
off  still  than  those  whose  wages  had  only 
not  been  reduced  more  than  the  prices  of 
commodities.  A  correspondent  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  Halifax  stated 
that  commodities  had  diminished  in  price 
25  per  cent,  but  that  wages  had  not  been 
lowered  more  than  that  amount,  and  that 
the  parties  were  now  better  off.  Now,  as 
he  did  not  propose  to  reduce  salaries  more 
than  10  per  cent,  he  must  be  leaving  the 
parties  to  whom  his  Motion  referred  in  a 
better  condition  than  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  calculated,  and  therefore  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  in  consistency 
to  give  him  his  support.  He  would  now 
come  to  the  various  departments  to  which 
this  scheme  would  apply.  There  were  fire 
heads  of  revenue  in  the  collection  of  which 
salaries  were  paid.  In  the  Castoms  there 
was  for  salaries  and  wi^s,  1,042,2742.; 
Excise,  628,2442.;  Stamps  and  Taxes, 
378,125;.;  Post  Office,  552,0892.;  and  the 
Woods  and  Forests,  44,00OZ.;  amounting 
altogether  to  2,644,7322.  as  the  sum  pud 
for  salaries  and  wages  in  the  various  offices 
in  those  departments.  He  found,  und^ 
the  head  "Miscellaneous,"  various  sums 
put  down  for  purposes  of  education,  law, 
and  justice,  colonies  and  consuls,  and 
boards  of  health,  including  a  sam  taken 
for  various  commissioners  appointed  during 
late  years,  and  which  was  charged  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  keep  it  out  of 
the  annual  revision  of  Parliament,  this  last 
being  a  sum  of  1 83,7002.  These  payments 
amounted  in  all  to  1,191,0431.    Theo,  for 
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diplomatic  services  there  was  140,000?.; 
and  for  the  Army,  Nayj»  Ordnance,  and 
Commissariat,  there  were  sums  amount- 
ing to  810,000Z.;  the  aggregate  amount- 
ing, in  round  numbers,  to  4,700,000?. 
[Lord  J.  RussBLL :  Is  the  pay  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  included  ?]  No,  nothing  but 
the  salaries  of  the  Admiralty,  the  dock- 
yards, and  other  departments  of  that  kind. 
He  did  not  include  shipwrights,  looking 
upon  them  as  mechanics;  and,  indeed,  he 
had  throughout  endeavoured  to  draw  a 
broad  line  of  distinction  between  those 
holding  places  and  receiving  salaries,  and 
those  whose  employment  was  very  much 
regulated  by  supply  and  demand.  He  did 
not  assert  that  his  calculations  were  alto- 
gether correct  so  far  as  the  amount  went; 
but  whether  there  was  100,000?.  or 
200,000?.  more  or  less,  did  not  affect  the 
principle  of  his  question,  which  was,  whe- 
ther the  parties  included  in  the  category 
he  had  named  ought  or  ought  not  to  have 
their  salaries  reduced  in  the  manner  he 
proposed.  He  would  now  state  shortly 
what  he  had  done  to  ascertain  the  different 
prices  of  various  articles.  It  might  have 
been  very  easy  for  him  to  take  the  common 
prices  current,  and  quote  the  various  re- 
ductions; but  that  would  not  have  conveyed 
so  clear  a  view  to  the  House  as  the  plan  he 
had  adopted,  because  in  many  cases  the 
wholesale  and  retail  prices  differed  very 
much  from  time  to  time.  The  retail  prices, 
however,  were  what  most  affected  the  con- 
sumer, and  he  should  therefore  refer  to 
them.  The  first  article  he  should  take 
was  meat,  and  he  found  that  in  1831  the 
best  price  of  meat  in  Smithfield  market 
was  from  4s,  to  is,  6c?.  per  stone;  mutton 
from  4«.  8d,  to  ds.  2d.  The  retail  price 
now  in  the  best  price  shops  was  reduced 
about  Ic?.  or  1J«?.  per  pound,  being  a  re- 
duction of  from  10  to  15  per  cent.  Meat, 
however,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware, 
was  an  article  the  price  of  which  fluctuated 
very  much  from  time  to  time,  and  upon 
which  no  man  could  predicate  any  steadi- 
ness of  price  for  any  lengthened  period, 
because  it  depended  not  only  upon  the 
varying  circumstances  of  supply  and  de- 
maud,  like  other  articles;  but,  unlike  other 
articles,  a  great  deal  of  it  was  produced  at 
a  cost  much  greater  than  was  received  for 
it,  for  the  sake  of  the  manure  which  it 
produced;  and  the  greater  or  lesser  profit 
derived  from  the  manure  had  a  tendency 
to  increase  or  decrease  the  production  of 
meat.  The  consuming  power  of  the  coun- 
try, too,  was  apt  to  increase  and  decrease 


suddenly;  because,  if  the  poor  had  any* 
thing  like  good  wages  at  all,  they  consumed 
a  great  deal  of  meat.  It  was  therefore 
very  difficult  to  speak  of  the  price  of  meat. 
With  respect  to  bread,  he  beUeved  it  would 
not  be  denied  that  the  price  had  fallen 
since  1831  25  per  cent.  The  price  of 
wheat  in  1831  was  about  60s.  per  quarter. 
The  average  of  ten  years  was  5/s. ;  the 
average  now  was  45s.,  and  he  believed  he 
was  a  sanguine  man  who  expected  it  would 
continue  at  that.  But,  taking  it  as  it  was, 
it  showed  a  diminution  of  25  per  cent.  In 
the  article  of  groceries  there  was  a  diminu- 
tion of  about  30  per  cent.  The  course  he 
took  to  ascertain  the  price  of  groceries  was 
this — ^he  got  one  of  the  most  respectable 
tradesmen  in  town  to  copy  out  of  his  books 
the  prices  of  the  common  articles  supplied 
to  a  family  in  1831-32  as  compared  with 
the  prices  in  the  present  year.  He  ob- 
tained from  that  tradesman  a  list  of  fifty- 
two  of  the  more  common  articles  furnished 
by  a  grocer,  and  he  found  that  the  di- 
minution of  price  amounted  to  about  25 
per  cent.  He  also  applied  to  a  party 
well  qualified  to  give  him  information  oo 
the  subject  of  the  prices  of  articles  d 
earthenware,  china,  and  glass,  and  he 
found  the  diminution  in  the  price  of  that 
class  of  articles  amounted  to  about  20 
per  cent.  With  respect  to  furniture, 
taking  feather  beds,  mattresses,  plain 
mahogany  tables,  Brussels  carpets,  and 
the  like,  as  fair  representatives  of  the 
ordinary  run  of  furniture,  he  found  that 
the  reduction  of  price  amounted  to  about 
20  per  cent.  This  referred  to  articles 
supplied  by  first-rate  tradespeople,  whose 
profits,  as  the  House  was  aware,  had  not 
diminished  quite  so  much  as  those  of  the 
classes  below  them.  In  cotton  goods  he 
believed  the  diminution  of  price  amount- 
ed to  between  20  and  30  per  cent.  He 
spoke  in  the  hearing  of  Gentlemen  who 
would  be  ready  to  correct  him  if  he  was 
wrong;  but  he  believed  if  he  took  the 
diminution  in  the  prices  of  cotton  goods 
at  30  per  cent,  it  would  rather  be  below 
than  above  the  mark.  Linen  might  be 
taken  at  15  per  cent;  woollen,  at  10  per 
cent;  and  hosiery  at  from  15  to  20  per 
cent.  There  was  one  article  on  which» 
although  it  was  difficult  to  account  for  it^ 
there  was  little  diminution  of  price,  «id 
that  was  shoes.  Although  everything 
had  been  done  to  cheapen  the  priee  of 
shoes,  yet  no  information  he  had  been 
able  to  get  had  brought  him  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  the  price  hietd  fallen  more  than 
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4  per  cent.  It  was  true  you  could  get 
shoes  at  all  sorts  of  prices,  but  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  compare  the  quality.  By  taking 
the  prices  of  the  shoes  supplied  to  Christ's 
Hospital  at  both  the  periods  to  which  he 
referred,  he  found  that  the  price  had  fallen 
only  about  1\  per  cent.  With  respect  to 
beer,  the  price  had  sunk  about  \d.  per 
pot.  What  was  formerly  sold  at  6d,  was 
now  sold  at  ^d.  Wine  was  another  article 
on  which  it  was  difficult  to  institute  an 
exact  comparison — because  there  again 
the  quality  varied  so  much — there  being 
all  sorts  of  wines  at  all  sorts  of  prices; 
but  from  the  best  information  he  had 
been  able  to  obtain,  from  parties  who 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  buying  the 
same  quality  of  wine,  he  found  that  the 
reduction  of  price  amounted  to  not  less 
than  10  per  cent.  Many  persons  had 
stated  it  much  higher.  He  might  also 
mention  the  diminution  in  the  cost  of 
locomotion,  which  was  very  much  greater 
than  most  other  articles.  They  all  knew 
that  they  now  paid  3fl?.  for  an  omni- 
bus, whereas  formerly  they  were  charged 
6c?.;  and  he  believed  that  that  reduc- 
tion was  carried  out  all  over  the  coun- 
try. He  was  told  that  on  the  river  a  sail, 
which  formerly  cost  4c?.,  might  now  be  had 
for  Id,  No  matter  what  it  was,  the  uni- 
versal principle  seemed  to  be  laid  down, 
that  in  every  relation  of  life  there  should 
be  more  work,  and  less  money.  There 
was  only  one  exception,  and  that  was  to 
be  found  in  the  public  offices,  where  the 
principle  was  only  fulfilled  in  one  of  its 
conditions.  He  believed  fully  that  more 
work  had  been  imposed,  but  there  had  been 
no  reduction  of  pay,  though  he  did  not  see 
why  public  servants  should  escape  from 
being  placed  in  the  same  category  with  the 
rest  of  mankind.  He  believed  that  a  re- 
duction was  necessary,  because  within  the 
last  thirty  years  there  had  been  a  continued 
increase  in  the  value  of  money  as  compared 
with  the  price  of  goods — arising  partly  but 
not  altogether  from  the  change  in  our  mo- 
netary laws.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand upon  what  ground  his  Motion  was  to 
be  resisted.  If  it  was  to  be  resisted  on 
the  ground  that  there  had  been  a  great 
increase  of  labour,  he  was  ready  to  meet 
it  by  the  allegation  that  that  increase  of 
labour  had  only  been  imposed  upon  public 
officers  equally  with  the  rest  of  mankind. 
If  he  looked  to  the  agricultural  labourer, 
who  received  the  lowest  amount  of  pay  for 
his  work — if  he  turned  to  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  and  saw  how  persons  there 
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were  obliged  to  toil  and  work  in  order  to 
make  a  living — if  he  looked  at  other  classes 
of  life,  and  saw  the  vast  competition  for 
employment,  however  humble — how  diffi- 
cult tradesmen  found  it,  for  instance,  with 
their  reduced  profits,  to  obtain  a  subsis- 
tence for  themselves  and  families — if  he 
looked  at  all  these  classes,  he  could  not  see 
why  public  servants  should  be  made  an  ex- 
ception to  the  general  rule.  With  respect 
to  the  clergy,  the  House  had  taken  care 
that  their  income  should  vary  with  the 
price  of  corn,  and  at  the  time  that  that  was 
fixed,  neither  the  clergy  nor  those  who 
were  interested  in  them  had  the  least  idea 
of  any  law  being  in  contemplation  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  an  increase  in  their 
income.  If  the  House  wished  to  maintain 
the  public  credit  inviolate,  they  must  apply 
themselves  to  cut  down  the  public  expen- 
diture in  every  way  that  could  with  justice 
be  done.  The  Government  told  them  that 
the  number  of  public  servants  could  not  be 
materially  reduced.  They  must,  therefore, 
endeavour  to  reduce  the  amount  of  their 
pay.  He  implored  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
wise  to  give  way,  on  a  matter  of  this  sort, 
to  the  necessity  of  the  times.  He  asked 
them  to  consider  whether  by  a  timely  con- 
cession in  this  direction  they  might  not 
stave  off  an  inquiry  of  a  much  more  difficult 
kind?  He  asked  them,  for  the  sake  of  the 
public  service,  to  consider  that.  He  beg- 
ged them  to  recollect  that  they  had  now 
established  the  principle  of  buying  in  the 
cheapest  and  selling  in  the  dearest  market. 
He  put  it  to  them  to  consider  whether,  if 
the  people  were  to  continue — he  would  not 
say  distressed,  but  to  find  it  difficult  to 
maintain  their  accustomed  position-— if  they 
were  to  find  their  wages  diminishing,  and 
all  sorts  of  employment  decreasing,  whe- 
ther they  would  not  find  it  difficult  to  stave 
off  an  inquiry  of  this  sort?  Therefore, 
upon  all  these  grounds,  he  asked  them  to 
make  what  he  believed  to  be  a  wise  and 
just  concession.  He  begged  them  to  bear 
in  mind,  that  although  the  population  was 
increasing,  their  power  of  paying  was  not 
increasing  in  proportion.  He  b.egged  them 
to  recollect  the  state  of  Ireland,  with  re- 
spect to  which  the  boldest  could  not  look 
forward  without  fear,  the  most  sanguine 
hardly  with  hope,  nor  the  most  timid  with- 
out unmixed  apprehension  and  alarm.  It 
was  not  the  poor  alone  who  were  struggling 
for  existence  in  that  country,  but  a  large 
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portion  of  the  higher  classes  as  well.  What, 
therefore,  would  ho  their  feelings  if  they 
found  tbe  Government  keeping  up  pay- 
ments which,  in  their  opinion,  ought  to  he 
reduced?  He  asked  them  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  that  the  present  state 
of  things  could  long  continue,  and  whether 
every  farthing  they  could  save  ought  not 
to  he  saved,  in  order  to  get  the  Exchequer 
into  such  a  state  as  would  enable  them  to 
meet  all  proper  demands  upon  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That'  to  tho 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
*  a  reduction  of  ten  per  cent  be  made  in  all  Sa- 
laries in  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  in  all 
other  Departments  of  Government  at  Home  and 
Abroad.' " 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  at 
the  commencement  of  his  observations, 
had  staged  that  he  meant  no  reflection 
upon  any  of  Her  Majesty *s  servants.  He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  never 
supposed  that  he  intended  it,  nor  that  he 
was  at  all  influenced  by  any  personal  con- 
siderations in  the  matter.  He  only  hoped 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  acquit  him  of  being  actuated  by  any 
personal  considerations,  and  would  give 
him  credit  for  looking  only  to  the  general 
good  of  the  country  at  large  in  resisting 
the  Motion  now  proposed.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said — and,  in  fact,  it  was  evi- 
dent from  his  Motion — that  he  meant  to  in- 
clude all  public  servants  in  the  proposed 
reduction,  from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who 
was  the  highest  paid  functionary,  down  to 
the  letter- carriers,  some  of  whom,  it  had 
been  said,  received  as  little  as  75.  per 
week.  [Mr.  Henley  :  I  don't  include  the 
law.]  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  to 
include  the  law,  that  would  certainly  give 
satisfaction  to  a  large  class  of  persons. 
[Mr.  Henley  :  That  will  come  afterwards.] 
Oh,  this  was  only  a  first  instalment,  then ! 
The  House  should  then  distinctly  under- 
stand, that  though  the  Law,  and  the  Ai-my 
and  Navy  were  exempted  at  present,  they 
would  be  included  afterwards.  Ho  must 
say,  however,  that  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  far  better,  when  bringing  for- 
ward a  sweeping  measure  of  this  kind,  to 
state  at  once  to  what  extent  it  was  in- 
tended to  carry  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  said,  that  although  he  had 
put  a  notice  on  the  Paper  on  this  subject, 
he  considered  it  so  much  the  same  as  the 
present  Motion,  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
press  it,  but  would  content  himself  with 
supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
VOL.CVIL    {Je^jS} 


for  Oxford.  Now,  what  was  the  notice  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  ?  It  was, 
in  point  of  fact,  to  place  the  salaries 
of  public  servants  on  the  scale  of  the 
year  1797.  The  result  of  that  would  be, 
in  many  cases,  to  raise  them  above  their 
present  amount.  On  grounds  of  economy 
he  should  resist  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  had  admitted  that 
public  servants  were  harder  worked  now 
than  formerly.  With  great  deference  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  submitted  that  some 
consideration  was  due  to  that  circumstance. 
On  a  former  occasion,  too,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  he  thought  the  Members 
of  the  Government  the  worst  paid  and  the 
hardest  worked  part  of  the  community. 
After  that  declaration,  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  include  them 
in  the  reductions  which  he  proposed  to 
effect.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  had  referred 
to  the  examination  which  took  place  in 
1831.  Every  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  that  was  a  time  when  there 
was  a  great  pressure  for  economy  in  that 
House,  and  when  reductions  to  a  consider- 
able extent  were  effected.  At  that  time, 
a  Committee  sat  to  investigate  the  salaries 
of  the  highest  officers  of  Government,  and 
made  a  very  careful  inquiry  into  the  whole 
matter  ;  and  he  should  like  to  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  the  report,  showing 
the  principle  they  laid  down  : — 

'*  Economy,  to  deserve  the  name,  must  be  ra- 
tional ;  and  no  consideration  of  mere  money  can 
be  set  in  competition  with  the  paramount  evident 
necessity  of  securing  for  offices  of  great  trust 
and  confidence  the  highest  class  of  intelligence 
and  integrity.  It  has  been  frequently  observed, 
and  the  observation  being  founded  on  truth  and 
reason  should  never  be  lost  sight  of,  that  offices 
in  a  free  country  should  not  be  put  beyond  the 
reach  of  men  of  moderate  fortunes.  If  salaries 
should  be  fixed  too  low,  a  monopoly  would  bo 
created  in  the  hands  of  the  wealthy,  the  power  of 
selection  by  the  Crown  would  be  most  injuriously 
restricted,  and  tho  public  would  be  deprived  of 
the  services  of  men  of  limited  means,  educated 
with  a  view  to  the  pursuit  of  liberal  professions — 
a  class  furnishing,  more  than  any  other,  the 
talents  and  industry  suited  to  official  life.  It 
should  further  be  considered  that  the  higher  of- 
fices of  Government  require  an  entire  devotion  of 
the  whole  time  and  attention  of  those  who  fill 
them,  that  their  own  private  afi&iirs  must  neces- 
sarily be  neglected,  and  that  if  care  should  be 
taken,  on  the  one  hand,  to  avoid  the  scandal  of 
private  fortunes  amassed  at  the  public  expense, 
it  is  neither  for  the  interest  nor  for  the  honour 
of  the  country,  on  the  other  hand,  that  they 
should  be  ruined  in  its  service.'* 

He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  very 
much  suspected  that  if   they  referred  to 
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the  annals  of  the  past,  they  would  find  that 
a  large  numher  of  the  higher  officers  of 
Gorernment  had  heen  more  nearly  rained  in 
the  puhlic  service,  than  had  amassed  fortunes 
in  it.  The  result  of  the  lahours  of  that 
Committee  was,  that  a  considerahle  reduc- 
tion took  place  in  the  salaries  of  the  chief 
officers  of  the  GoTcmment.  The  salary 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 
not  reduced ;  hut  the  salaries  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  were.  The  sa- 
laries of  the  Secretary  of  the  Ti-easury 
and  the  Secretaries  of  State  were  reduced 
1,000^  a  year  each ;  the  salaries  of  the 
Under  Secretaries  of  State  were  reduced 
5001.  a  year ;  the  salary  of  the  Lord 
President  was  reduced  more  than  500^1 ; 
that  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol, 1,500{.  a  year;  and  that  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  500/.  a  year. 
With  respect  to  all  the  other  appointments 
of  first-rate  importance,  the  salaries  were 
generally  fixed  at  2,000/.  a  year.  The 
salary  of  the  Paymaster  General  had  heen 
reduced  the  otner  day,  on  Lord  Gran- 
Tille's  appointment,  from  2,400/.  to  2,000/. 
per  annum.  The  Committee  of  1831 
proceeded  upon  an  examination  carried 
on  in  detail  into  all  the  puhlic  offices, 
oomparing  the  salaries  with  those  of  1780; 
and  the  result  was,  as  he  had  stated,  a 
considerahle  reduction.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  pressure  of  taxation 
was  such  that  the  people  were  no  longer 
ahle  to  pay  the  present  high  salaries.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  foreot  that  a  large 
amount  of  taxation  had  heen  taken  off 
principally  upon  articles  of  general  con- 
sumption. No  less  than  hetween  7,000,000/. 
and  8,000,000/.  had  heen  taken  off  m  that 
way  within  the  last  five  or  six  years.  The 
pressure  of  taxation  upon  the  great  body 
of  the  people  had  thus  been  greatly  re- 
lieved. And  how  had  the  revenue  been 
maintained?  Why,  by  the  imposition  of 
a  direct  tax  on  income,  which  tax  had,  of 
course,  been  applied  to  persons  holding 
official  situations  as  well  as  to  others,  and 
included  all  who  had  salaries  at  and  above 
150/.  a  year.  He  begged  to  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  also  that  a  majority  of  the 
Committee  who  sat  last  year  on  the  public 
expenditure,  refused  to  concur  in  the  pro- 
{>osal  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  the  chief 
officers  of  Government.  He  found  that  on 
the  division  only  two  Gentlemen  voted  for 
a  reduction  of  the  salary  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
With  respect  to  the  great  body  of  public 


servants,  he  was  convinced  that  the  sa- 
laries were  lowei*  in  proportion  than  the 
salaries  of  persons  of  a  similar  description 
employed  in  private  establishments.  He 
undertook  to  say  that  many  clerks  in  public 
offices  Were  not  so  well  paid  as  some  domes- 
tic servants  were.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  Government  had  refused  to 
Inake  reductions  in  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  the  public  service,  and  there- 
fore the  salaries  ought  to  be  reduced.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely  mistaken  in 
that,  because  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  stated  distinctly  the  other  day 
that  there  had  been  a  great  reduction  in 
the  number  of  persons  employed,  and  that 
his  belief  was  that  the  reductions  might  be 
carried  still  further,  not  only  with  economy, 
but  with  great  advantage  to  the  public 
service.  The  fact  was,  that  within  so 
recent  a  period  as  from  1833  to  J.he  pre- 
sent time,  there  had  been  2,000  reduc- 
tions in  one  department  alone^  The  hon. 
Gentleman  surely  then  must  admit  that 
he  had  wholly  mistaken  the  purport  of  the 
statement  which  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had  made  upon  this  subject. 
The  next  point  to  which  it  became  neces- 
sary for  him  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
HousOf  was  one  which  he  feared  he  did  not 
very  clearly  comprehend.  He  confessed 
that  he  did  not  understand  the  principle 
upon  which  wages  and  place  were  to  be 
distinguished  one  from  another — he  did 
not  see  the  ground  of  that  distinction  which 
was  sought  to  be  established  between  the 
coast  guard  and  the  sailor — he  was  not 
able  to  understand  how  one  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  holding  a  place,  and  the  other 
as  receiving  wages.  Further,  it  became  a 
very  serious  question  whether  they  ought 
not  to  make  great  sacrifices  rather  than 
expose  persons  engaged  in  the  lower  offices 
of  the  public  service  to  the  temptation 
which  necessarily  arose  out  of  insufficient 
payment.  It  was  notorious  that  many 
persons  employed  in  the  public  service  were 
very  insufficiently  paid.  But  then  the  hon. 
Member  took  the  case  of  the  postman  of 
the  village  near  which  he  himself  resided, 
and  he  told  the  House  that  the  ordinary 
wages  of  a  carter  in  that  neighbourhood 
were  as  low  as  125.  or  even  II5.,  and  he 
made  it  a  matter  of  grievous  complaint  that 
tho  postman  received  a  salary  of  12$.  a 
week.  It  was  to  be  hoped  the  House 
would  remember  that  a  postman  required 
higher  qualifications  and  was  more  largely 
trusted  than  a  carter.  The  carter  need 
not  either  read  or  write;  the  postman  must 
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do  both.  The  carter  was  not  trusted  to 
anything  like  the  same  amount  as  the 
postman;  and  when  thej  were  to  take 
reading,  and  writing,  and  trustworthiness 
into  account,  he  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  every  reason  was  in  favour  of  giving 
to  the  postman  the  higher  rate  of  payment. 
In  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  he  found 
it  impossible  to  obtain  even  unskilled  la- 
bourers for  less  than  14«.  a  week;  and  he 
found  it  difficult  to  understand  how  per- 
sons employed  by  the  Government  should 
receive  less.  But  in  all  these  cases  it 
would  be  impossible,  and,  if  possible,  it 
would  be  hardly  safe,  to  attempt  to  carry 
out  anything  approaching  to  universal 
rules  by  which  salaries  were  to  ascend 
and  descend  according  to  the  fluctuations 
that  might  occur  in  the  value  of  produce. 
It  should  be  one  of  the  first  objects  of  the 
State  to  secure  the  services  of  the  best 
and  most  steady  men  who  were  to  be  found 
in  the  market,  and  that  was  only  to  be 
accomplished  by  fair  remuneration  and 
permanent  employment.  Such  persons,  if 
illiberally  treated,  could  not  be  retained  in 
the  public  service.  Certainty  of  employ- 
ment, and  certainty  in  the  amount  of  their 
salaries,  were  the  only  conditions  on  which 
their  services  could  be  continuously  se- 
cured; and  he  professed  his  inability  to 
understand  how  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  could  be  carried  into  ad- 
vantageous operation.  The  Committee  of 
1831  gave  what  appeared  to  him  the  best 
recommendation  which  circumstances  per- 
mitted with  regard  to  the  salaries  of  the 
higher  officers;  and  it  had  at  all  times 
struck  his  mind  that  nothing  could  be 
worse  than  the  perpetual  fluctuations  which 
the  plans  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
would  have  the  eflfect  of  introducing. 
Again,  he  would  say  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  public  servants  in  any  respect 
overpaid.  It  was  his  deliberate  conviction 
that  nothing  could  be  more  prejudicial,  or 
in  the  end  more  expensive,  than  to  subject 
the  public  service  to  such  fluctuations  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed.  Upon  these 
grounds,  and  without  going  further  into 
detail,  he  would  say  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  servants  of  the  State  were  more 
highly  paid  than  was  necessary  to  their 
adequate  remuneration,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  resist  the  Motion  then  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  should 
certainly  vote  for  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  near  him,  notwithstanding  all  that 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man opposite,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
chequer.  It  must,  he  believed,  be  obvious 
to  every  one  who  paid  the  least  attention 
to  the  subject,  that  the  value  of  money  had 
been  rapidly  increasing  ever  since  there 
had  been  a  reaction  in  our  monetary  system. 
In  the  previous  state  of  our  affairs  it  was 
not  necessary  to  raise  these  nice  distinc- 
tions; but  they  were  the  unavoidable  con- 
sequence of  the  system  which  the  present 
Government  had  introduced.  The  Chah- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  the  House 
that  they  must  have  no  fluctuation  in  the 
rewards  paid  to  their  public  servants :  that 
might  be  just  enough  in  the  abstract,  but 
it  was  not  a  position  that  the  Ministers 
could  take  up,  for  they  had  cut  that  ground 
completely  from  under  them.  They  could 
not  now  tell  the  world,  because  they  had 
repealed  certain  duties,  that  the  labourei' 
was  therefore  in  any  respect  in  a  better 
condition  than  before.  No  labouring  man 
could  believe  them  when  they  said  that  his 
condition  was  improved  merely  because 
the  Government  had  made  certain  thitigs 
cheap  ;  they  lowered  the  price  of  the 
articles  which  he  produced,  and  then  coolly 
informed  him  that  his  condition  was  much 
improved.  The  country  felt,  and  every 
man  must  soon  be  convinced,  that  the 
policy  of  Ministers  was  an  impoverishing 
process.  But  to  all  this  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  thought  he  gave  a  tri-^ 
umphant  answer  when  he  said  that  in  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  labourers  were 
not  to  be  had  for  less  than  14«.  a  week. 
Now,  he  begged  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  from  Warwickshire  he 
could  supply  him  with  thousands  of  la* 
bourers  who  would  be  only  too  glad  to  re- 
ceive 10«.  a  week.  It  might  be  perfectly 
true  that  labour  in  the  West  Riding  bord 
a  price  one-third  greater  than  in  Warwick- 
shire; but  that  proved  nothing  with  regard 
to  the  rest  of  England,  and  he  entertained 
not  a  doubt  that  14«.  a  week  was  very 
much  above  the  common  rate  of  wages  in 
this  country.  He  admitted  the  wisdom  of 
that  policy  which  declared  that  the  ser-* 
vants  of  the  State  ought  not  to  be  exposed 
to  temptation;  but  what  had  the  policy  of 
the  Government  done  ?  In  the  year  1844 
the  monetary  system  had  undergone  a 
violent  change,  and  in  1846  our  commer- 
cial system  was  placed  upon  an  entirelt 
new  basis.  These  changes  they  must  look 
in  the  face,  and  meet  in  the  best  manner 
that  circumstances  would  permit;  and  what 
did  the  Government  do  ?  They  told  every 
one  that  all  prices  must  come  down — to 
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the  landlords  they  said  that  rents  must  he 
lowered;  to  the  merchants  that  they  must 
carry  on  their  commercial  pursuits   with 
less  profit ;  to  the  manufacturer  that  he 
must    do    a  less    business,   and   that   all 
grades  of  society  must  sink  together.     If 
so — and  ho  did  not  deny  that  they  made 
it  so — then  the  lower  classes,  according  to 
the  plan  of  the  Government,  must  sink  the 
lowest,    and    be   the    greatest    sufferers. 
Though  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  was  right  in  not  adhering  in 
his  speech  to  wholesale  prices,  yet   they 
must  judge  from  wholesale  prices  of  the 
return  for  labour,  for  it  was  represented 
by  those  prices.     He  found  that  150  years 
ago,  when  the  official  value  was  the  same 
as  at  present,  it  was  taken  as  the  measure 
of  quantity — for  instance,  100?.  of  official 
value  represented  the  same  quantity  in  corn, 
wool,  and  other  articles.  If  they  compared 
100?.  worth  of  declared  value  with  100?. 
of  official  value,  then  they  would  arrive  at 
a  positive   conclusion  as  to  their  exports. 
In  1817  the  declared  and  the  official  value 
were   at   par ;    the   declared  value   being 
41,817,540?.,     and     the     official    value, 
40,111,157?.     He  would  take  an  average 
of  four   years,  from  1817  to  1820.      In 
1817  the  official  value  was  40,111,157?.;  in 
1818,42,702,068?.;  inl819.33,534,176?.; 
and  in   1820,  38,393,768?.;    showing  a 
total  of  154,741,169?.     In  the  same  years 
the     declared    value     was,     respectively, 
41,817,540?.,  4j),470,863?.,  35,211,401?., 
and     36,423.959?.,    making   a    total    of 
159,923,763?.,  and  showing  an  excess  of 
declared  over  official  value  of  3|  per  cent. 
He  would  next  take  an   average  of  four 
years  from  1829  to  1832.     In  those  years 
the  official  value  was  243,081,958?.,  and 
the  declared  vahie  147,729,186?.,  showing 
a  depreciation  of   40J  per  cent.     In  the 
years  1845  to  1848,  the  official  value  was 
525,949,255?.,   and  the    declared    value 
229,952,468?.,  showing  a  depreciation  ac- 
cording to  the  declared  value  of  56^  per 
cent  since  1820,  and  of  63  per  cent   ac- 
cording to  the  market  value  during  those 
years.     He  would  now  refer  to  one  or  two 
other  points  in  connexion  with  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire, which  ho  preferred  to  that   of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.     It  would  be 
remembered  that  ho  had  resisted  the  first 
measure   which    rendered    that   reduction 
necessary.     Hon.    Members   who    agreed 
with  his  views  said,  that  the  Government 
had  forced  on  the  country  measures  which 
she  deprecated  ;  but  as  they  had  thus  im- 


poverished and  weakened  her  resources, 
the  Government  could  not  expect  her  to 
bear  those  burdens  which  she  had  formerly 
submitted  to.  If  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  adopted  a  wiser  system  of  Ittgislation, 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
would  no  longer  ask  for  a  reduction  in 
the  salaries,  for  then  they  would  view  such 
a  reduction  as  unnecessary  and  unjust;  hut 
they  said  that  the  Government  had  by 
their  ruinous  policy  impoverished  all  the 
produce  of  the  land,  and  that  if  it  were 
better  the  country  should  be  poorer — if  it 
were  better  that  all  poor  men  should  be 
more  poorly  paid — then  let  them  apply 
that  policy  to  all.  They  could  not  per- 
severe in  that  policy,  for  the  people  would 
become  alive  to  its  numerous  consequences; 
and  once  they  became  sensible  of  its  in- 
justice there  would  be  a  clamour  abroad 
which  it  would  not  be  easy  to  silence,  and 
movements  which  he  feared  they  would  uot 
find  it  easy  to  control.  He  condemned 
that  policy  on  the  ground  that  it  im- 
poverished the  producing  classes  of  the 
country — that  it  took  all  means  to  depress 
him  who  was  adding  to  his  capital  by  la- 
bour, or,  perhaps,  whose  labour  was  his 
only  capital;  and  he  supported  that  Motion 
— for  he  knew  no  means  by  which  the 
great  question  could  be  brought  before  the 
House  more  fairly  and  more  justly  than  by 
it.  They  w^ro  making  the  rich  richer, 
and  the  poor  more  poor,  The  great  social 
question  was,  had  the  pressure  of  the  last 
year  fallen  with  the  greatest  severity  upon 
the  rich  or  upon  the  poor?  Let  tbem 
take  the  two  extremes  of  the  scale.  In  the 
class  where  the  incomes  were  50,000{. 
— although  the  whole  number  had  been 
but  20 — two  had,  since  1846,  been  added 
to  the  class — while  1,481  had,  within  the 
same  period,  been  added  to  the  number  of 
those  who  belonged  to  the  1502.  class. 
They  might  for  the  present  throw  out  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend;  but  of  this  no 
man  could  doubt,  that  it  would  return  with 
a  force  and  frequency  against  which  no 
resistance  could  prevail. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  had  been  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  had  truly  stated  that  they 
had  not  passed  many  resolutions  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  reduction  of  salaries.  Several 
Members  had  declined  to  vote,  and  with 
reason,  for  only  the  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates were  laid  before  them;  and  they 
thought  that  under  those  circumstances 
they  should  do  an  injustice  if  they  made  the 
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reduction.  Upon  them  alonethe  Committee 
had  not  given  any  opinion  in  favour  of  such 
a  reduction — they  only  threw  back  on  the 
House  the  responsibility  of  making  such  a 
recommeildation.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
public  representation  should  urge  on  the 
Ministry  the  necessity  of  reducing  the  sa- 
laries, and  that  it  would  be  well  if  they 
gradually  corrected  the  many  anomalies 
which  existed  under  the  present  state  of 
things;  but  he  held  that  it  would  be  most 
unjust  to  take  off  one-tenth  of  all  those  sa- 
laries indiscriminately.  Let  him  refer  to  the 
history  of  the  Committee  in  1831  referred  to 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  A 
popular  outcry  of  economy  occasionally  per- 
vaded this  country — he  was  sorry  that  the 
feeling  which  gave  rise  to  it  was  not  more 
permanently  engrafted  in  the  minds  of  the 
people — and  on  the  occasion  of  one  of  those 
outbreaks  the  Committee  was  granted  by 
the  incoming  Government,  who  added  a 
feather  to  their  cap  by  being  enabled  to 
say  that  they  were  studying  economic 
principles.  He  did  not  think  that  Com- 
mittees ever  sufficiently  attended  to  details 
on  such  matters;  and  that  Committee  had 
adopted  the  principle  of  cutting  a  little  off 
a  high  salary,  and  so  on  ;  but  they  had 
never  thought  of  adapting  the  salary  to 
the  work  performed.  Now  there  were  a 
great  many  anomalies  in  existence  as  re- 
garded salaries.  The  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  had  a  salary  of  2,500?. ;  while  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  had  1,500?.;  and 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (an 
office  of  some  dignity)  had  only  2,000?.  a 
year.  Since  1831  the  House  had  created 
some  offices.  He  would  take  one  for  in- 
stance, the  important  duties  of  which  were 
most  ably  filled  by  the  President  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  They  had  gone  into 
the  market  and  bought  the  best  man.  He 
was  at  the  head  of  his  circuit,  and  the 
gains  from  his  profession  were  far  more 
than  those  which  he  derived  from  his  pre- 
sent office;  but,  prompted  by  a  laudable 
ambition,  honourable  to  himself  and  useful 
to  his  country,  he  accepted  office.  That 
was  a  case  in  which  they  had  fixed  the 
salary  at  2,000?.  per  annum;  and  by  such 
critcrions  the  anomalies  which  existed 
could  be  easily  corrected.  He  felt  there 
was  much  in  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
comparison  of  the  salaries  of  the  Ministry 
in  1831,  and  that  of  the  Ministry  of  the 
present  day.  They  could  now  no  longer 
go  into  the  market  and  buy  up  the  best 
men,  and  therefore  they  would  reduce  where 
the  expenses  of  life  had  been  reduced.  Would 
any  man  in  his  senses  say  to  his  son  who 


had  ability  to  go  to  the  bar,  "  Study  politics 
as  a  sourceof  profit  ?"  He  did  not  think  that 
such  a  man  could  be  found.  He  would  here 
remark  that  there  had  been  one  recommen- 
dation made  by  the  Committee  which  had 
been  disregarded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  namely,  the  correction  of  the 
anomaly  of  charging  some  salaries  oa  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  others  on  the  es- 
timates. He  knew  no  reason  why  the 
Postmaster  GeneraPs  salary  should  not  be 
included  in  the  estimates  as  well  as  that  of 
the  Paymaster  General — or  the  salary  of 
the  Tithe  Commissioners  as  well  as  that 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners.  As  re- 
garded the  principal  officers  of  State,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  was  a  de- 
crease in  their  style  of  living;  that  they 
need  not  now  be  surrounded  by  so  much 
pomp  as  was  used  in  1831.  Instead  of  a 
chaise  and  four  to  Windsor,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister proceeded  to  Council  with  a  day  ticket. 
The  Hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  had  stated 
that  he  would  not  include  in  his  reduction 
scheme  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown.  [Mr.  Henley  :  Those 
are  patent  offices.]  Does  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman exclude  all  patent  offices  ?  [Mr. 
Henley  :  I  do.]  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
intended  to  apply  the  pruning  knife  to  the 
salaries  of  those  persons  only  who  had  em- 
barked in  irksome  but  most  useful  occupa- 
tions, relying  upon  the  faith  of  the  country 
for  a  certain  income  during  their  lives,  he 
could  not  follow  him.  Many  of  those  per- 
sons had  insured  their  lives,  or  had  made 
other  prudential  arrangements  whereby 
they  had  parted  with  portions  of  their  in- 
comes; and  was  the  10  per  cent  to  be  de- 
ducted upon  their  full  salaries,  or  were 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  all  engagements 
of  this  kind  to  ascertain  whether  they 
should  be  exempted  or  not  ?  He  consider- 
ed that  this  was  a  matter  which  required 
minute  investigation,  either  by  the  Govern- 
ment or  by  a  Committee,  and  he  would 
prefer  to  see  the  duty  undertaken  by  the 
Government,  upon  whom  he  thought  the 
responsibility  ought  to  rest  On  the 
grounds  he  had  stated,  he  must  decline  to 
vote  for  the  whole  of  the  resolution,  which 
seemed  to  proceed  upon  no  principle  but 
to  decimate  the  emoluments  of  the  most 
useful  and  the  least  laborious  public  ser- 
vants alike.  Then  how  did  he  distinguish 
between  patent  offices  (of  which  by-the-by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  was  not  one)  and  offi- 
ces understood  by  custom  to  be  durante 
vitd  ? 

Mr.  roebuck  would  say  a  few  words 
upon  this  Motion,  because  he  did  not  mean 
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to  vote  upon  it.  His  reason  for  not  voting 
was,  that  he  might  be  mistaken.  The  rea- 
son why  ho  did  not  support  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire,  was  because  he  sincere- 
ly believed  his  Motion  was  an  unjust  one. 
He  did  not  wish  to  impute  motives  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  what  somebody  had  called  *'  a  flash  in 
the  pan."  It  appeared  to  be  exceedingly 
deceptive;  it  bore  economy  on  the  face  of 
it,  and  yet  if  it  was  real  in  its  character, 
it  never  would  be  opposed.  It  was  opposed 
now.  Why  ?  Because  certain  things  had 
been  done  in  this  House  with  respect  to 
various  measures  of  the  Government  by 
which  corn  and  other  things  had  been  made 
cheaper.  And  this,  then,  was  to  be  the 
counter  blow  to  the  Administration  who  had 
been  supposed  to  have  rendered  cheap  va- 
rious commodities.  Could  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  really  intend  this  to  be  a 
practical  Motion  ?  If  he  had  come  to  the 
House  and  said,  here  is  a  thing  which  is 
unnecessary,  will  you  vote  against  it  ?  he 
would  have  gone  out  with  him.  If  the 
hon.  Member  had  come  and  said,  here  is 
a  place  overpaid,  he  w^ould  have  gone  with 
him;  but  when  the  hon.  Member  came  and 
said  all  salaries,  without  exception,  are  to 
be  taken  and  reduced  ten  per  cent,  was 
was  not  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  bound  to  inquire 
whether  all  salaries  were  overpaid — whe- 
ther all  working  men  were  overpaid  ?  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  it  was  not  the  case. 
That  was  the  chief  argument  that  he  had 
against  the  whole  system,  that  there  was  a 
most  unjust  inequality  in  the  way  of  pay- 
ment; and  hon.  Gentlemen  w^ho  were  wil- 
ling to  keep  up  that  which  they  considered 
requisite  to  the  state  and  dignity  of  the 
nation,  would  be  the  first  persons  to  oppose 
him  if  he  pointed  out  what  were  the  sine- 
cures to  maintain  that  state  which  sur- 
rounded our  feudal  dominion.  Was  a  poor 
man,  who  worked  from  ten  to  six,  to  be 
reduced  in  his  salary  and  expectations,  and 
sent  home  10  percent  poorer?  He  said  it 
was  a  shame  upon  the  House,  it  was  a 
shame  upon  common  honour  and  honesty, 
when  they  accompanied  it  with  such  a 
mode  of  proceeding  regarding  high  offices. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  excepted  the  Lord 
(chancellor,  and  said  it  was  a  patent 
place,  lie  (Mr.  Roebuck)  did  not  care 
whether  it  was  a  patent  place  or  not. 
The  question  was,  was  the  man  over- 
paid for  the  labour  which  he  perform- 
ed? If  he  were  overpaid,  cut  him  down 
to  the  pro])cr  and  just  salary,  and  every 
one  that  had  more  than  enough  for  the 
purpose,  cut  him  down  altogether;  but  to 


take  this  wholesale  way  precluded  their 
acting  upon  it,  and  that  was  his  great  ob- 
jection to  wholesale  proceeding.  To  show 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  inconsistency,  he 
took  the  case  of  a  letter  carrier ,«  whom  he 
called  a  placeholder;  he  said  that  his  carter 
did  as  much  work  as  the  letter  carrier. 
What  was  the  diflference  between  an  ar- 
tisan in  a  naval  dockyard  and  the  letter 
carrier?  They  both  did  certain  service, 
and  good  service,  for  which  both  were  paid. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  reduced  the  letter 
carrier,  but  not  the  artisan  in  the  dockyard. 
What  could  be  the  agreement  between  one 
part  of  the  proceeding  and  the  other  ?  If 
it  were  just  to  bring  down  the  letter  carrier, 
it  must  be  requisite  to  bring  down  the  ar- 
tisan in  the  dockyard;  if  it  was  not  requi- 
site to  bring  down  the  artisan,  it  was  not 
requisite  to  bring  down  the  letter  carrier. 
This  unfortunate  letter  carrier  was  a  very 
responsible  officer,  although  a  humble  one. 
We  depended  upon  his  regularity  in  cairy- 
ing  that  paper  which  was  fraught  with  the 
hopes,  the  expectations,  the  sorrows,  and 
the  happiness  of  mankind;  and  this  man 
who  bore  all  this  responsibility  was  to  be 
like  the  common  carter,  and  this  was  the 
way  they  were  to  deal  with  all  classes  of 
labourers.  He  would  say  of  the  labourer 
of  the  State,  as  he  said  of  all  other  labour- 
ers, and  quote  the  old  scriptural  rule, 
**  The  labourer  is  worthy  of  his  hire."  He 
would  ^x  that  rule  to  all  the  offices  of  the 
State,  commencing  with  the  highest — ^he 
made  no  exception — and  would  then  go 
from  the  highest  in  proper  natural  and 
regular  gradation;  but  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  in  his  strange  way,  sweep- 
ing off  all  men  as  with  a  sword,  and  making 
everything  alike  without  reference  to  how 
they  were  paid  or  what  they  performed,  he 
said  there  was  no  justice  in  this  proposal, 
and  because  it  was  an  unjust  proposal  he 
opposed  it.  He  wished  the  House  not  to 
believe  that  ho  said  that  here  which  he  had 
not  said  before  his  own  constituents.  Thej 
had  asked  him  the  question,  **  Will  you 
reduce  all  salaries?'  What  was  bis  an- 
swer? •*  No.*'  Why?  *•  Because  some 
are  underpaid,  although  some  are  overpaid. 
I  will  pay  all  men  who  do  what  the  State 
requires.  I  will  give  enough  to  have  the 
office  well  performed ;  they  who  well  per- 
form their  duty,  I  will  pay  well;  tbey  who 
do  not,  shall  have  no  pay;  and  those  who 
do  little,  very  little  pay. "  Those  men  who 
lived  by  honest  labour  understood  thai 
statement.  He  must  say  one  thing  ivboat 
one  class  of  public  servants.  There  were 
a  great  nimiber  of  public  servants  sooaUed 
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who  were  engaged  to  maintain  the  splen- 
dour of  the  Government.  He  thought  that 
the  honour  on  that  occasion  was  quite  suffi- 
cient pay.  There  was  so  much  of  distinc- 
tion in  this  matter,  that  he  could  well  allow 
distinction  to  he  the  reward;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  only  begin  with  those 
high  offices,  ho  would  get  much  more  po- 
pularity than  he  was  likely  to  obtain  by  his 
present  proceeding,  and,  he  would  answer 
for  it,  more  justly.  Let  him  begin  with 
those  curious  offices,  the  remains  of  the 
feudal  times.  The  offices  of  grand  falco- 
ner, the  master  of  the  horse,  the  lords  and 
ladies  of  the  bedchamber.  If  he  would 
begin  with  that  class  of  official  servants,  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  would  answer  for  it  that  he 
would  meet  with  a  vast  deal  of  sympathy. 
When  he  spoke  of  the  poor  letter  carrier, 
he  owned  he  had  no  faith  in  his  notions  of 
econony. 

Mr.  H.  DRUMMOND  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  concluded  with  a  recommenda- 
tion to  curtail  the  salaries  of  persons  whom 
he  did  not  pay,  who  were  not  paid  out  of 
the  public  funds,  and  some  of  whom  were 
not  paid  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Drummond)  con- 
sidered that  Her  Majesty^s  Ministers  and 
their  friends  had  to  thank  themselves  for 
this  Motion.  They  had  boasted  that  they 
had  reduced  the  prices  of  all  commodities 
50  per  cent ;  but  was  not  that  tantamount 
to  raising  their  own  fixed  salaries  50  per 
cent?  He  remembered  that  the  ground 
of  raising  the  Judges'  salaries  was,  that  it 
was  difficult  to  get  men  of  eminence  at  the 
bar  to  fill  those  important  offices.  When 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly  was  in  the  full  height 
of  his  practice,  and  when  he  and  others 
were  making  very  much  more  than  the 
salary  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  it  might 
have  been  exceedingly  difficult  to  induce 
men  of  such  eminence  to  accept  judicial 
positions.  This,  he  thought,  was  a  suf- 
ficient reason  for  excepting  the  Judges  ; 
but  he  believed,  also,  their  salaries  were 
fixed  for  life  by  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
had  been  said  they  ought  not  to  introduce 
the  commercial  principle  into  public  life, 
and  to  get  the  Government  of  the  country 
jobbed  at  the  cheapest  rate  ;  and  in  that 
he  fully  agreed.  He  well  remembered, 
when  Lord  Sidmouth  was  Secretary  for 
the  Homo  Department,  reading  in  the 
Edinburgh  Review  a  comparison  between 
the  salaries  paid  to  the  Ministers  of  this 
country  and  of  America,  greatly  panegryis- 
ing  the  system  of  the  Americans,  who,  it 
was  said,  got  their  Sidmouths  for  300^.  a 
year,  and  their  Crokers  by  the  gross  for 


nothing.  He  wished  to  see  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  boldly  grappling  with 
this  question,  and  proposing  a  measure 
which  would  reduce  every  income,  from 
the  very  highest  down  to  the  lowest,  and 
from  which  he  would  not  exclude  the  ia- 
come  of  any  rich  man  in  this  country, 
whether  he  held  public  office  or  not.  He 
had  alluded  tq  this  subject  before,  and  he 
was  more  and  more  convinced  that  they 
must  shift  the  public  burdens  from  the 
low  to  the  high,  and  that  they  must  take 
among  the  high,  not  mere  placemen,  as 
they  were  called,  but  all  who  had  large 
incomes — who  were,  in  common  parlance, 
called  the  rich,  and  must  lay  a  larger  bur- 
den upon  them  than  they  did  at  present. 
He  could  not  refuse  to  vote  for  this  Motion. 
He  knew  that  a  great  many  persons,  when 
Motions  of  this  kind  were  brought  forward, 
said,  **  We  are  delighed  with  the  Motion — 
but  then.*'  There  was  always  a  **hut,*' 
and  for  a  measure  of  financial  reform  of 
any  kind,  there  were  always  nineteen 
♦  •  buts  "  out  of  twenty  Members. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  in  reply  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sheffield,  he  thought  he  could  show  that  a 
reduction  that  was  intended  to  be  applied 
generally  could  not  be  unjust,  and  that  on 
general  principles  the  public  had  a  right 
to  be  served  at  as  low  a  rate  as  any  other 
employer.  He  believed  that  on  all  similar 
occasions  a  distinction  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  those  who  received  weekly  or 
monthly  wages,  and  he  hoped  that  rule 
would  be  followed  in  the  present  case  also, 
and  that  these  men  would  be  excepted. 
But  he  would  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  called  this  an  unjust  Motion,  whether 
he  thought  that  up  to  1845  or  1847  the 
public  servants  had  been  properly  paid  ? 
If  they  were  well -and  properly  paid  up  to 
1847  and  1848,  would  it  be  said  that  their 
9alaries  were  not  proportionally  higher 
now,  when  the  means  of  living  were  re- 
duced 15  or  20  or  30  per  cent  below  the 
amount  at  which  they  then  stood  ?  If  he 
could  have  brought  forward  his  Motion,  he 
would  have  asked  the  House  to  pledge  it- 
self that  all  new  salaries  to  be  hereafter 
declared  should  he  on  a  scale  commen- 
surate with  the  altered  condition  of  the 
times ;  but,  unfortunately,  he  had  not 
been  able  to  bring  that  Motion  forward. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  whole  of  this 
Motion,  and  yet  he  would  vote  for  it  as  a 
pledging  the  House  to  reduce  the  expen- 
diture. Four  great  Motions  had  been 
brought  forward  on  this  subject.  In  1821, 
the  HouBO  unanimously  agreed  to  an  ad- 
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dress  to  the  Crown,  "  to  consider  all  in- 
creased salaries  granted  to  individuals 
since  the  year  1797.'*  They  were  then 
told  that  reductions  could  not  take  place, 
in  consequence  of  the  increase  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  cost  of  provisions.  The 
Government  of  that  day  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee, who  inquired  into  every  depart- 
ment of  the  State.  In  1831,  another 
Committee  was  appointed  by  the  Whigs, 
and  to  that  Committee  he  had  the  honour 
to  belong.  The  object  of  that  Committee 
was,  that  the  salaries  should  be  reduced  as 
much  as  possible,  taking  into  account  the 
effect  of  these  combined  periods  of  in- 
crease. He  well  recollected  the  time  when 
a  landed  gentleman  of  1,500^.  a  year  was 
somebody  ;  but  now,  collectors  of  excise, 
and  secretaries  of  public  departments,  who 
were  formerly  considered  to  be  well  paid 
at  400^.  a  year,  topped  them  with  their 
salaries  of  2,000^.  or  3,000?.  Mr.  Croker, 
he  recollected,  at  one  time  received  4,000?. 
— the  landed  gentry  of  1 ,500?.  a  year  had 
been  reduced  to  insignificance.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  stated  that 
it  was  now  a  ruinous  concern  to  enter  into 
the  public  service.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  knew 
many  gentlemen  in  flourishing  circum- 
stances in  the  public  service,  who  never 
would  have  earned  their  bread  and  butter 
elsewhere.  But  he  did  not  think  it  was 
fair  to  look  at  exceptions  either  one  way 
or  another;  and  certainly  he  did  not  think 
that  because  the  late  Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
commanded  largo  fees,  that  therefore  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  retain  the  salary 
he  now  had.  He  did  not  know  any  situa- 
tion that  was  more  overpaid  than  the  Lord 
Chancellor's;  and  he  did  not  know  any  pro- 
fession that  was  more  overpaid  than  the  law- 
yers. [An.  Hon.  Member  :  The  bishops.] 
That  was  a  question  which  must  be  re- 
served for  another  Motion  ;  but  if  they 
brought  down  all  other  establishments,  the 
bishops  must  come  down  too.  But  the 
greatest  evils  had  arisen  from  the  increase 
of  lawyers'  fees.  Because  a  few  indivi- 
duals made  immense  incomes,  the  whole  of 
the  profession  thought  themselves  entitled 
to  raise  their  fees,  till  now  you  could  not 
look  a  lawyer  in  the  face  under  2,000?. 
or  3,000?.  a  year.  But  the  time  must 
come  when  lawyers  would  be  content  with 
being  looked  at  for  the  same  price  as  other 
people.  Their  fees  would  either  be  di- 
minished, or  their  practice  would  be  less. 
Neither  did  he  see  why  the  Judges  should 
be  exempted  from  the  present  Motion.  He 
could  point  to  a  learned  individual  who  had 


amassed  a  large  fortune — who  was  at  the 
head  of  his  profession — and  who  was  at 
last  made  a  nobleman  and  a  Judge  ;  and 
he  believed  that  few  men  who  ever  sat  on 
the  bench  were  more  inefficient.  Yet  he 
was  the  best  man  that  was  ever  employed 
to  plead  before  a  jury.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  could  point  to  an  individual  who  was 
formerly  Solicitor  General  in  this  House, 
who  had  been  very  unpresuming  in  liis 
deportment  while  here,  without  displaying 
any  brilliant  talents — that  individual  had 
since  been  raised  to  the  bench,  of  which 
he  was  now  one  of  the  brightest  orna- 
ments. For  his  part,  he  considered  that 
the  Judges  were  all  overpaid  ;  and  though 
an  increase  was  made  in  the  salaries  of 
the  Scotch  Judges — for  which  they  owed 
him  no  thanks,  for  he  did  all  he  could  to 
oppose  it — ^he  was  of  opinion  that  in  Scot- 
land there  was  as  much  delay  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  as  ever.  If  all  other 
establishments  were  reduced,  the  income 
of  the  bishops  and  the  diplomatists  mast 
likewise  come  down.  He  supported  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  alone  that,  if 
carried,  it  would  be  a  pledge  in  favour  of 
economy  and  retrenchment,  which  the 
Goverament  would  do  well  not  to  disre- 
gard. 

Mb.  HERRIES  begged  to  state  the 
reasons  which  would  compel  him  to  vote  in 
opposition  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  stated  that  he 
would  support  the  Motion,  because  he  re- 
garded it  as  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  economy.  Now,  with  regard  to 
economy,  the  House  could  give  a  pledge  at 
any  time,  without  at  the  same  time  doing 
an  act  of  injustice  to  individuals,  or  of 
mispolicy  to  the  public  service.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  mistaken  when  he  said  that 
no  progress  had  been  made  in  reducing 
the  expenditure  of  the  public  service. 
According  to  the  statement  made  the  other 
evening  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, a  progressive  and  considerable  dimi- 
nution had  taken  place  in  the  number  of 
persons  employed.  In  the  three  great  de- 
partments the  number  of  persons  employed 
was  9,083,  with  an  aggregate  salary  of 
962,000?.  In  1849  the  number  was  7,027, 
at  an  aggregate  cost  of  715,000?.,  showing 
a  reduction  of  2,056  in  the  number  of 
persons,  and  247,000?.  on  the  amount  of 
salary.  The  ratio  of  that  reduction  on  the 
amount  of  salaries  was  28  per  cent,  while 
the  reduction  in  the  number  of  persons 
was  only  22  per  cent — so  that  it  would  be 
seen  that  there  was  a  greater  redoctioii  in 
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the  salaries  than  in  the  persons  employed. 
Now,  while  the  amount  expended  in  those 
departments  (the  Excise,  Stamps,  and 
Taxes)  was  715,000?.,  and  the  total  num- 
ber of  persons  employed  7,029,  the  average 
salary  of  each  person  was  only  1012.  14^., 
and  the  proposition  before  the  House  was, 
to  take  1 0  per  cent  off  those  salaries — the 
effect  of  which  would  he  most  materially 
felt  by  parties  having  only  701,  or  SOI.  a 
year;  and  as  the  average  was  only  100^, 
the  great  majority  of  salaries  must  be  un- 
der that  sum.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
argued  as  though  the  salaries  had  con- 
tinued the  same  ever  since  1831,  but  that 
was  not  the  fact ;  inquiries  having  been 
constantly  instituted,  either  by  the  Govern- 
ment or  that  House,  into  the  salaries  of 
the  various  departments,  and  reductions 
having  throughout  the  period  from  1831 
been  gradaally  but  surely  carried  out.  Ever 
since  the  establishment  of  peace,  the  pe- 
riod referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  there  had  been  constant  inquiries 
and  investigations  on  those  subjects. 
Partly  undertaken  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government,  and  partly  from  the  pressure 
of  that  House,  from  the  year  1815  to  the 
present  time,  there  had  been  constant 
Commissions  and  Committees  of  Inquiry. 
In  the  year  1817,  in  1821,  in  1828,  in 
1830,  and  in  1831,  inquiries  had  been  in- 
stituted, and  in  the  latter  year  reductions 
were  effected  in  the  heads  of  departments 
on  the  amount  of  143,0002.  to  the  extent 
of  21 ,0002.  per  annum,  being  at  the  rate, 
not  of  10  per  cent,  but  16  or  17  per  cent. 
Notwithstanding  these  reductions,  they 
had  not  been  standing  still  since  1841, 
but  there  had  been  since  successive  re- 
ductions in  the  public  departments. 
There  was  one  inquiry  into  the  Excise, 
in  which  great  reductions  had  been  made, 
both  in  the  number  of  persons  employed 
and  the  salaries.  In  the  year  1840-41, 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  came  into  office,  considerable 
reductions  were  effected  in  the  Customs ; 
and  since  that  time  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them,  by  recent  ar- 
rangements, a  further  reduction  had  been 
made,  and  there  were  more  in  perspective. 
All  these  circumstances  his  hon.  Friend 
had  omitted  to  consider  in  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion.  He  seemed  to  think 
that  there  had  only  been  one  scale  of 
payment  from  1815  to  1831 — and  another 
from  1831  to  the  present  time.  He  found 
from  a  very  able  book,  Porter  8  Statistics 
of  the  British  JSmpirCf  that  there  had  been 
considerable  reductioa  in  the  expenditure 


of  the  nation  since  1815.  The  total  num- 
ber of  public  servants  employed  in  1815 
was  27,365  in  all  departments,  and  the 
salaries  amounted  to  3,768,0002.;  while 
in  1835  (the  latest  period  of  which  he  had 
any  account)  the  number  of  persons  had 
been  reduced  to  23,500,  and  the  salaries 
to  2,786,0002.,  showing  a  far  greater  re- 
duction in  the  amount  of  the  salaries  than 
in  the  number  of  the  officers — the  diminu* 
tion  in  salaries  being  25  per  cent,  and  in 
the  number  of  persons  about  14  per  cent. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  periods  to 
which  he  had  referred,  the  average  of  sala- 
ries amounted  to  1302.,  and  at  the  close 
the  average  was  only  1142.,  being  a  large 
diminution  in  the  average  rate  of  salaries. 
To  show  the  attention  that  had  been  paid 
to  these  matters,  he  might  mention  that  he 
found  the  reduction  in  the  salaries  between 
1831  and  1835  to  be  no  less  than  269,0002. 
Now,  in  1835,  the  price  of  com  was  much 
lower  than  in  the  present  year,  being  at 
395.  After  that  it  rose,  and  in  1839  the 
price  was  705.,  but  there  was  then  no  pro- 
position to  increase  salaries.  If  they  were 
to  regulate  salaries  by  the  price  of  corn, 
they  must  look  to  an  alteration  almost 
year  by  year,  and  they  would  be  having 
corn  salaries  instead  of  corn  rents— -a 
system  which  would  be  most  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  men  with  602.,  702., 
802.  or  902.  a  year.  A  great  part  of  the 
expenditure  was  fixed,  and  they  could  not 
go  to  their  landlords,  with  whom  they  had 
made  agreements  for  seven  or  ten  years, 
and  say,  **  My  salary  has  been  reduced, 
and  therefore  you  must  take  10  per  cent 
off  my  rent;'*  neither  could  they  go  to 
the  assurance  office  through  which  they 
were  endeavouring  to  make  a  small 
provision  for  their  families,  and  ask 
for  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent  in  the  pre- 
mium. There  were  also  many  other  fixed 
charges  which  they  could  not  reduce.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  forward 
the  Motion,  had  supported  it  on  the  ground 
that  an  alteration  had  been  made  in  the 
salaries  between  1831  and  the  present 
time;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick- 
shire differed  from  him,  and  advocated  the 
change,  in  order  to  make  salaries  conform- 
able with  prices  which  had  been  establbhed 
by  the  recent  commercial  policy  of  that 
House.  He  (Mr.  Herries)  was  not  prepared 
to  say  what  might  be  the  effect  of  that 
policy;  but  he  was  prepared  to  say  that  it 
had  not  yet  induced  such  reductions  in  the 
necessaries  of  life  as  to  justify  that  Mo- 
tion, and  therefore  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  for  taking  off  tea  per  cent  from  offi. 
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oial  salaries.  His  right  hen.  Friend  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  said  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates 
did  not  recommend  anything  of  the  nature 
of  the  Motion  then  before  them ;  but  thej 
recommended  what  was  wise  c^nd  just,  that 
the  whole  subject  should  undergo  inquiry, 
with  a  view  to  a  fair  and  equitable  reduc- 
tion. Had  his  hon.  Fnend  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  of  that  kind,  namely,  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  public  expenditure  as 
involved  in  official  salaries,  with  a  view  to 
their  adjustment  according  to  the  present 
state  of  things,  he  would  have  gone  hearti- 
ly with  him,  and  voted  for  it.  Then, 
again,  his  hon.  Friend  had  made  various 
exceptions,  the  justice  of  which  he  could 
not  see.  If  the  principle  of  the  reduction 
was  good,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not 
be  applied  to  all  parties.  He  could  not 
see  why  the  Army  or  the  Navy  should  be 
excepted,  and  especially  he  could  not  see 
why  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Judges  were 
to  be  excepted.  Surely  it  could  not  be 
justice  that  9{.  or  101.  a  yea?  should  be 
taken  off  the  salary  of  the  clerk  with  901, 
^  year,  and  nothing  off  that  of  the  Chan- 
cellor. If  an  inquiry  were  instituted  into 
the  salaries  of  the  Government  officers,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  they  would  find  some 
that  were  too  highly  paid,  but  they  would 
find  many  that  were  paid  much  too  low.  It 
was  impossible  to  serve  in  any  Qovernment 
office  without  bearing  testimony  to  the 
zeal,  ability,  and  fidelity  with  which  the 
duties  of  the  subordinate  offices  were  per- 
formed— in  ftkct,  the  public  service  was 
carried  on  with  greater  fidelity,  despatch, 
accuracy,  and  economy  in  this  country  than 
in  any  other  country  in  the  world.  He  had 
occasion,  some  time  since,  to  look  into  the 
expenses  of  a  neighbouring  country,  and 
he  was  astonished  how  different  the  ex- 
penses and  the  numbers  employed  were  in 
England  and  in  France,  their  expenses 
being  much  more,  and  their  revenue  much 
less,  than  that  of  this  country.  Since 
that  time  the  expenses  had  been  increased; 
but  the  time  to  which  he  alluded  was  be- 
fore revolution  and  democracy  had  had  its 
full  swing;  and  he  then  found  that,  on  a 
revenue  not  exceeding  44,000,0001.  or 
45,000,000^.,  the  collection  cost  no  less 
than  6,000,000/. ;  while  the  revenue  of 
this  country,  amounting  to  58,000,000?., 
was  collected  at  an  expense  under 
4,000,000^.  Surely,  under  these  circum- 
stances, they  ought  not  to  treat  their  public 
servants  lightly,  and  make  sweeping  reduc- 
tions in  their  salaries  without  due  inquiry. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  supported 


this  Motion,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
pledge  to  the  country  of  economy;  but  he 
begged  them  to  recollect  at  whose  expense 
the  pledge  was  made.  Out  of  22,000  or 
23,000  public  servants,  upwards  of  20,000 
received  less  than  1002.  a  year,  and  this 
pledge  must  be  made  at  their  expense. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
other  day,  told  them  that  the  average  of 
the  salaries  paid  in  the  Excise,  the  Stamps, 
and  Taxes  departments  amounted  to  1012.; 
but  those  in  the  Excise  alone  gave  an  ave- 
rage of  932.  only.  He  hoped  and  trusted 
that  the  House  would  look  to  all  these 
things,  and  consider  that  the  interest  of 
the  employs  was  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
lic, for  without  good  servants  they  could 
not  collect  their  revenue  at  6  or  6|  per 
cent  with  safety  and  precision,  the  in- 
stances of  breach  of  trust  being  extremely 
rare.  He  thought  that  some  attention 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  interests  of  these 
men;  and  here  he  might  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  a  report  made  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  of  France,  he  explained 
that  the  reason  why  in  England  the  reve^ 
nue  was  collected  at  6  per  cent,  while  in 
France  it  cost  14  per  cent  was,  because 
the  efficiency  and  zeal  of  the  public  ser- 
vants in  England  was  so  much  superior  to 
that  of  any  other  country.  He  always 
differed  from  his  hon.  Friend  with  the 
greatest  regret,  and  therefore  he  could  not 
give  a  vpte  against  a  Motion  brought  for- 
ward by  him  without  stating  his  reasons  at 
some  length;  and,  in  conclusion,  he  would 
only  again  implore  the  House  not  to  sanc- 
tion the  Motion  before  them. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  that  it  would  be 
well  for  hon.  Members  to  consider  with  re- 
gard to  this  measure,  the  crying  compliunts 
of  the  people  of  England,  who  considered 
that  some  reductions  ought  to  take  place 
in  the  expenditure.  He  had  no  difficulty 
in  voting  for  the  measure  before  them, 
though  he  could  have  wished  that  it  had 
been  ft'amed  in  a  different  manner,  so  as 
to  include  every  person  from  the  top  to  the 
bottom  of  the  tree — though  he  should  not 
object  to  some  measure  by  which  those 
with  the  lower  salaries  should  be  relieved 
from  the  effect  of  |the  reduction.  If  they 
were  to  wait  until  they  could  have  a  per- 
fect measure,  they  would  never  have  any 
measure  of  reduction  at  all.  The  policy  of 
the  Legislature  was  to  make  this  the  cheap- 
est country  in  the  world.  It  might  be  so 
for  those  who  had  fixed  salaries  and  annui- 
ties, but  it  would  not  be  so  for  those  who 
had  to  get  their  living  by  their  labour. 
He  thought  that,  as  they  were  making  re- 
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duotioQS  in  ihe  price  of  living,  there  could 
be  no  difficuUy  in  making  reductions  in  the 
public  salaries.  He  thought  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
wonld  make  no  great  reduction  in  all  con- 
gcienoe;  and  he  would  ask  on  what  prin- 
ciple of  justice  or  policy  it  could  be  opposed? 
He  took  it  that  their  policy  had  affected 
materially  both  the  tradesman  and  the 
workman.  He  would  ask  any  tradesman 
whether,  within  the  last  few  years,  his 
profits  had  not  been  reduced  more  than  1 0 
per  cent,  and  any  workman  who  was  em- 
ployed on  piece  work,  whether  his  wages 
were  not  more  than  10  per  cent  less  than 
tbey  need  to  be  ?  An  advance  had  taken 
place  in  the  salaries  of  public  officers  when 
prices  were  high,  and  they  ought  to  go 
back  now  that  their  policy  had  reduced 
those  prices  —  the  only  objection  there 
oonld  be  made  to  that  proposition  being 
that  the  officers  now  did  more  work  than 
they  formerly  did.  They  ought  to  place 
the  servants  of  the  public  in  the  same  po- 
sition as  those  who  employed  them;  and 
ihe  people  out  of  doors  looked  to  the  suc- 
cess of  this  Motion  as  a  kind  of  test  to  de- 
termine whether  the  public  servants  were 
to  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as  them- 
selves. If  an  alteration  took  place  in  the 
price  of  commodities,  all  classes  of  work- 
men connected  with  the  manufacture  suf^ 
fared.  He  would  take  the  iron  trade,  for 
example.  The  price  of  iron  rails  was  for- 
merly 141.  per  ton,  and  it  was  now  only 
6L  Now,  he  ventured  to  say,  that  there 
was  not  a  man  in  the  iron  works,  from  the 
foreman  down  to  the  lowest  boy,  that  did 
not  feel  the  effect  of  that  reduction.  It 
might  be  hard — and,  no  doubt  it  was — 
that  the  boys  and  those  receiving  low  pay 
should  have  their  wages  reduced;  but  the 
ironmaster  must  go  upon  principle,  and  re- 
duce everybody  in  equal  proportion.  Go- 
Temment  must  do  the  same,  and  every 
one  employed  under  it  must  be  reduced.  If 
this  was  to  be  the  cheapest  country  in  the 
world,  they  must  do  their  duty  and  bring 
down  the  expenses  of  the  Government — 
for  though  he  did  not  wish  to  see  any  of 
ihe  public  officers  underpaid,  he  considered 
ihat  those  who  had  seats  in  that  House 
would  not  be  doing  thoir  duty  if  they  did 
not  support  this  Motion  for  reduction.  To 
show  the  reductions  that  had  been  effected 
in  the  necessaries  of  life,  he  would  take 
ibe  article  wheat,  respecting  which  they 
)iad  so  often  had  discussions  in  that  House. 
Wheat  was  reduced  30  per  cent  in  price, 
Mid  ha  Tentured  to  say,  that  othor  things 


would,  ere  long,  retrograde  in  an  equal  de- 
gree; and  he  could  not  see  why  the  Min- 
ister, and  those  below  him,  should  not  also 
have  their  salaries  reduced.  He  might  be 
obtuse,  and  not  understand  the  applica- 
tion of  the  principle;  but  he  knew  that  if 
he  was  in  his  own  factory  he  would  under- 
stand it,  and  his  men  would  comprehend  it 
also— r-that  if  there  was  a  decline  in  prices 
they  must  all  share  it  proportionately,  and 
that  if  there  was  a  rise,  a  like  result  must 
take  place  in  the  opposite  direction.  Under 
all  the  circumstances  he  felt  that  he  should 
not  be  doing  justice  to  his  constituents, 
who  were  suffering  under  the  effects  of  the 
legislation  of  that  House,  if  he  did  not  sup- 
port the  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir,  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  supported  this  Motion 
have  all  done  so — I  think  every  one  that 
has  spoken — saying  that  they  did  not  quite 
like  the  Motion — that  they  wished  it  were 
something  different  from  what  it  is — but 
that,  upon  the  whole,  as  it  was  for  a  reduc- 
tion) and  as  it  proposed  economy  as  its 
object,  it  was  desirable  that  the  Motion 
should  be  supported.  Now,  I  own  I  do  not 
think,  if  that  is  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men, that  it  is  a  good  way  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  adopt  a  Motion  which  its 
supporters  think  objectionable,  and  leave 
it  afterwards  to  be  discovered  how  such  a 
Motion  can  be  carried  into  effect.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  usually  says 
upon  these  occasions,  '*  Let  us  reduce 
things  to  the  level  at  which  they  were  in 
1792  and  1793,  and  cut  off  those  increased 
amounts  of  salary  which  have  been  added 
since  that  time.'*  I  observe  that  he  did 
not  use  that  argument  to-night;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  said  that  if 
there  has  been  a  great  increase  in  prices, 
and  salaries  have  been  increased  upon 
that  ground,  and  afterwards  prices  become 
much  lower,  then  it  is  a  natural  principle 
in  carrying  on  business  to  reduce  these 
salaries,  and  to  make  them  correspond  to 
tho  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  But 
the  fact  is,  taking  first  the  higher  salaries 
of  the  State,  that  they  have  not,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  supposes,  increased  from 
the  period  when  there  were  not  those  high 
prices,  remaining  now  at  those  rates;  but 
they  are,  generally  speaking,  lower  salaries 
and  lower  emoluments  than  they  were  be- 
fore these  high  prices.  I  therefore  think 
that  tho  hon.  Member  is  extremely  prudent 
in  avoiding  that  which  usually  is  his  fa- 
vourite argument.  Now,  take  the  princi- 
pal offices  of  the  State,  and  which  were 
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reported  upon  by  the  Committee  of  1831. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  they  state, 
has  a  salary  of  5,0002.  a  year,  which  is 
the  same  as  in  1780  ;  but  in  1780,  and 
previous  years,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day,  gene- 
rally held  some  other  office — some  sinecure 
office — or  if  ho  did  not,  there  were  gene- 
rally sinecure  offices,  some  amounting  to 
3,000Z.  or  4,000Z.  a  year,  which  he  gave 
to  his  sons  or  his  family.  That  was  the 
condition  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  former 
times.  With  regard  to  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Treasury,  they  had  in  1780  upwards 
of  5,0002.  The  Home  Secretary  in  1782 
had  8,1482.,  and  in  1793,  8,7332.;  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  1782, 
8.1482.;  the  Colonial  Secretary,  when  the 
office  was  first  established,  had  6,000.  So 
that  it  would  not  answer  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's purpose  to  say,  **  Let  us  reduce 
these  salaries  to  what  they  were  in  1780; 
we  should  then  get  lower  salaries,  and  we 
should  have  the  public  service  more  econo- 
mically performed.*'  On  the  contrary, 
these  higher  salaries  have  been  settled, 
first,  at  6,0002.  generally,  and  afterwards 
at  5,0002.,  in  pursuance  of  the  report  of 
that  Committee.  Now,  I  should  say, 
with  regard  to  these  salaries  and  these 
duties,  that  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Committee  of  1831  went — the  principle 
upon  which  the  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  go — is  directly  the  reverse  of  the  prin- 
ciple which  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
that  the  House  should  adopt  to-night, 
namely,  they  considered  whether  the  ser- 
vices would  be  sufficiently  well  paid,  and 
whether  they  could  be  efficiently  performed 
at  certain  salaries ;  and  having  formed 
their  opinion  upon  that,  they  fixed  those 
salaries  at  an  amount  very  much  below 
what  they  were  in  1782,  and  lower  than 
they  have  been  in  previous  times.  But  if 
you  were  to  go  upon  any  other  principle, 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  1  think,  ought  to  see 
in  what  confusion  he  will  place  all  these 
public  offices.  There  are  some  of  which 
the  salaries  were  fixed  before  the  war; 
there  are  others  which  have  been  inquired 
into  only  during  the  last  year,  and  those 
salaries  have  been  fixed  according  to  the 
estimate  of  what  the  duties  were  that  were 
to  be  performed.  If  you  say  you  will  take 
10  per  cent  from  each,  you  are  evidently 
not  doing  the  same  justice  to  different 
offices.  That  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
may  think  proper  with  regard  to  one,  he 
certainly  would  not  think  proper  or  wise 
with  regard  to  another.     The  office  of  the 


Home  Secretary  was  inquired  into  last 
year  by  a  Committee  of  official  persons, 
who  reformed  the  whole  establishment,  and 
settled  what  they  thought  were  the  proper 
salanes  for  the  several  persons  belonging 
to  the  office.  That,  of  course,  was  with  a 
view  to  the  prices  that  prevailed  at  that 
time;  and  it  would  be  quite  incogisistent 
with  that  arrangement  to  make  another 
reduction  now,  after  those  salaries  had 
been  fixed  according  to  what  was  supposed 
to  be  the  proper  remuneration  for  the  du- 
ties. But  beyond  this,  there  comes  the 
objection  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stamford  has  stated,  and  which  I  think  is 
the  strongest  objection  of  all,  namely,  that 
you  are  proposing  to  carry  this  reduction 
into  effect  with  regard  to  a  great  body  of 
persons  who  have  but  very  small  sala- 
ries— 1002.  or  1502.  a  year — and  you  are 
not  taking  into  consideration  at  all  the 
amount  of  duty  performed  for  those  sala- 
ries. The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  every- 
body is  to  have  his  income  lowered.  I  am 
not  aware  of  that^  I  am  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  said,  when  he  proposed  the  income 
tax,  that  he  would  take  3  per  cent  from 
every  income  above  150/.,  and  that  he 
expected,  by  the  measures  he  then  pro- 
posed, and  meant  afterwards  to  propose, 
there  would  be  such  a  reduction  in  the 
prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  that  per- 
sons would  be  compensated  for  the  loss 
of  the  3  per  cent.  That  was  a  fair  ex- 
pectation; but  then,  that  was  to  apply  to 
all  the  different  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. If  you  took  3  per  cent  from  the 
official  clerk  in  the  Treasury  or  the  of- 
fice of  the  Secretary  of  State,  you  took 
the  same  from  the  man  who  had  pro- 
perty in  the  funds,  or  property  in  land. 
But  now,  take  this  case :  here  is  a  per- 
son who  leaves  a  certain  sum  in  the 
funds,  giving  a  certain  income  to  one  of 
his  sons.  Another  son  has  entered  a  pub- 
lic office,  and  working  up  his  way  by  in- 
dustry, and  zeal,  and  intelligence,  has  got 
from  802.  to  1602.  or  1702.  a  year.  From 
the  first  you  take  3  per  cent,  but  from  the 
second  you  would  take  13  per  cent — 3  per 
cent  under  the  head  of  income  tax,  and  10 
per  cent  under  this  proposition  that  is  now 
made.  Now,  that,  I  say,  is  not  a  fair  and 
just  estimate  of  public  service.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  man  who  is  endeavouring  to 
earn  his  livelihood  —  a  man  in  a  public  of- 
fice, who  is  showing  zeal  and  intelligence, 
working  every  day  for  many  hours,  ought 
to  be  treated  in  a  worse  manner  than  those 
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irbo  are  enjoying  an  income  for  which  they 
do  not  make  those  exertions.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  were  to  say,  ''  These  clerks  are 
too  highly  paid — their  salaries  are  exces- 
bIto/'  that  is  a  reason  for  inquiring  into 
them;  and  no  one,  I  think,  would  ohject  to 
an  inquiry,  if  it  were  shown  to  be  neces- 
sary. As  I  have  stated  with  regard  to 
the  Home  Office  —  I  could  state  the  same 
with  regard  to  the  Treasury  —  there  have 
been  Buch  inquiries  within  these  two  years; 
with  regard  to  other  offices,  there  have 
been  such  inquiries  within  these  ten  years; 
wiih  respect  to  the  Stamps,  large  reduc- 
tiooB  have  been  made;  and  there  are  other 
offices  which  were  inquired  into  in  1831 
and  1832,  and  altered  when  Lord  Al thorp 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  very 
great  reductions  made.  It  may  be  quite 
proper  to  make  inquiry  with  a  view  to  fur- 
ther reductions;  but  to  come  with  one 
sweep  and  say  that  every  one  of  these 
salaries  should  be  reduced  —  that  a  salary 
which  is  hardly  sufficient,  and  which,  if  a 
Committee  of  this  House  were  to  look  into 
the  case,  they  would  say  was  hardly  remu- 
nerative, should  be  cut  down  in  the  same 
way  with  an  office  which,  upon  inquiry, 
might  be  found  to  have  an  excessive  sa- 
lary— that  does  seem  to  me  an  absurd  way 
of  proceeding,  and  one  which  the  House  of 
Commons  would  not  be  justified  in  taking. 
Then,  let  us  consider  further,  before  agree- 
ing to  this  proposition,  what  are  to  be  the 
consequences.  The  hon.  Member  him- 
self says  he  will  not  touch  the  Law.  I  own 
I  think  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  whether  right  or  not,  goes 
upon  a  much  more  just  principle;  for  he 
says,  *'  I  will  not  touch  the  Law,  so  far  as 
salaries  are-  secured  to  men  who  have  ac- 
cepted office  on  the  faith  of  their  being  con- 
tinued for  the  rest  of  their  lives;  but  as  to 
the  future,  I  will  touch  them  as  well  as 
any  others.'*  If  the  salaries  of  the  Judges 
are  to  be  reduced,  ayd  of  the  Chancellor — 
though  I  will  not  say  the  Chancellor,  be- 
cause he  holds  office  during  pleasure — that 
is  the  just  principle  upon  which  they  should 
be  reduced.  But  why  should  they  be  left 
alone,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposes? 
That  a  Judge  with  5,000?.  accepting  office 
six  months  hence  should  not  be  subject  to 
reduction,  but  a  clerk  entering  a  public  of- 
fice and  receiving  80Z.  a  year  should — 1 
must  say  I  think  there  is  no  justice,  no 
fairness  in  that.  But  then  there  is  an- 
other question.  If  you  were  to  hold,  **  We 
will  suit  salaries  to  the  duties  performed, 
the  labours  undergone,  the  responsibility 
boine,''  then  you  might  say,  *'lt  is  quite 


right  to  reduce  several  officers;  they  are 
too  highly  paid  ;  but  it  will  not  be  just  to 
reduce  the  pay  of  the  Army  and  Navy; 
their  services  are  of  a  different  kind,  they 
are  not  too  highly  paid,  and  their  pay  shaU 
remain  untouched."  1  can  quite  under- 
stand that  with  justice  such  a  principle 
could  be  adopted.  But  if  you  say  that 
you  will  take  the  price  of  provisions  as 
your  rule,  and  that  every  kind  of  pay  and 
salary  shall  be  reduced  in  proportion  to  the 
reduction  of  the  pi-ice  of  provisions — that 
you  will  go  into  the  question  of  what  a 
chair  costs,  and  what  a  table  costs,  and 
what  the  articles  of  grocery  cost — I  can- 
not see  that  there  is  any  justice  in  re- 
ducing all  civil  salaries,  and  not  reducing  the 
military  and  naval  pay  at  the  same  time. 
I  think,  if  this  plan  were  carried  out, 
those  who  would  be  for  a  reduction  of  the 
pay  of  the  Army  and  Navy — reducing  every 
officer,  every  soldier,  every  seaman,  10  per 
cent — would  have  a  case  which  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  answer.  But  that 
is  a  very  serious  question  —  taking  10  per 
cent  from  every  soldier  in  the  Queen's 
Army,  and  every  sailor  in  the  Queen's 
service,  is  a  question  which  the  House 
ought  well  to  consider  before  they  adopt  it. 
I  own  it  appears  to  me  that  the  right  way 
of  reduction — the  true  path  of  economy — 
is  to  consider  what  are  the  services  to  be 
performed,  and  whether  the  pay  is  too 
great  and  the  salary  too  high  for  those 
services;  and  if  it  is  too  high,  then  to  re- 
duce it;  but  to  make  a  reduction  of  13 
per  cent  (3  per  cent  income  tax,  and  10 
per  cent  by  a  vote  of  this  House)  from 
every  salary — I  own  there  appears  to  me 
to  be  no  justice  in  such  a  principle,  and 
that,  if  it  were  carried,  you  would  find  it 
involve  you  in  other  questions  that  would 
be  exceedingly  difficult,  leading  to  inextri- 
cable confusion;  and,  therefore,  I  trust  the 
House  will  not  adopt  such  a  plan  by  its 
vote. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  contended  that  the 
prospects  of  the  country  had  been  entirely 
changed  by  the  adoption  of  the  policy  of 
1846.  In  a  pamphlet  written  by  Mr. 
Kerr,  it  was  mentioned,  that  the  loss  of 
protection  should  stimulate  the  tenant ; 
and  it  then  made  reference  to  **  the  physi- 
cian who  had  taken  away  the  blood." 
Now,  **  the  physician  who  had  taken  away 
the  blood"  was  not  at  present  in  the 
House,  but  the  tenantry  could  not  forget 
the  language  which  that  physician  had 
used  in  the  year  1842,  when  he  said, 
** Continue  your  improvements;  I  cannot 
undertake  to  guarantee  to  you  a  particulax» 
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price,  but  6o  long  as  corn  is  under  51«., 
you  shall  not  be  exposed  to  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  corn."  He  was  aware  of 
the  proposition,  shadowed  forth  on  high 
authority — that  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Stamford — of  an  imposition  of  a  fixed 
duty  on  corn  \  and  though  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  had 
compared  men  who  would  advocate  that 
imposition  to  him  who  would  *'  sell  his 
birthright  for  a  mess  of  pottage,"  yet  he 
would  refer  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Ripon,  to  the  memora- 
ble words  of  Mr.  Huskisson,  uttered  in 
the  year  1821.  ["Divide,  divide!"] 
He  was  not  in  the  habit  of  obtruding  often 
on  public  time,  but  as  the  House  seemed 
impatient,  he  would  conclude  by  giving  his 
support  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  SPOONER  would  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  any  observations,  if  he 
had  not  thought  that  the  motives  of  the 
hon.  Mover  were  misrepresented,  and  some 
of  his  statements  misunderstood.  There 
was  no  man  more  willing  than  his  hon. 
Friend  to  raise  all  salaries  which  should  be 
proved  to  bo  underpaid,  nor  was  any  man 
more  willing  to  enter  upon  an  inquiry  rela- 
tive to  the  over  payment  of  the  higher 
offices  of  State.  But  this  was  not  the 
proposition  at  present  before  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  laid  down  this  prin- 
ciple— that  a  very  great  change  had  been 
made  in  the  whole  commercial  policy  of 
this  country,  and  that  the  class  of  persons 
to  whom  he  had  alluded  should  not  be  ex- 
empted from  a  diminution  of  salary.  It 
was  no  answer  to  refer  back,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford 
had,  to  the  year  1815,  and  to  display  a 
great  amount  of  official  knowledge  in 
pointing  out  the  diminutions  which  had 
taken  place  from  time  to  time.  The  House 
must  bear  in  mind  the  great  change  eflFect- 
ed  in  our  commercial  policy,  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  giving  satisfaction  to  the  country 
by  making  that  altered  policy  bear  equally 
on  all  classes  of  the  community.  His  hon. 
Friend,  in  exempting  one  of  the  great  pro- 
fessions from  the  operation  of  his  Motion, 
meant  merely  to  exclude  men  who  held 
their  situations  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but 
if  the  noble  Lord  chose  to  reduce  the  sala- 
ries of  Judges  to  be  appointed  hereafter, 
his  hon.  Friend  would  have  no  objection  to 
any  arrangement  of  that  kind.  [Mr.  Hen- 
ley :  Hear,  hear  !  ]  The  noble  Lord  had, 
however,  said  that  if  the  Motion  were  car- 
ried, the  pay  of  the  Army  and  Navy  ought 
to  bo  reduced ;  but  the  money  pay  of  the 


Army  and  Navy  was  of  comparatively 
trifling  moment.  They  were  found  in 
clothes  and  provisions.  They  were  not 
affected  by  the  prices  of  the  day;  all  that 
affected  them  was  the  margin  of  money 
they  received,  and  for  the  payment  of 
which  a  regular  contract  had  been  entered 
into  with  them.  He  fully  agreed  With  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  because 
they  were  well-timed,  and  appropriate  to 
the  nature  of  the  debate ;  but  he  found 
fault  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  for  having  manifest* 
ed  a  desire  to  lead  the  House  from  the 
real  consideration  of  the  question  at  issue, 
by  making  allusions  to  the  Currency  BiUa 
of  1797  and  1817.  He  believed  the  cur- 
rency question  had  very  much  to  do  with 
our  present  state  of  distress  ;  and  at  the 
proper  time  he  would  be  prepared  te  dis- 
cuss it.  But  at  present  they  must  bear  in 
mind  that  the  Motion  had  no  reference  to 
the  currency.  They  had  established  the 
principle  of  low  pncesi  They  had  said  to 
the  producer — "  You  must  be  content  with 
low  prices  for  your  produce."  They  had 
said  to   the  labourer — "You  must  not 

f rumble  with  your  low  wages."  They 
ad  carried  out  that  saying  to  every  class 
in  life  except  themselves  ;  and  he,  for  one, 
protested  against  sueh  an  exemption,  and 
called  upon  the  House  to  do  an  act  of 
justice  by  adopting  the  Motion. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  that  this  wa» 
one  of  those  Motions  upon  which  the  voted, 
of  hon.  Members  were  very  likely  to  be 
misunderstood  unless  some  explanations 
were  offered.  He  disagreed  with  one  of 
the  short,  pithy  sentences  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  the  whole  country  was  looking  to  this 
Motion.  He  (Mr.  Agllonby)  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  country  cared  one  farthing 
about  it.  He  professed  himself  to  be  as 
good  an  economical  reformer  as  any  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  House,  and  he  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Motion  was 
not  intended  to  have  any  practical  Asult. 
It  was  one  of  those  ordinary  clap-tfap 
Motions  which  led  to  nothing;  and  thongh 
he  himself  had  sometimes  voted  for  clap- 
trap Motions,  he  certainly  should  not  give 
his  support  to  the  present  one.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  said  that  he 
would  vote  for  it  because  it  pledged  the 
House  to  something;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
it  pledged  the  House  to  nothing  ;  and,  if 
it  pledged  them  to  anything,  it  was  to 
something  bad.     In  the  qourse  of  the 
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anti-corn-law  debate  which  had  taken 
place,  it  had  been  asserted  that  wages 
were  reduced.  He  denied  that  wages  were 
reduced  in  the  agricultural  counties.  [**0h, 
oh !  "]  He  spoke  from  experience,  and 
he  wished  eyery  hon.  Member  to  do  the 
same.  He  stated  a  fact  when  he  declared 
that  in  his  own  county — the  county  of 
Cumberland— -wages  had  not  been  reduced; 
nay,  more,  that  the  farms  sold  were 
fetching  as  good  prices  now  as  they  had 
done  heretofore.  But  then  It  was  ob- 
served that  matters  Were  different  in  the 
south  of  England,  and  that  20  miles  from 
London  wheat  had  been  selling  at  425. 
per  quarter.  Why  had  it  sold  at  that 
price?  Because  it  was  unfit  for  the  food 
of  man.  When  wheat  had  been  selling  at 
365.  and  425.  per  quarter  in  the  south,  it 
had  fetched  6O5.  and  625.  per  quarter  in 
Carlisle  market.  What  did  they  say  to 
that  ?  If  bad  harvests  and  bad  farming 
had  caused  the  decline  of  prices  in  the 
south,  all  he  could  say  was,  that  within 
the  last  month  it  hact  sold  for  565.  in  the 
north;  and  if  farmers  were  satisfied  with 
565.,  what  necessity  was  there  for  a  return 
to  protection?  He  repeated  that  the  same 
wages  were  continued  to  be  given  in  the 
north  which  had  been  given  in  years  past 
— that  there  was  no  alteration,  and  that 
there  would  not  be  any  alteration.  Now^ 
the  present  was  a  sweeping  Motion  to  re- 
duce salaries,  and  instead  of  the  country 
looking  to  it  as  a  remedial  measure,  they 
would  view  it  as  something  quite  mon- 
strous. If  it  were  brought  forward  in  a 
practical  shape,  and  if  it  were  intended 
to  reduce  the  salaries  of  some  particular 
parties  who  were  overpaid,  he  would  go  as 
lar  as  any  one  in  endeavouring  to  effect 
that  reduction.  He  believed  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
not  been  clearly  understood  upon  this 
point,  and,  if  so,  it  was  very  desirable 
that  he  sh6uld  repeat  his  remarks  for  the 
information  and  satisfaction  of  a  consider- 
able number  of  the  admirers  of  his  policy 
in  that  House.  He  understood  the  no- 
ble Lord  to  say  that  a  Motion  to  inquire 
into  and  revise  the  salaries  of  the  heads 
of  public  departments  would  be  worthy  of 
attention,  but  that  to  a  sweeping  Motion 
of  the  present  kind  he  could  not  lend  his 
support.  Believing  that  the  Motion  would 
lead  to  no  good,  and  that  it  was  calculated 
to  mislead,  he — though  he  might  subject 
himself  to  some  censure  —  should  vote 
Ugainst  it,  and  one  of  his  reasons  for  op- 
j^iDg  it  was,  that  he  did  not  like  Motions 


of  the  sort  doming  from  those  Whom  hd  did 
not  trust. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  felt  called  np6n  lo 
make  a  very  few  observations  on  the  sttb^ 
ject,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would  alloW 
him  shortly  to  do  so.  He  believed  the 
Motion  of  the  hon*  Member  for  Oxfordshiifd 
was  founded  on  injustice.  Th6  Motion, 
in  the  first  place,  applied  to  the  hlgti^f 
offices  of  State,  which  were  iield  during 
pleasure,  and  seldom  or  never  for  mor^ 
than  a  limited  period.  It  might  be  it 
matter  Of  subordinate  consideration  Whe- 
ther they  reduced  the  salaries  of  the 
holders  of  that  description  of  office  or  not* 
If  they  reduced  this  class  of  salaries,  they 
woilld  no  doubt  find  persons  aniong  the 
aristocracy  who  would  amply  discharge  the 
duties  of  those  offices,  but  that  they  would 
get  men  of  superior  talents  from  the  in- 
ferior orders  to  accept  such  offices,  he  de- 
cidedly doubted.  Under  these  cii-ctm- 
stances,  it  would  be  objectionable  to  adopt 
any  course  which  would  prevent  their 
calling  into  the  public  service  such  a 
valuable  class  of  persons.  It  would  be 
most  objectionable  virtually  to  say  that 
you  must  select  all  the  holders  of  the 
higher  offices  from  the  aristocracy.  With 
respect  to  the  lower  class  of  public  officei-s, 
he  conceived  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  suf- 
ficient public  experience  of  them  to  enable 
him  to  speak  of  their  services.  He  would 
venture  to  say  that  no  class  of  men  Were  60 
much  entitled  to  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament as  the  body  to  which  he  had  just  al- 
luded. He  not  only  alluded  to  the  laborioils 
discharge  of  their  duties,  and  to  the  ser- 
vices which  they  rendered  to  the  public,  bnt 
to  the  perfect  reliance  that  could  be  placed 
in  their  integrity  and  honoUi';  and  during 
his  long  public  life  he  never  knew  of  a 
breach  of  confidence  on  their  part.  The 
rapid  changes  which  took  place  in  the 
Government  of  this  country  rendered  it 
necessary  that  perfect  confidence  should 
be  placed  in  the  officers  of  public  depart- 
ments ;  and  he  could  confidently  appeal 
to  those  who  had  held  high  offices  whether 
they  ever  knew  an  instance  of  the  businesd 
of  the  Government  having  been  betrayed. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  should  be  a 
party  to  inflict  an  injury  on  such  a  class  of 
men.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  thai 
salaries  should  be  reduced  because  ihef 
had  been  raised  at  a  time  when  priced  Wefd 
high,  and  very  recently  prices  had  fallen. 
The  hon.  Member  also  spoke  as  if  nothing 
had  been  done  in  this  respect.  Now,  the 
fact  was,  that  in  1821  the  Hotse  agreed 
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to  an  Address  to  the  Crown  praying  that 
a  minute  investigation  should  be  instituted 
into  the  expenditure  of  the  civil  service. 
The  following  was  the  resolution  at  that 
time  adopted ; — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Majesty,  to  assure  His  Majesty  that  we  have  re- 
garded 'with  satisfaction  the  measures  which  have 
been  taken  by  His  Majesty*s  commands  for  a  gen- 
eral revision  of  the  Department  of  the  Customs  in 
Great  Britain;  and  to  entreat  His  Majesty  to  give 
directions  that  a  similar  investigation  may  be  ex- 
tended to  all  the  other  branches  of  the  Revenue, 
in  order  to  render  its  collection  more  economical, 
and  its  management  more  efficient ;  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  a  further  relief  to  the  country, 
His  Majesty  will  be  pleased  to  order  a  minute  in- 
quiry into  the  several  Departments  of  the  Civil 
Government,  as  well  with  the  view  to  reducing 
the  number  of  persons  employed  in  those  Depart- 
ments, which,  from  the  great  increase  of  business, 
were  augmented  during  the  late  war,  as  with  re- 
ference to  the  increased  salaries  granted  to  indivi- 
duals since  the  year  1797*  either  in  consideration 
of  the  additional  labour  thrown  upon  them  during 
that  period,  or  of  the  diminished  value  of  money; 
and  further,  that  His  Majesty  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  that  every  possible  saving  which 
can  be  made,  without  detriment  to  the  public  in- 
terest, shall  be  effected  in  those  more  extended 
establishments  which  the  country  is  obliged  to 
maintain  for  the  safety  and  defence  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  its  dependencies,  and  more  especial- 
ly in  the  military  expenditure,  by  a  reduction  in 
the  numbers  of  the  Army,  and  by  a  constant  and 
vigilant  superintendence  over  that  and  all  the 
other  Departments  connected  with  the  application 
of  the  ample  supplies  gr«anted  by  this  House." 

The  result  was,  that  the  salaries  had  heen 
reduced,  and  the  superannuations  and  al- 
lowances had  been  greatly  modified.  Then, 
in  1849,  the  hon.  Gentleman  came  down 
and  said,  because  the  same  salaries  were 
now  paid  to  public  officers  which  they 
received  in  1831,  they  should  make  a  com- 
parison between  the  expenses  of  living  at 
the  two  periods,  and  as  food  was  cheaper 
now  than  then,  all  salaries  should  be  re- 
duced. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  brought  forward  a 
Motion  similar  to  the  present,  in  which  he 
proposed  to  apply  a  reduction  to  one  office 
of  the  Government,  he  voted  with  him  upon 
the  distinct  explanation  and  understanding 
that  he  did  not  intend  by  that  vote  to  re- 
duce the  wages  of  the  humbler  servants  or 
clerks.  He  (Mr.  Cobden)  now  thought  it 
more  important  than  ever  then  to  explain 
the  way  in  which  he  intended  to  vote,  he- 
cause  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  further 
than  he  did  before,  for  he  had  professed 
to  carry  out  those  reductions  even  to  so 
low  a  class  of  public  servants  as  the  humble 


postman.  He  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  disposed,  upon  reflection,  to 
depai*t  from  that  principle.  He  was  as- 
suming that  the  agricultural  labourers  were 
getting  10^.  a  week  in  Oxfordshire,  and 
the  postman  12;.  a  week  in  London.  He 
wished  to  see  the  wages  of  agricultural  la- 
bourers raised.  He  wished  to  see  them 
raised  to  12*.;  but,  under  any  circum- 
stances, whether  as  a  private  employer,  or 
as  a  Member  of  that  House,  acting  for  the 
public  weal,  he  would  not  take  part  in  any 
attempt  to  reduce  the  wages  of  any  man 
who  was  receiving  12;.  a  week.  He  ap- 
plied the  same  principle  to  porters  and 
messengers.  He  could  not  be  a  party  to 
reduce  those  small  salaries  by  any  means; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  an  injury 
to  his  cause  by  dwelling  upon  that  part  of 
the  question,  for  had  he  pointed  attention 
to  the  higher  salaries,  the  financial  reform- 
ers probably  would  have  agreed  with  him, 
and  he  would  have  had  much  greater  suc- 
cess with  his  Motion.  But  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman,  when  he  had  more  experience  as 
a  financial  reformer,  would  understand 
better  than  he  did  at  present  how  to  frame 
his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Cobden)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  higher  offices  of  this  coun- 
try were  excessively  paid,  and  that  5,000^. 
a  year  for  any  Cabinet  Minister  of  the 
Treasury  bench  was  more  than  sufficient. 
He  would,  as  he  had  stated  on  a  former 
occasion,  go  further  than  10  per  cent,  so 
far  as  the  Treasury  hench  was  concerned. 
When  the  general  range  of  profits  and 
prices  were  so  much  like  in  this  country  to 
what  they  were  in  others,  why  should  we 
pay  our  official  men  double  the  salaries  of 
other  official  men  in  other  countries  ? 
Take  the  United  States.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
But  the  United  States  was  a  great  empire, 
second  to  ourselves  in  maritime  import- 
ance, and  therefore  he  was  not  speaking 
of  a  country  insignificant  in  extent  or  in- 
fluence. The  four  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State  received  1,250^.  each  annually  in 
the  United  States.  They  corresponded 
with  our  Secretaries  of  State  in  this  coun- 
try. They  had  men  like  Webster,  and 
Clay,  and  others,  who  filled  those  offices; 
and  there  were  none  on  the  Treasury 
benches  of  that  House  who  would  think 
that  he  deteriorated  from  their  merits  hy 
comparing  them  with  the  men  of  America. 
He  would  take  our  diplomatic  service. 
Our  Ambassador  at  Paris  got  10,000i.  a 
year.  Our  Amhassador  at  Austria  got 
9,900Z.  a  year.  Our  Minister  at  Spain 
got  6,500t  a  year.     Well,  the  United 
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States  did  not  pay  their  highest  diplomatic 
functionaries  more  than  2,500^.  a  year. 
Now,  had  we  one  Ambassador  or  Minister 
abroad  who  would  consider  it  derogatory 
to  his  dignity  to  be  compared  with  Mr. 
Bancroft,  the  American  Minister  to  this 
country  ?  Had  we  a  superior  man  to  Mr. 
Bancroft  ?  Had  we  a  man  who,  apart 
from  his  profession,  stood  higher  in  public 
opinion  than  Mr.  Bancroft  ?  Why,  then, 
should  wo  continue  to  pay  our  Ambassador 
at  Paris  10,000Z.  a  year,  when  the  Ameri- 
cans paid  their  Minister  here  2,0002.  only, 
and  only  2,0001.  to  their  Minister  at  Paris  ? 
Now,  he  did  not  propose  to  reduce  our 
salaries  for  official  men  to  the  scale  in 
America.  If  they  took  10  per  cent  off 
those  salaries,  they  would  still  leave  them 
twice  as  high  as  the  Americans  paid ;  and 
if  he  was  answered  that  this  was  a  mo- 
narchy and  America  was  a  republic,  all 
he  could  say  was,  that  he  wanted  to 
see  functionaries  here  do  something  for 
their  loyalty.  Now,  this  was  a  class  of 
salaries  that  he  thought  might  be  re- 
duced. There  were  others  also  that  he 
thought  might  be  reduced,  but  into  which 
he  would  not  enter  at  that  late  hour.  He 
thought  there  were  many  of  our  public 
servants  who  might  be  dispensed  with 
altogether,  and  that  the  hon.  Mover  had 
made  a  great  error  in  losing  sight  of  the 
great  number  of  supernumeraries  that  we 
have.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  stated  that  former  Prime 
Ministers  and  other  officers  of  State  held 
sinecure  offices,  and  that  they  had  given 
offices  to  their  sons.  Well,  but  he  (Mr. 
Cobden)  did  not  think  that  our  Ministers 
of  the  present  day  lost  sight  of  their  re- 
lations altogether — and  he  must  say  that 
the  great  amount  of  patronage  at  the  dis- 
posal of  our  Ministers  ought  to  bo  con- 
sidered some  compensation  for  the  loss  of 
their  office.  And  there  was  another  point. 
We  paid  retiring  pensions  in  this  country. 
In  America  they  had  no  retiring  pensions. 
Now,  whilst  he  proposed  to  vote  for  the 
Motion,  he  hoped  he  would  not  be  thought 
one  of  those  who  would  make  a  sweeping 
reduction  of  10  per  cent  on  all  salaries. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Mover  did  not 
know  what  he  proposed  to  do.  We  had 
20,000  persons  now  getting  under  1002.  a 
year.  Did  he  propose  10  per  cent  reduc- 
tion on  them  ?  He  would  have  a  general 
strike  among  them  if  he  did.  He  (Mr. 
Cobden)  was  far  from  believing  that  there 
would  not  be  an  advance  of  wages.  So 
far  from  agreeing  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite  that  the  alteration  in  our  com- 
mercial system  had  tended  to  reduce  the 
demand  for  labour,  he  prophesied  that  we 
were  going  to  have  a  better  demand  for 
labour.  Under  those  circumstances  they 
could  not  effect  this  general  reduction  of 
10  per  cent;  and,  therefore,  while  he 
agreed  in  wishing  to  see  a  general  reduc- 
tion in  the  higher  class  of  salaries,  while 
he  repudiated  what  was  said  about  the  re- 
duction of  the  humble  postman,  he  would 
vote  for  the  Motion  with  this  understand- 
ing, that  the  question  to  be  put  to  the 
House  would  be  this — "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question. "  If  this  was  negatived,  then  the 
hon.  Gentleman *s  Motion  would  be  put  as 
a  substantive  Motion,  and  he  (Mr.  Cobden) 
would  propose  to  add  the  following  words 
as  an  Aqiendment : — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  number  of  servants  employed,  and 
the  amount  of  salary  paid  to  them,  'with  a  view  to 
the  reduction  of  persons  so  employed,  and  such  a 
reduction  of  salary  as  was  consistent  with  tho 
public  service." 

He  would  subject  each  department  to  a 
specific  inquiry,  and  he  would  have  an 
honest  Committee  appointed,  not  by  the 
Government,  to  carry  out  the  object  in 
view,  which  was  that  of  a  rigid  supervision. 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL  wished  to  make  an 
observation  on  a  remark  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth.  His  hon.  Friend 
appeared  to  think  that  he  had  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  a  general  inquiry  into  the 
salaries  paid  at  public  offices.  What  he 
had  intended  to  say  was,  that  he  should 
not  object,  when  it  appeared  that  any  case 
for  inquiry  was  shown,  and  that  it  would  be 
deemed  expedient  to  do  so.  He  had  said 
that  he  had  not  objected  to  an  inquiry  into 
the  Home  Office,  which  had  taken  place 
last  year,  and  which  had  led  to  reductions 
to  the  extent  of  3,000Z.  a  year. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  felt  some  difficulty  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire.  If  he  voted  for  it,  it 
would  be  with  the  view  of  expressing  an 
opinion  that  public  officers  were  unneces- 
sarily highly  paid.  But  he  thought  the 
Motion  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  afforded  a  far  better 
course  for  the  House  to  pursue.  An  in- 
discriminating  lessening  of  salaries  could 
not  be  justified  unless  there  was  an  in- 
vestigation into  every  case;  and  that  inves- 
tigation would  be  useless  into  a  certain 
class  of  salaries  from  12$,  to  30«.  a  week, 
unless  it  were  intended  to  apply  the  prin* 
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ciple  to  them  also,  and  to  that  he  objected. 
The  tendency  throughout  the  country,  at 
present,  was  to  raise  not  diminish  wages, 
lie  understood  that  the  question  before 
them  was,  that  all  the  words  after  the 
word  **  that*'  be  left  out,  in  order  to 
add  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire.  If  the  question  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  chair  be  negatived,  and 
the  Motion  affirmed,  then  he  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  could  propose  his  Amendment  in 
lieu  of  that  Motion.  If  that  be  true,  then 
all  those  Members  who  wished  for  inquiry 
should  vote  first  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire,  and  then,  if  the  House  re- 
solved that  the  Speaker  should  not  leave 
the  chair,  it  would  be  competent  for  them 
to  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Members  for  Manchester  and  the 
West  Riding  made  the  same  speeches  in 
1846  they  were  making  now.  They  then 
promised  the  mechanics  and  labourers  of 
the  country  that  high  wages  and  low  prices 
were  coming.  But  here  was  the  year 
1849,  and  instead  of  that  prophecy  having 
been  fulfilled,  they  had  low  wages  as  well 
as  low  prices.  But  it  was  not  merely  that 
wages  were  reduced,  in  many  places  there 
were  none  at  all.  He  could  point  to  hun- 
dreds of  mechanics  who  used  to  earn  31, 
or  4:1,  a  week,  and  who  now  considered 
themselves  fortunate  if  they  got  one  day's 
work  to  keep  them  from  starving.  He 
fully  admitted  the  claims  of  the  public  ser- 
vice, and  the  country  had  reason  to  be 
proud  of  it;  but  there  were  other  claims 
to  be  considered.  Look  at  the  public  Ex- 
chequer. Look  at  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Seeing  that  wages  were  di- 
minishing, he  thought  that  some  bold  and 
sweeping  measure  was  necessary  to  pro- 
tect the  public  credit. 

Mr.  bright  asked  the  Speaker  to 
explain  the  exact  nature  of  the  question 
upon  which  the  House  was  about  to  di- 
vide. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  original 
question  before  the  House  was,  "  That  he 
(the  Speaker)  should  now  leave  the  chair;" 
since  which  it  had  been  moved  as  an 
Amendment,  that  all  the  words  after  the 
word  **  that"  be  left  out  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  certain  words  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire.  If  the  original 
Motion  should  be  negatived,  then  the  words 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire would  become  the  question  before  the 
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House,  and  it  would  be  competent  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  propose  an  Amendment 
upon  that  substituted  Motion. 

Question  put,  •*  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  149;  Noes 
102 :  Majority  47. 

List  of  <A€  Noes. 


Adair,  H.  E. 
Alcock,  T. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Barrington,  Visot. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bercsford,  W. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blair,  S. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bright,  J. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Burghloy,  Lord 
BurrcU,  Sir  C.  M. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Carcw,  W.  H.  P. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clay,  J . 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
CoMen,  R. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Currie,  H. 
Deedes,  W. 
Devereux,  J.  T, 
Dickson,  S. 
Disraeli,  B. 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Edwards,  II. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heald,  J. 
Henry,  A. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
HiU,  Lord  E. 


Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hume,  J. 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Locke,  J. 
Lookhart,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lushington,  C. 
Meagher,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
MitohoU,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portal,  M. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  6. 
Stuart,  J. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tollemacbe,  J. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
WaU,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 

TELLBB8. 

Henley,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY-^ORDNANCE  ESTIMATES. 
The  House  then  went  into  Comtnittee; 
Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 
On  the  Vote  for  361,895J.  for  P»y,  At 
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lowances,  and  Contingencies,  of  Ordnance 
Military  Corps, 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  as  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Ordnance  Estimates 
had  now  heen  received,  he  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  make  some  statement 
of  what  they  intended  to  do. 

Colonel  ANSON  assured  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  Committee,  that  it  was 
from  no  disrespect  to  him  or  them  that  he 
had  not  made  such  a  statement.  He  should 
have  been  happy  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  so  to  do,  but  wished  in  the 
£rst  instance  to  hear  if  any  objections  were 
made  to  the  estimates.  He  thought  that 
the  report,  ably  drawn  up  as  it  was,  would 
be  of  absolutely  little  use  to  the  Committee 
until  the  evidence  had  been  appended  to  it. 
If,  however,  hon.  Members  would  turn  to 
the  last  page  of  the  report,  they  would  find 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  that 
the  Government  should  take  the  matter 
into  their  consideration  during  the  recess; 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
Government  would  certainly  take  into  their 
most  serious  and  deliberate  consideration 
all  the  recommendations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Committee.  But  at  the  same 
time  it  would  not  be  right  in  the  Govern- 
ment, or  any  Member  of  it,  to  enter  into  a 
pledge  to  carry  out  any  particular  recom- 
mendation. With  respect  to  Vote  No.  1, 
the  Committee  had  not  recommended  that 
there  should  be  any  reduction  in  the  mili- 
tary force  of  the  country.  Upon  Vote  2, 
containing  the  commissariat  and  barrack 
supplies,  the  Committee  reported  that  they 
had  *'  noticed  the  increased  charge  to  the 
public  arising  from  the  system  recently 
adopted  by  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  the 
troops  in  Ireland,  although  this  does  not 
appear  in  the  Ordnance  Estimates,  and 
they  have  suggested  the  expediency  of  re- 
verting to  the  mode  of  supplying  the  troops 
previously  in  use."  He  believed  that  m 
the  answers  he  had  given  before  that  Com- 
mittee, he  had  expressly  stated  that  that 
was  also  his  opinion.  At  the  same  time 
he  must  bear  his  testimony  to  the  manner 
in  which  this  department  had  been  con- 
ducted, and  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  system  was  different  now  from 
what  it  had  been.  The  Committee  further 
reported,  under  Vote  3 — the  Ordnance 
Office — ^that  they  believed  **  that  any  im- 
provement in  the  practical  working  of  the 
office  can  only  be  effected  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  by  the  co-operation 
of  persons  familiar  with  the  details  of  bu- 
siness now  transacted  by  the  Ordnance." 


They  also  recommended  that  "  the  war- 
rant of  1825  should  be  revised,  and  that 
the  control  of  the  Treasury  over  all  sala- 
ries and  new  appointments  should  be  ren- 
dered complete."  In  that  department 
large  powers  had  been  exercised  with 
great  discretion,  but  he  did  not  know  that 
any  great  objection  could  be  offered  to  an 
alteration  in  the  mode  of  procedure.  The 
Committee  then  recommended,  under  Vote 
4 — the  Ordnance  and  Barrack  Establish- 
ments— that  '*  the  number  of  artificers 
and  workmen  in  the  manufacturing  de- 
partments, at  Woolwich  and  elsewhere, 
should  be  fixed  according  to  the  wants  of 
the  service  in  time  of  peace,  and  that  no 
addition  should  be  made  without  the  writ- 
ten sanction  of  the  Treasury."  Now,  it 
was  very  difficult  to  fix  the  establishment 
in  this  department,  for  the  extent  of  it 
must  depend  upon  emergencies;  and  it 
happened  that  very  large  alterations,  as  in 
guns  and  the  carriages  for  them,  were 
made  in  one  year,  so  that  the  establish- 
ment fixed  for  that  year  was  unfit  for  an- 
other. At  the  same  time,  it  was  of  course 
right  and  proper  that  this  establishment 
should  be  brought  specially  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Treasury,  and  that  no  in- 
crease whatever  should  take  place  without 
their  sanction.  There  was  another  reoom- 
mendation  of  the  Committee  with  refipeot 
to  the  establishments  in  the  colonies,  to 
the  effect  that  "  some  of  the  establishments 
in  the  smaller  colonics  in  the  West  Indies 
and  Canada  should  be  dispensed  with;  and 
the  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  in  Ca- 
nada, with  the  present  improved  means  of 
communication  by  steam  and  railroads,  tho 
concentration  of  stores  at  a  smaller  num* 
her  of  stations  might  \m  sufficient  for  the 
supply  of  the  force  to  be  maintained  there. " 
It  could  not,  of  course,  be  the  object  of  the 
Government  to  keep  up  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure, and  he  would  only  observe,  as 
regarded  the  department  to  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  belong,  that  the  supreme  au- 
thority in  that  department,  the  Master  Ge- 
tieral  of  the  Ordnance,  had  upon  every  oc« 
casion  evinced  the  utmost  anxiety  to  avoid 
superfluous  expenses.  Every  inquiry  should 
be  made  as  to  the  necessity  for  maintaining 
some  of  these  establishments,  and  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  sayiug,  that  the  Govem- 
ment  would  take  this  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  into  their  consideration, 
and  that,  in  some  respects,  it  might  he 
complied  with.  Under  the  vote  No.  6, 
being  for  the  Ordnance  Stores,  the  Com- 
mittee reported  in  these  tenns :— 
Q2 
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•*  Tour  Committee  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  large  sums  expended  for  these 
stores.  The  value  of  Ordnance  stores  at  present 
in  the  custody  of  the  department  (exclusive  of 
barrack  stores)  amounts  to  6,420,0002,  Your  Com- 
mittee cannot  pretend  to  regulate  the  quantity  of 
any  articles  which  should  be  kept  in  store ;  but 
they  recommend  that  the  stores  should  be  made 
to  approximate  more  nearly  to  the  wants  of  the 
service  in  time  of  peace.  The  large  sums  at  vari- 
ous times  expended  for  the  purchase  of  stores, 
which  are  now  obsolete,  prove  the  expediency  of 
maintaining  a  small  stock  of  the  more  durable  as 
well  as  of  the  perishable  articles.  The  facilities 
which  this  country  possesses  of  obtaining  a  large 
supply  in  the  event  of  an  emergency,  might,  in  the 
opinion  of  your  Committee,  relieve  the  Ordnance 
from  the  necessity  of  keeping  so  large  a  stock ; 
and  the  more  rapid  means  of  conveyance,  both  by 
sea  and  land,  which  has  enabled  mercantile  estab- 
lishments to  reduce  their  stock,  might  in  a  similar 
manner  be  rendered  conducive  to  public  economy. 
Tour  Committee  recommend  an  inquiry  into  the 
present  system  of  keeping  the  store  accounts,  in 
reference  to  which  they  have  received  some  valua- 
ble evidence,  a  summary  of  which  is  to  be  found 
under  Vote  No.  3." 

He  confessed  he  was  not  surprised  that  the 
Committee  had  expressed  this  opinion  re- 
garding the  amount  of  stores,  amounting 
to  between  600,000i.  and  700,000?.;  but 
a  great  portion  consisted  of  the  most  bulky 
and  costly  kind,  which  had  of  late  years 
become  obsolete  by  the  introduction  of 
different  armaments.  If  the  two  classes 
of  stores — those  fit  and  those  unfit  for 
sendee — had  been  separated,  the  apparent 
amount  of  these  stores  would  have  been 
considerably  reduced;  and  that  would  have 
been  also  a  better  way  of  showing  the 
actual  amount  of  effective  stores  on  hand. 
Supposing  the  value  of  them  to  be  half  a 
million,  for  example;  if  they  were  brought 
into  market  he  feared  they  would  not  fetch 
that  price,  and  a  deteriorated  value  had  of 
necessity  been  put  upon  them.  There 
might,  no  doubt,  be  some  truth  in  the  re- 
mark in  the  paragraph  he  had  just  read, 
that  the  facilities  now  possessed  by  the 
country  of  obtaining  a  large  supply  on  an 
emergency,  lessened  the  necessity  of  keep- 
ing a  large  stock;  and  that  by  the  more 
rapid  means  of  conveyance  stores  might 
be  obtained  more  easily  than  formerly, 
and  the  Government  would  well  consider 
that  part  of  the  question.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  we  were  in  a  time  of 
peace.  We  were  at  peace,  and  he  trusted 
we  should  remain  so;  but  the  House  would 
remember  that  when  he  had  previously 
submitted  these  estimates  we  had  also  been 
at  peace.  In  1846,  when  he  first  brought 
them  forward,  they  had  been  prepared  by 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon«  Baronet 


the  Member  for  Tamworth,  by  whom  it 
had  been  thought  advisable  to  recommend 
to  the  House  an  increase  of  force.  The 
present  Government  could  not,  certainly, 
be  held  responsible  for  that ;  but  they 
adopted  the  estimates  of  their  predeces- 
sors because  they  deemed  the  measure 
wise  and  prudent.  Again,  in  1847,  there 
was  another  increase  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent Government  in  the  artillery  force — 
they  having  thought  it  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  same  course.  And  what  were 
the  circumstances  of  that  year  ?  Were 
they  so  peaceable  as  to  induce  us  to  alter 
our  establishments,  or  was  there  anything 
in  1848,  in  the  aspect  of  affairs,  either 
abroad  or  at  home,  to  cause  us  to  reduce 
those  establishments  ?  In  his  opinion  the 
aspect  of  affairs  at  that  period  was  not  so 
favourable  as  to  justify  the  Government  in 
proposing  to  Parliament  any  {Auction  in 
our  military  force,  or  in  the  establishments 
necessary  to  maintain  them.  He  was  sa- 
tisfied that  the  Government  would  take 
this  subject  into  their  most  serious  con- 
sideration, and  would  carry  out  any  mea- 
sures of  retrenchment  which  they  might 
deem  advisable.  With  respect  to  the  items 
under  Vote  6,  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion  that  they  "  should  be  further  sub- 
divided; and  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
amount  annually  required  for  the  purchase 
of  timber,  of  iron,  ordnance,  and  of  gun- 
powder, should  be  separately  stated."  He 
said  they  would  find  the  estimates  drawn 
up  and  arranged  under  distinct  heads,  in  a 
clear  and  simple  form,  carefully  prepared 
by  persons  of  experience  appointed  by  the 
Treasury  for  that  purpose.  With  regard 
to  new  buildings  and  repairs,  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  was,  that — 

<*  No  work  should  be  commenced  by  the  Ordnanee, 
and  no  estimate  for  any  new  work  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Treasury,  without  the  previous  sanc- 
tion of  a  Secretary  of  State  officially  communicated 
to  the  Board  of  Ordnance.   Before  this  authority  is 
given,  it  is  most  important  that  a  fixed  plan,  with 
i  a  detailed  estimate  of  the  whole  work,  should  be 
!  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  is  called 
I  on  to  record  his  official  sanction  on  the  part  of 
!  the  Government.     Your  Conmiittee  believe  that 
I  this  regulation,  by  fixing  respensibility  on  a  high 
I  officer  of  State,  would  tend  to  secure  the  pubUo 
against  needless  expenditure,  and  they  do  not  ap- 
prehend that  it  would  prevent  or  retard  the  con- 
struction of  works  which  may  be  necessary  for 
the  due  protection  of  our  own  shores,  or  for  the 
future  maintenance  of  our  maritime  power  and 
commercial  interests.    Your  Committee  do  not 
intend  by  this  recommendation  to  supersede  the 
ultimate  control  and  final  responsibility  which, 
after  examination  of  the  plan  and  estimate,  will 
still  attach  to  the  Treasury." 
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He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
recommendation  was  very  prudent  and 
wise.  It  was  not  the  course  usually  fol- 
lowed, yet  as  the  Master  of  the  Orduance 
was  generally  a  Memher  of  the  Cahinet, 
and  therefore  acquainted  with  the  views  of 
the  Oahinety  his  sanction  0f  an  estimate 
might  he  taken  as  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty *s  Ministers.  But  still  the  Com- 
mittee had  thought  proper  to  recommend 
that  no  works  ought  to  he  undertaken 
without  the  written  sanction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  to  that  recommendation 
he  could  see  no  objection  whatever.  Their 
recommendations  with  regard  to  the  works 
in  detail  were  contained  in  the  body  of  the 
report  itself,  as  the  Committee  passed  in 
review  the  various  works  required  at  the 
different  establishments  abroad.  Bermuda 
was  the  first  that  received  their  attention, 
and  for  the  works  on  that  island  the  vote 
required  this  year  was  only  4,948L,  cer- 
tainly not  a  very  large  sum,  considering 
the  importance  of  the  place  on  which  it 
was  to  be  expended.  It  would  seem  that 
the  total  estimate  for  these  works  was 
60,892L,  in  addition  to  the  sums  that  had 
already  been  expended  upon  them.  Sir 
John  Burgoyne,  however,  was  of  opinion 
that  this  sum  of  60,000/.  would  not  be 
sufficient  probably  to  put  the  defences  in 
so  complete  a  state  as  could  be  wished. 
That  was  only  his  opinion.  Earl  Grey, 
when  examined  before  the  Committee, 
stated  with  regard  to  these  works  and  the 
course  to  be  taken  with  regard  to  them — 

"  That  he  considered  Bermuda  a  most  impor- 
tant station  for  the  protection  of  our  trade,  :jnd 
for  the  defence  of  our  West  India  possessions.  He 
is,  however,  of  opinion  that  no  new  work  should 
be  commenced  at  Bermuda,  because  he  has  been 
informed  that  Lord  Dundonald,  the  admiral  on  the 
station,  and  Captain  Elliot,  the  governor,  recom- 
mend an  alteration  in  the  system  of  defence.  The 
plan  sanctioned  in  the  year  1824  is  said  to  be  in- 
sufficient at  the  present  time,  and  it  has  been  sug- 
gested that  a  flotilla  of  steamers  would  afford  the 
most  effective  means  of  defence.  Colonel  Reed, 
the  former  governor,  who  is  also  an  engineer 
officer,  has  given  to  your  Committee  an  opinion 
quite  opposed  to  this  view." 

So  much  at  variance  were  the  opinions 
given  before  the  Committee  on  almost 
everything  connected  with  the  island.  In 
the  opinion  of  some,  the  defence  of  the 
island  might  be  committed  with  gr6at  ad- 
vantage to  a  flotilla  of  steamers,  by  that 
means  superseding  the  necessity  and  the 
expense  of  permanent  works.  He  should 
think,  however,  that  taking  into  account 
the  original  expense  of  these  steamers, 
the  ever-recurring  expense  of  repairs,  and 


the  groat  number  of  men  that  must  be 
kept  up  to  man  them,  they  would  be  found 
much  more  costly  in  the  end  than  the  con- 
struction of  permanent  defences.  This 
conflict  of  opinion  in  the  Committee  ren- 
dered it  necessary  that  Government  should 
institute  an  inquiry  into  the  defences  of 
that  island,  and  he  was  instructed  now  to 
say,  that  that  was  the  course  which  Oo- 
vemment  had  determined  to  pursue.  Now, 
as  to  the  money  required  to  be  voted  this 
year,  although  Government  was  desirous 
not  to  spend  a  farthing  more  than  was  ne- 
cessary, still  the  sum  of  4,900^.  would  be 
necessary  for  the  works  in  progress  which 
had  already  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury.  The  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
having  been  sent  out  to  continue  certain 
works  begun,  by  this  late  period  of  the 
Session  one  half  at  least  of  the  money 
must  already  have  been  spent,  and  there- 
fore he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Southwark  would  be  con- 
tent with  the  withdrawal  of  half  the  sum 
put  down  for  the  works  in  progress,  and 
the  undertaking  of  the  Government  not  to 
commence  any  new  works  until  due  in- 
quiry was  made.  But  he  was  sure  he 
would  have  the  concurrence  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Montrose  and  for  the  West 
Riding,  in  thinking  that  economy  would 
be  best  attained  by  putting  the  works  in 
progress  in  a  secure  state  of  completion 
immediately.  As  to  the  vote  for  the  Io- 
nian Islands,  the  House  might  suppose, 
from  the  way  in  which  it  was  inserted, 
that  it  was  for  new  works;  but  he  had  to 
assure  them  that  it  was  only  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  works  in  progress.  He  begged 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  look  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee,  and  to  consider 
that,  unless  in  the  case  of  wanton  expendi- 
ture, they  would  hardly  have  ventured  to 
advise  arresting  the  progress  of  the  works 
at  Bermuda,  the  Mauritius,  or  the  Ionian 
Islands.  Let  the  House  grant  the  votes 
required  of  them  for  the  present  year,  and 
it  would  remain  for  them  to  see  whether 
the  Government,  when  they  came  forward 
next  '.Session,  had  done  their  duty  in  at- 
tending to .  the  recommendations  of  the 
Comiqittee,  and  it  would  then  be  in  the 
power  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Montrose 
and  the  West  Riding  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House,  if  they  thought  necessary,  on 
the  conduct  of  the  Government.  But  he 
desired  them  to  attend  to  this  single  fact, 
that  the  Ordnance  Estimates  were  less 
than  the  amount  voted  last  year  by 
20,0002.;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
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trose  would  find  that  there  was  a  differ- 
ence of  500,000^.  between  the  present  es- 
timates and  those  asked  for  in  1848. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  attended  to  everything  but 
just  that  on  which  he  wished  him  to  have 
animadverted :  he  referred  to  the  number 
of  the  artillery.  The  Committee,  it  was 
true,  did  not  take  into  consideration  the  in- 
creased votes  for  this  arm  of  the  service : 
it  was  not  their  duty  to  consider  what  was 
the  number  of  artillery  that  ought  to  be 
maintained  in  a  time  of  peace.  He  assert- 
ed on  Fnday  that  the  expense  under  this 
particular  head  was  3,000,0002.,  and  now 
he  found  he  was  borne  out  in  his  ridiculed 
assertion  by  the  report  of  the  Committee. 
He  had  asserted  that  the  expense  on  this 
particular  part  of  the  service  was  just 
doubled.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man would  not  credit  his  assertions :  here, 
then,  was  the  book;  he  would  stick  to  it : 
in  1833,  1834,  and  1835,  the  expense  of 
the  artillery  was  1,402,0002. ;  but  in 
1848-49  it  had  become  2,897,0002.;  being 
exactly  double  the  sum  he  had  already 
stated.  A  Committee  that  sat  in  1828, 
when  the  charge  for  the  artillery  was  only 
721,0002.,  stated  their  opinion  to  be  that 
the  corps  was  larger  than  was  necessary 
for  keeping  up  efficient  training  and  prac- 
tice in  a  time  of  peace,  and  ought  to  be 
reduced  to  something  near  like  what  it 
was  in  1792,  when  the  expense  was 
471,0002.  He  complained  that  the  num- 
ber of  men  had  been  increased  from  8,369 
to  14,123.  Last  year  the  Government 
made  a  pretext  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  raise  2,000  men  additional  without  su- 
perior officers;  but  what  did  they  do  when 
they  got  the  vote  of  Parliament  for  that 
body  of  men  ?  Instead  of  adding  twenty 
companies,  as  they  ought  to  have  done, 
they  added  but  eighteen  companies,  form- 
ing an  entirely  new  battalion,  with  colo- 
nels and  lieutenant  colonels  and  other  offi- 
cers. The  answer  was,  that  a  few  of  the 
senior  officers  were  requiring  promotion, 
and  this  was  taken  as  the  course  to  effect 
that  object,  although  it  was  done  to  the 
stopping  of  all  promotion  in  the  case  of 
fifty  or  sixty  of  the  subordinate  officers. 
The  wishes  of  the  few  were  regarded  to 
the  detriment  of  the  many.  That  was  the 
sort  of  management  of  the  department  for 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
wished  him  to  give  him  credit,  but  which 
he  certainly  could  not  give  him. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  after  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  very  fully  gone 


through  the  various  topics  connected  with 
the  report,  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
complained  of  his  neglecting  to  touch  upon 
another  topic  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  had  been  called,  and  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  have  called 
the  House  on  Thursday  night  but  for  want 
of  the  report.  However,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  shown  himself  perfectly  capable  of 
entering  into  the  question  without  reference 
to  tho  report  at  all,  although,  for  the 
want  of  it,  they  had  postponed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  estimates  on  Thursdaj. 
With  reference  to  the  amount  of  the  force, 
he  had  nothing  to  explain.  It  was  only  a 
few  men  less  than  it  was  in  1848;  and  in 
1848  he  stated,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  the  reasons  why  in  success- 
sivo  years  the  artillery  had  been  augment- 
ed. Without  again  going  into  the  partioa- 
lars  of  that  statement,  the  general  reasoa 
was,  that  artillery  soldiers  and  officers  re- 
quired much  longer  time  for  training  and 
preparation  than  the  other  services,  and  on 
that  account  it  was  desirable  to  keep  up  a 
considerable  force.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  seemed  to  say  that  the  best  way 
to  be  prepared  was  to  be  unprepared. 
That  might  be  a  wise  maxim,  but  it  waa 
new  to  Imn.  With  regard  to  the  change 
made  last  year,  it  was  thought  better,  in- 
stead of  adding  a  certain  number  of  com- 
panies, to  add  two  new  battalions.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  had  been  done  by 
the  Master  General  of  the  Ordnance  with- 
out his  (Lord  J.  Russell's)  knowledge. 
The  fact,  however,  was,  that  the  Master 
General  represented  to  him  that  there  was 
a  great  want  of  promotion  in  the  higher 
ranks  of  the  service;  adding  his  opinion 
that  the  efficiency  of  the  artillery  would  be 
increased  by  having  the  same  number  of 
men  that  was  proposed  in  the  previous 
year,  but  putting  them  into  two  battaHons, 
with  superior  officers,  and  a  fewer  number 
of  subordinates  than  had  originally  been 
in  contemplation.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
said  that  was  a  subject  for  serious  con- 
sideration, and  he  gave  no  answer  at  that 
time.  Some  months  afterwards,  however, 
his  noble  Friend  the  Master  General  (the 
Marquess  of  Anglesea)  again  called  his  at- 
tention to  the  subject,  showing  him  esti- 
mates for  carrying  the  plan  into  ofieot,  and 
he  complied  with  the  recommendation.  So 
far,  therefore,  as  responsibility  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  responsible  for  having  con- 
curred in  that  recommendation,  and  it  had 
been  submitted  to  Her  Majesty  entirely 
with  his  sanction.    Upon  a  subject  of  this 
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kind,  he  did  not  pretend  that  his  opinion 
could  have  any  great  weight;  hut  the 
numher  of  men  heing  the  same,  and  the 
expense  to  the  country  also  the  same,  he 
thought  the  opinion  of  the  Master  General, 
corri^orated  hy  the  papers  shown  to  him, 
was  rather  to  he  followed  than  any  view 
formed  hy  an  unprofessional  person.  Such 
were  the  facts  as  to  the  increase  in  the 
force,  and  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
heen  carried  into  effect.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  alluded  to  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject. It  BO  happened,  however,  that  it 
spoke  in  strong  terms  of  the  importance  of 
haying  a  considerable  force  of  artillery : — 

**  The  amount  of  force  which  it  may  be  neces- 
sary or  expedient  to  maintain,  is  a  question  which 
has  not  heen  referred  to  the  consideration  of  your 
Committee ;  but,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
their  appointment,  they  haye  made  some  inquiries 
into  the  expense  of  the  artillery,  and  into  the 
strength  of  the  artillery  compared  with  the  rest  of 
the  Army.  All  the  evidence  given  to  your  Com- 
mittee shows  the  value  of  an  efficient  artillery 
officered  by  soientifio  men.  The  experience  of 
modem  warfare  tends  to  strengthen  this  opinion ; 
and  your  Committee  desire  distinctly  to  state, 
while  they  abstain  from  entering  upon  the  con- 
edderation  of  the  force  to  be  maintained,  that  they 
regard  the  corps  of  artillery  as  the  most  important 
arm  of  the  service,  and,  therefore,  recommend 
that  the  proportion  of  the  artillery  to  the  rest  of 
the  Army  should  not  be  reduced." 

Such  was  the  decided  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  was  very  happy  to  find  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  was  corro- 
borated by  that  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  the  noble  Lord 
must  have  been  asleep  whilst  he  bad  been 
speaking.  He  had  read  from  the  report 
of  the  Committee,  yet  the  noble  Lord  had 
the  assurance  to  say  he  had  not !  Really 
if  these  things  continued,  he  should  hardly 
know  whether  he  stood  on  his  head  or  his 
heels.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  stated  any 
political  reasons  for  maintaining  such  a 
force  of  artillery.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  admit- 
ted the  necessity  of  the  force  being  effi- 
cient, but,  upon  the  reasoning  of  the  noble 
Lord,  40,000  men  must  be  kept.  Artil- 
lery ought  only,  as  the  Committee  said, 
to  be  in  proportion  to  the  infantry;  and 
the  question  was,  whether  the  numbers 
now  maintained  were  not  in  disproportion 
to  that  which  ought  to  be  a  peace  esta- 
blishment. The  Committee  had  not  ap- 
proved of  two  additional  battalions  with 
the  necessary  expense  of  additional  offi- 
cers. He,  therefore,  protested  against  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown  taking  upon  him- 
self to  sanction  that  which  the  public  cried 


shame  upon.  ["No,  no!"]  Yes,  the 
public  did:  they  accused  the  Master  Ge- 
neral of  having  raised  two  additional  bat- 
talions instead  of  the  companies  as  pro- 
posed. If  the  House  of  Commons  were 
disposed  to  see  this  department  doubled, 
contrary  to  the  recommendation  of  a  most 
important  Committee,  he  would  offer  no 
further  observation  than  this,  that  it  was 
very  singular  the  interests  of  the  commu- 
nity in  regard  to  expense  should  be  so  lit- 
tle attended  to.  He  should  not  at  that 
late  hour  divide  the  House,  but  he  pro- 
tested against  the  extmvagance,  the  want 
of  feeling,  and  the  utter  recklessness  of 
the  Government  in  this  vote.  There  was 
not  a  shilling  in  the  Exchequer,  yet  they 
were  keeping  up  an  enormous  war  esta- 
blishment. 

Captain  BOLDERO  said,  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  hav- 
ing read  one  paragraph  from  the  report, 
he  would  read  another : — 

"  The  progress  of  military  science  and  tactics 
has,  according  to  the  concurrent  testimony  of  tho 
military  authorities  examined  by  your  Committee, 
increased  the  importance  of  artillery ;  and,  com- 
paring the  proportion  of  artillery  in  the  British 
Army  to  the  proportion  in  foreign  armies,  it  will 
be  found  to  be  far  less.  The  force  in  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland  may  be  taken  at  60,000  men ; 
there  are  eighty  field  guns  equipped  on  a'  low 
peace  establishment;  this  gives  one  gun  to  about 
750  men." 

Sir  H.  Hardinge  stated,  before  tho  Com- 
mittee of  1828,  that  at  the  battle  of  Wa- 
terloo the  French  had  one  gun  to  every 
300  men,  whilst  the  British  had  onl^  one 
gun  to  500  men.  It  was  dangerous  to 
continue  such  a  disparity,  particularly  as 
in  every  engagement,  except  the  last  in 
India,  our  artillery  had  been  deficient,  not 
only  in  numbers,  but  in  weight.  Ho  re- 
ferred the  House  to  what  had  been  done 
by  the  artillery  in  Lord  Gough's  last  ac- 
tion; and  he  thought  that  when  foreign 
armies  had  one  gun  to  every  300  men, 
whilst  we  had  only  one  to  750  men,  the 
time  had  arrived  for  some  change.  He 
suggested  that  the  artillery  might  be  made 
available  for  garrison  and  other  service, 
the  same  as  the  battalions  of  the  line. 

Mr.  HUME  asked,  what  use  there  was 
for  an  overwhelming  force  of  artillery? 
What  use  was  there  in  the  united  king- 
dom for  eighty  guns,  with  all  their  appur- 
tenances ready  for  action?  Lord  Hard- 
inge, in  1828,  wished  the  artillery  to  be 
maintained  upon  the  scale  of  Waterloo. 
He  thought  or  nothing  else,  as  if  we  were 
going  agam  to  play  pranks  upon  the  Oon- 
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tinent.  Tlio  people,  however,  would  not 
submit  to  that.  They  knew  that  six  hun- 
dred millions  of  debt  had  been  contracted 
by  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  next  vote  proposed  was  for  151 ,650?. 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray 
the  Expenses  of  Commissariat  and  Barrack 
Supplies. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  amount  voted  for 
barrack  supplies  in  1832  and  1833  was 
only  47,000?.,  yet  this  yeai-  it  was  89,000?. 
He  called  for  some  explanation. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  that  the  increase 
in  the  amount  of  this  vote  since  the  year 
1835  arose  from  the  fact  that  there  were 
no  store-rooms  then  in  the  Tower,  and 
consequently  no  stores  of  clothing  were 
prepared;  and  it  must  be  recollected  also 
that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  men, 
reckoned  only  at  1?.  ahead,  would  account 
for  a  considerable  portion  of  the  increase. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  next  vote  was  for  45,881?.,  to  de- 
fray the  expense  of  the  Ordnance  Oflfice. 

Mr.  COBDEN  asked,  if  it  was  right  to 
go  on  after  midnight  voting  such  large 
sums  ?  He  protested  against  going  on  with 
the  estimates  at  that  late  hour.  He  should 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  report  pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  14; 
Noes  107 :  Majority  93. 

Oferamittee  report  progress;  to  sit  again 
on  Wednesday. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  17,  1849. 

MrsvuTBS.]  PuBuc  Bills. — 1*  London  Corpontion;  Me> 
tropoUs  Buildings;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Irdand) ;  Land 
Improvement  Amendment  (Ireland) ;  House  of  Commons 
Offices :  Excise  Benevolent  Fund  Society ;  Joint  Stodc 
Companies  Act  (1848)  Amendment. 

S*  Admiralty  Jurisdiction  in  the  Colonies ;  Sewers  Acts 
Amendment. 

R«por/rd.— Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland). 

3*  House  of  Lords  Costs  Taxation ;  Attorneys  and  Solici- 
tors (Ireland) ;  Marrii^{es  in  Foreign  Countries  Fadlita- 
ting. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES. 
Lord  STANLEY  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  aaking  the  question,  or  rather  of  repeat- 
ing the  saggestioD,  which  he  had  made  to 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies about  a  fortnight  ago,     9o  had  then 


stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  find  some  difficulty  in  passing  the 
Bill  for  the  regulation  of  the  constitutions 
of  the  Australian  Colonies  through  their 
Lordships'  House  in  the  present  Session. 
It  was  now  quite  impossible  for  their  Lord- 
ships to  pass  through  Parliament  with  suf- 
ficient deliberation  a  Bill  for  regulating  the 
constitutions  of  five  or  six  of  our  newest 
and  most  important  colonics.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  would  re- 
strict that  Bill  to  the  mere  separation  of 
the  colony  of  Port  Phillip  from  the  colony 
of  New  South  Wales  1  To  a  Bill  so  ro- 
stricted  he  should  offer  no  opposition;  but 
if  the  noble  Earl  intended  to  carry  his  Bill 
further,  he  warned  him  that  it  would  meet 
with  strong  opposition,  not  only  in  the 
other,  but  also  in  that  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Earl  GREY  said,  that  the  Bill  now 
stood  for  a  second  reading  in  the  Commons 
on  Thursday;  and  he  could  give  the  noble 
Baron  no  decided  answer  to  his  question 
until  he  knew  the  result  of  the  discussion 
which  would  then  take  place.  He  admit- 
ted that  if  that  Bill  were  really  a  Bill  for 
the  establishment  of  new  constitutions  in 
the  Australian  colonies,  it  would  not  be 
proper  to  consider  it  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session;  but  the  Bill  was  limited  to 
one  point — the  extension  of  that  constitu- 
tion which  was  established  in  New  South 
Wales  to  our  other  colonies  in  its  vicinity. 
It  also  made  provisions  that  those  colonies, 
by  the  authority  of  their  respective  Legis- 
latures, should  make  alteration  in  those, 
subject,  however,  to  the  controlling  power 
of  Parliament.  He  believed  that  the  par- 
ties in  the  colonies  fully  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  the  measure  which  had  been 
introduced. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  was  his  intention,  in 
the  progress  of  this  Bill,  to  introduce  any 
!  clause  that  entirely  changed  the  present 
'  mode  of  seUing  land  in  the  Australian  colo- 
nies ?     That  would,  in  fact,  be  a  measure 
j  greater  in  magnitude  than  any  other  of  the 
I  provisions  of  the  Bill;  and  that  a  change 
.  ought  to   take  place,   he   was  ready   to 
admit. 

Earl  GREY,  in  answer  to  the  question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  would  say  that  he  en- 
tirely differed  from  him  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  making  any  alteration  in  the 
Land  Sales  Act.  He  believed,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  maintenance  in  its  integ- 
rity of  the  system  established  by  Padia- 
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ment,  was  of  the  most  vital  importance  to 
the  colonies.  Therefore,  it  iras  not  his 
intention  to  introduce  any  clause  to  alter 
that  part  of  the  Bill.  Uowever,  great 
complaints  were  made  by  many  of  the  co- 
lonists, who  were  tied  up  by  Parliament, 
and  prevented  from  making  changes  af- 
fecting their  own  interests;  and  it  was  said, 
when  representative  institutions  should  be 
extended  to  all  Australia,  it  was  only  just 
that  this  subject,  amongst  others,  should 
be  open  to  them  to  deal  with.  As  to  any 
one  of  the  colonies  dealing  with  the  Land 
Sales  Act,  it  was  impossible  to  agree  to 
that,  as  those  colonies  were  connected  so 
closely  with  each  other.  By  the  Land 
Sales  Act,  a  great  portion  of  the  price  is 
spent  on  emigration ;  and  supposing  one 
colony  imported  emigrants  with  that  money, 
it  would  be  wrong  that  a  neighbouring  co- 
lony should  be  able  to  reduce  the  price  of 
land,  and  induce  those  persons  to  go  to 
that  colony  from  the  other.  But  in  de- 
ference to  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
general  wish  of  persons  in  the  colonies, 
he  (Earl  Grey)  said  this — that  he  saw  no 
objection  to  introducing  a  clause  by  which, 
if  a  federal  legislature  were  brought  into 
operation,  that  legislature,  acting  for  all 
the  colonies,  and  for  their  common  inter- 
est, would  have  the  power  to  amend  the 
Land  Sales  Act.  That  power  ho  would 
be  willing  to  give  ;  but  in  giving  it,  he 
must  say  he  would  greatly  lament  if  the 
colonists  availed  themselves  of  that  power 
to  reduce  the  selling  price  of  land ;  and 
to  do  so  without  making  compensation  to 
parties  who  bought  land  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  would  be  an  act  of  great  injus- 
tice. It  was  recommended  by  a  Commit- 
tee that  the  price,  when  once  raised,  should 
never  be  lowered  but  by  the  authority  of 
Parliament ;  and  it  was  the  intention  of 
his  noble  Friend  Lord  John  Russell,  who 
at  that  time  was  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  to  act  upon  that  recommen- 
dation if  he  had  remained  Secretary  of 
State.  But  on  his  noble  Friend  leaving 
office,  it  was  left  to  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Stanley)  to  introduce  this  Act, 
which,  with  some  modifications,  is  still  the 
law  of  the  land.  He  repeated,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  propose  any  alteration 
with  respect  to  the  sale  of  land;  but  on 
extending  representative  institutions  to  the 
Australian  colonies  generally,  there  was 
no  objection  to  allow  the  colonists,  by  their 
representatives,  to  form  a  federal  body  to 
deal  with  the  subject. 

Lord   STANLEY  thought  the  noble 


Earl  must  have  perfectly  satisfied  his  Col- 
leagues and  the  country  that  it  was  entirely 
impossible,  from  the  statement  he  had 
made,  that  the  Bill  could  pass  in  the 
present  Session.  The  noble  Earl  was 
not  disposed  to  deal  by  Parliamentary 
authority  with  the  sale  of  land;  but  he 
was  ready  to  establish  that  which  was  al- 
together new  in  colonial  administration, 
namely,  a  federal  government.  Then  the 
question  not  only  of  a  representative  go- 
vernment, but  of  a  federal  government, 
had  to  be  discussed,  and  the  power  to  be 
confided  to  it  should  also  be  discussed,  in- 
volving matters  of  the  nicest  consequence 
and  greatest  importance.  The  noble  Earl 
proposed  not  only  to  introduce  the  question 
of  a  federal  government,  but  to  transfer  to 
it  the  power  of  adjudicating  upon  questions 
that  were  no  less  imperial  than  colonial 
concerns.  He  proposed  to  give  a  certain 
power  to  the  federal  assembly,  although 
some  of  the  parties  represented  in  that 
assembly  might  dissent  from  the  altera- 
tions made  by  the  federal  government. 
The  Bill  was  not  yet  printed  for  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  to  pass.  Here,  then,  was  an  en- 
tirely new  Bill  that  was  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons  without  being  yet 
pi-inted.  It  should  then  be  discussed  in 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Commons;  and 
he  (Lord  Stanley)  promised  the  noble  Earl 
it  would  be  so  discussed.  Then  it  would 
have  to  go  through  all  the  other  stages 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  afterwards 
to  be  submitted  for  consideration  to  their 
Lordships.  When  they  only  commenced 
on  the  18th  or  19th  of  July,  their  Lord- 
ships must  be  convinced  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  carry  through  the  whole  of  this 
Bill  in  the  present  Session. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  was  quite  con- 
vinced that  if  they  laid  down  the  principle 
of  compensation  to  which-  the  noble  Earl 
had  referred,  with  regard  to  their  home 
legislation,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
to  defend  any  portion  of  the  legislation  of 
late  years,  whether  it  afiected  agriculture 
or  commerce. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  17,  1849. 

MrwUTss.]    PvBuc  BiLL&— S<>  Disembodied  Militia. 
Reported. — Small  Debts  Act  Amendment;  Stock  in  Trades 
Regimental  Benefit  Societies ;  Enlistment  (Artillery  and 
Ordnance) ;  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton) ;  Railways  Aban- 
donment ;  Nuisances  RemoTal  and  Diienes  Prevcntioo ; 
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pensation,  when  they  had  anfTered  no  loss 
whatever.  The  officers,  as  had  abeadj 
heen  stated,  had  received  compensation 
under  tbe  Act  passed  to  abolish  imprison- 
ment for  debt ;  and  during  the  four  years 
that  had  elapsed  since  then,  they  made 
more  money  than  they  did  during  the  four 
years  previously.  He  should  mention, 
however,  that  there  was  one  exception  to 
this:  the  deputy  prothonotary  had  received 
during  the  last  four  years  2662.  less,  and 
to  show  in  what  way  the  Treasury  com- 
pensated persons,  they  gave  him  1,4002. 
The  Treasury  were  often  extremely  pen- 
urious and  paltry — indeed  so  much  so, 
that  no  gentleman  in  his  private  capacity 
would  act  so  Bcurvily;  but  here  was  an  in- 
stance of  a  very  lavish  and  culpable  ex- 
penditure. How  could  they  foe  called  upon 
to  trust  to  the  Treasury,  after  such  in- 
stances of  lavishness  and  disregard  of  the 
public  interest,  to  decide  upon  the  amoont 
of  compensation?  The  plan  of  referring 
the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee  was  much 
better  than  that ;  it  was  more  constita- 
tional,  and  the  House  would  have  it  more 
in  their  own  hands ;  whereas  if  it  were 
left  to  the  Treasury,  they  might  afterwards 
complain,  but  in  vain.  He  must  protest 
against  this  mode  of  proceeding — against 
those  persons  being  compensate  who  had 
already  been  compensated  more  than 
enough.  He  should  test  the  opinion  of 
the  House  upon  this  point,  for  ho  felt  con- 
vinced he  should  receive  the  support  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  sense  of  the  country 
would  be  with  him. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  hoped 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  not  press  his 
Amendment.  It  was  quite  clear  that  his 
noble  Friend  was  desirous  of  abolishing 
the  Palace  Court;  but  if  he  succeeded  in 
obtaining  a  majority  against  the  clause,  it 
would  defeat  the  Bill  altogether.  Many 
Acts  of  Parliament  had  recognised  the  sale 
of  these  offices;  and  vested  rights  could 
not  be  abolished  without  giving  the  parties 
in  whom  they  were  vested,  compensation. 
He  had  understood  his  noblo  Friend  also 
to  object  te  the  manner  of  giving  compen- 
sation, and  that  he  would  rather  have  that 
question  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  than  to  the  Treasury.  Now,  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  believed  that  if  ihe 
legal  claims  of  the  parties  demanding  com^ 
pensation  were  to  be  strictly  investigated, 
he  was  providing  the  best  tribunal  that 
could  be  devised.  In  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  there  was  a  divided  responsi- 
bility, and  Members  of  it  were  exposed  to 


Administnition  of  JtisHee  (Vaneouver*!  laland) ;  New 
Zealand  Land  Conveyances. 
S9  London  Corporation;  House  of  Commons  Offloes; 
Petty  Bag,  dec.  Offloes  Amendment  {  Land  Improvement 
Amendment  Act  (Ireland) ;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  i 
Labouring  Poor  Act  Amendment  (Ireland). 
Pbtitions  Pbsskktxo.  By  Admiral  Gordon,  from  Aber- 
deen, against  the  Marriages  Bill.^ — By  Sir  E.  Buxton, 
Ihxn  the  Hair  Dressers  of  the  Metropolis,  for  an  Altera- 
tion of  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  BilL— By  Mr. 
Beresfbrd,  from  Yeldham,  Essex,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Law  respecting  Tithes.— By  Sir  J.  Graham,  ttom  Pen- 
rith, for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys^  Certificates. 
—By  Sir  J.  Walsh,  ftrom  Rhayader,  for  Agricultural  Re- 
lief.— By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  fhnn  Warrington,  against 
the  Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  Bill.— By  Lord  Ashley, 
from  Manchester,  and  by  other  bon.  Members,  for  Regu- 
lating the  Hours  of  Labour  in  the  Baking  Trade. — By 
Mr.  M.  Wilson,  trom  the  Wharfdale  Railway  Company, 
for  the  Railways  Abandonroept  BUL— By  Colonel  Mathe- 
son,  from  Urquhart,  Ro8S*8hire,  against  the  Registering 
Births,  &C.  (Scotland)  Bill,  and  Marriage  (Scotland)  BilL 
— By  Mr.  Adderley,  from  Mucclestone,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  Mackinnoa,  ftom  Lon- 
don, for  Extending  to  the  Metropolis  the  Sheep,  &c.  Con- 
tagious Disorders  Prevention  Act — By  Lord  E.  Howard, 
nrom  Horsham,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act 

SMALL  DEBTS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on 
this  Bill ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

On  Clause  20,  giving  oompensation  to 
the  officers  of  the  Palace  Court  being  pro- 
posed, 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  clause,  because  he  could  not 
agree  to  any  compensation  being  granted 
to  these  officers.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  stated  yester- 
day, that  the  court  was  illegal ;  and,  in- 
deed, he  could  not  himself  help  thinking 
that  it  was  unconstitutional  to  tax  people 
as  that  court  had  done  without  the  consent 
of  Parliament.  Landowners,  merchants, 
manufacturers,  and  shopkeepers  were  not 
compensated  when  new  laws  were  made 
affecting  their  respective  interests;  and  he 
knew  not  why  such  peculiar  and  tender 
concern  was  felt  for  the  interest  of  the 
lawyer.  If  these  gentlemen  bought  their 
places  at  an  extravagant  price,  they  did 
BO  upon  speculation,  and  they  ought,  there- 
fore, when  the  Legislature  thought  fit  to 
alter  or  abolish  the  court,  to  take  the  con- 
sequences, in  the  same  way  that  other  per- 
sons did  in  other  kinds  of  speculations. 
He  must,  therefore,  again  protest  against 
compensation  being  granted  to  persons  in 
the  condition  of  these  Palace  Court  of- 
ficers. He  would  repeat  tlie  objection 
which  he  took  yesterday  to  the  Treasjury 
being  authorised  to  estimate  and  determine 
the  amount  of  the  compensation.  The 
objeelion  which  he  made  was  not  a  vague 
(me,  fSor  when  the  Treasury  had  such  au- 
fl  f  ipven  before,  large  sums  were 
lo  p«nKmt  in  the  ahape  of  com- 
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influences  to  which  the  Treasury  was  not 
subjected.  His  noble  Friend  said  that  he 
would  not  trust  the  Treasury,  because,  on 
a  former  occasion,  they  gave  officers  of  the 
Palace  Court  too  large  a  compensation. 
But  his  noble  Friend  should  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Treasury  was  bound,  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  settle  the  amount  of 
compensation  within  a  certain  time.  It 
was  alleged  that  the  officers  of  tbe  Palace 
Court  would  suffer  by  a  loss  of  business  in 
consequence  of  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
7  <k  8  Vict.,  whereas  it  turned  out  after- 
wards that  their  business  increased.  The 
present  Bill,  however,  provided  that  com- 
pensation should  not  be  calculated  upon 
anything  that  occurred  afterwards.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  withdraw  his  opposition,  as  he  was 
quite  sure  that  he  would  be  very  sorry  if 
the  Bill  were  lost. 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  objected  to  sending  the 
question  of  compensation  before  the  Trea- 
sury. The  Six  Clerks  in  Chancery  were 
receiving  compensation  equal  to  the  in- 
comes of  Peers  of  the  realm.  Th«y  had 
already  received  130,000^;  and  not  only 
would  they  continue  to  get  compensation 
at  this  extravagant  rate,  but  their  execu- 
tors were  to  receive  it  for  seven  years 
after  their  death.  He  should,  therefore, 
prefer  the  question  of  compensation  to  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Sitt  F.  THESIGER  said,  that  the  Le- 
gislature itself  had  fixed  the  scale  for  com^ 
pensating  the  Six  Clerks  for  the  abolition  of 
their  offices.  One  word  to  the  noble  Lord 
he  would  now  address,  being  certain  that  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  but  look  at  the  mat- 
ter a  little  more  clearly,  he  would  see  that 
he  was  really  mistaken  as  to  the  facts  on 
which  he  grounded  his  case  against  the 
Palace  Court.  As  for  what  had  been  said 
about  the  ••  illegality*'  of  the  court,  there 
was  absolutely  no  sort  of  ground  for  such 
an  imputation.  It  had  been  even  affirmed 
that  the  Crown  had  had  no  authority  to  es- 
tablish this  court  at  all;  but  he  begged  to 
affirm  that  the  Crown  had  an  undoubted 
power  to  establish,  under  certain  forms  that 
were  resorted  to  by  it  in  this  instance,  any 
such  ancillary  court  in  aid  of,  or  within,  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  common  law.  What 
were  the  facts  ?  There  had  formerly  existed 
an  ancient  court  for  the  trial  of  causes  of  a 
limited  and  small  amount,  and  in  which  the 
parties  were  officers  of,  or  connected  with, 
the  Royal  household.  That  old  court  having 
been  abolished,  another  court  was  erected 
under  letters  patent  granted  by  Charles 


II.  for  the  trial  of  similar  causes  arising 
within  twelve  miles  of  the  city  of  London^ 
and  for  the  benefit  of  all  other  parties,  not 
for  those  exclusively  connected  with  the 
household.  Under  the  same  authority  by 
which  the  offices  of  the  Palace  Court  were 
constituted,  the  right  of  those  originally 
appointed,  and  of  their  successors,  to  pur- 
chase and  to  sell  them,  was  cleaiiy  defined, 
and  had  been  since  repeatedly  recognised 
and  confirmed  by  constant  practice.  There- 
fore, the  right  of  present  holders  to  com- 
pensation in  the  event  of  the  offices  them- 
selves being  abolished,  was  unquestionable, 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  the  Treasury,  on 
being  appealed  to,  would  entertain,  without 
scruple,  the  question  of  such  compensation 
for  them.  But  then,  it  had  been  attempted 
to  be  shown  that  in  a  certain  instance-— 
(for  it  was  not  denied  that  very  large  sums 
had  been  paid  from  time  to  time  for  these 
appointments) — an  excessive  compensation 
had  been  already  granted  to  the  officers  of 
the  Palace  Court,  and  that  now,  therefore, 
they  were  precluded  from  setting  up  any 
further  claim.  Nothing  was  easier,  how- 
ever, than  to  show  that  the  transaction  re- 
ferred to  could  not  in  the  least  affect  the 
present  rights  of  the  parties  interested,  to 
the  compensation  ho  must  insist  upon  being 
due  to  them.  Prior  to  the  establishment 
of  the  county  courts,  the  Palace  Court,  he 
would  venture  to  affirm,  had  exercised  a 
jurisdiction  which  had  been  found  of  the 
greatest  benefit  to  that  portion  of  the  pub- 
lic interested  in  such  classes  of  causes;  and 
for  some  years  before  these  new  courts  were 
created,  the  Palace  Court  had  tried  and  de- 
termined at  least  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
number  of  such  cases  coming  before  the 
law  courts.  But  he  wished  to  be  clearly 
understood  as  limiting  his  argument  only 
to  the  title  of  its  officers  to  compensation; 
for  he  had  always  been  of  opinion  that 
whenever  the  county  courts  were  establish- 
ed, the  Palace  Court  ought  to  be  abolished. 
Now,  it  was  perfectly  true  that  when,  by 
the  abolition  of  arrest  upon  mesne  process, 
one  part,  and  a  very  principal  part,  of  the 
business  and  fees  of  the  Palace  Court  was 
abolished,  compensation  was  made  to  a 
specific  amount  for  the  loss  sustained,  and 
that  subsequently  the  other  portion  of  its 
business  had  very  extensively  increased. 
Surely  the  noble  Lord  would  not  contend 
that  that  compensation  for  a  certain  speci- 
fied loss  was  to  be  held  to  satisfy  their  title 
to  compensation  for  the  abolition  of  their 
own  offices  ?  The  two  interests  were  not 
the  same;  the  one  had  little  or  nothing  tQ 
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do  with  the  other.  The  parties  had,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  a  freehold  in  these 
offices  which  Parliament  was  called  upon 
to  aholish;  and  the  question  now  was  one 
of  compensation  for  that  freehold  sort  of 
property.  It  seemed  to  he  supposed,  that 
hecause  he  some  years  ago  had  had  the 
honour  to  fill  one  of  the  offices  in  the  Pa- 
lace Court,  therefore  he  was  now  speaking 
on  hehalf  of  compensation  to  others  from 
some  sort  of  fellow-feeling;  hut  he  pro- 
tested that  he  was  only  advocating  the 
claim  on  grounds  of  fair  dealing  and 
equity,  which  he  was  quite  certain  would 
he  acknowledged  by  the  Treasury — a  de- 
partment to  which  the  arrangement  of  this 
matter  might  be  much  more  advantageously 
referred  than  to  any  other,  and  who,  he 
was  convinced,  would  comply  with  the 
principle  of  the  claim. 

Mr.  HENLEY  would  beg  to  ask  the 
learned  Attorney  General  one  question: 
it  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  the 
officers  of  the  Palace  Court  received  a  cer- 
tain compensation  some  few  years  ago,  on 
the  abolition  of  arrest  upon  mesne  pro- 
cess; and  he  admitted  at  the  same  time 
that  since  that  period  the  other  portion  of 
the  business  of  the  court  had  very  much 
increased.  Now,  what  he  (Mr.  Henley) 
desired  to  know  was,  whether  since  or  at 
the  same  time  that  larger  powers  had  been 
conferred  on  the  seversJ  new  courts  having 
jurisdiction  over  small  debts,  any  similar 
extension  of  powers  had  been  given  to  the 
Palace  Court?  [The  Attorney  General: 
Certainly  not.  ]  As  that  was  the  case,  he 
could  not  press  the  point,  which,  had  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  answer  been 
in  the  affirmative,  he  should  have  been  sup- 
plied with  against  this  claim  of  compensa- 
tion for  loss  of  offices. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  did  not  con- 
sider  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Abingdon,  with  all  his  in- 
genuity and  ability,  had  made  out  any  case 
to  found  the  claims  he  had  been  advocat- 
ing. As  to  the  fact  of  that  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman's  having  formerly  held  an 
office  in  the  Palace  Court,  everybody  must 
be  satisfied  that  he  felt  and  intended  that 
such  a  circumstance  should  not  in  any  de- 
gree interest  his  advocacy  on  this  occasion. 
Still  it  was  possible  that  without  being 
aware  of  the  fact,  it  had  influenced  the 
learned  Gentleman's  better  judgment.  Per- 
haps he  had  been  one  of  the  parties  who 
Srepared  the  Bill  under  which  compensa- 
on  on  the  extinction  of  arrest  by  mesne 


process  was  granted,  as  one  of  the  officers 
of  this  very  court  ? 

Sir  F.  THESIGER:  No,  I  was  not 
at  that  time.  But  I  was  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, I  think,  if  that  will  answer  your  pur- 
pose. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  trusted,  at 
any  rate,  that  the  Committee  would  not  be 
led  away  by  anything  which  had  just  been 
stated  from  the  opposite  benches  to  sanc- 
tion a  clause  for  giving  compensation  to 
the  holders  of  office  in  a  court  whose  very 
existence  had  long  been  felt  to  be  a  griev- 
ance, and  the  abolition  of  which  was  so 
loudly  demanded  by  public  opinion.  Ac- 
cording to  the  showing  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself,  compensation 
had  already  been  granted  to  these  parties 
to  the  tune  of  7,0002.  for  the  alleged  loss 
to  the  business  of  the  court  occasioned  by 
a  particular  measure  of  legislation;  and  the 
consequence  of  that  measure  had  been,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  improve  the  value  of  its 
other  business  by  about  10,0002. 

Question  put,  *'  That  Clause  20  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  52; 
Noes  2  :  Majority  50. 

The  House  resumed.  Bill  reported. 

STOCK  IN  TRADE  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  rose  to  avaU 
himself  of  the  opportunity  to  raise  the 
general  question  of  rating;  he  believed 
there  was  a  real  grievance  which  required 
a  remedy,  on  the  principles  of  justice  and 
fair  dealing  to  all  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. In  order  that  the  House  might 
clearly  comprehend  what  was  his  objeet, 
he  called  attention  to  the  facts  of  the 
poHor-rate.  In  1847.  5,290.000^.  was 
raised  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  this 
sum  was  levied  exclusively  on  64,730,000^ 
mainly  on  those  that  occupied  houses,  and 
especially  land  for  productive  purposes. 
The  report  of  the  Lords  estimated  the 
property  in  England  yd  Wales,  of  various 
kinds,  at  about  250,000,0002.;  so  that 
the  whole  burthen  of  the  poor-rate  in 
England  and  Wales  fell  on  about  one- 
fourth  of  the  property  in  England  and 
Wales.  Now,  viewing  the  purposes  for 
which  poor-law  relief  is  required,  was  this 
a  just  apportionment  of  the  burthen,  espe- 
cially in  the  altered  circumstances  of  this 
country  ?    He  would  take  the  popv^tion 


473 


Stock  in 


{July  17} 


Trade  Bill. 


474 


of  England  and  Wales  at  16,000,000; 
now,  in  1847,  one  and  a  half  roillions  re- 
ceived relief.  He  would  take  a  county — 
Lancaster.  There  was  a  population  of 
1,624.000;  a  poor-rate  levied  335,000?., 
and  116,000  poor  relieved;  but,  as  a  sim- 
ple and  single  test,  according  to  a  high 
authority,  is  the  best  mode  of  elucidating 
political  subjects,  he  would  take  a  single 
parish,  one  of  the  chief  seats  of  the  cot- 
ton manufactures,  Ashton-under-Lyne,  and 
he  found  that  in  one  year,  1848,  the  poor- 
rate  levied  was  16,875?.,  on  a  class  of 
property  107,000?.;  that  10,024?.  of  this 
was  spent  in  relief  of  the  poor;  5,012?.  in 
the  half  year  ending  September,  1848;  of 
this  2,400?.  was  for  outdoor  relief.  In  one 
division  alone,  1,623?.  was  spent  in  outdoor 
relief.  All  the  facts  are  taken  from  an 
authentic  document,  signed  Charles  Mott, 
auditor,  November  3,  1848;  and  having 
heard  the  nature  and  objects  of  the  ex- 
penses, the  question  he  should  put  to  the 
House  was  this — that  it  is  not  fair  nor 
just  to  tax  one  class  of  property  only  for 
expenses,  which,  in  great  part,  arise  from 
other  sources,  and  which  do  not  contribute 
their  fair  proportion.  He  would  take  the 
first  item.  He  found  305  parties  who  had 
received  sums  of  money  under  the  head 
**outof  work.'*  Why  are  the  occupiers 
of  land  and  houses  alone  to  provide  for 
those  who  labour  in  all  trades,  when  out  of 
work?  The  next  item  was  more  extraor- 
dinary. He  was  sorry  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Poor  Laws  was  not  in  his 
place.  He  (Sir  H.  Willoughby)  had  re- 
sisted the  appointment  of  the  Commission, 
as  he  thought  it  would  not  remedy  the 
evils  that  were  said  to  exist.  Now  one  of 
the  chief  accusations  against  the  old  man- 
agement of  the  relief  to  the  poor  was,  that 
wages  were  paid  out  of  the  poor-rate.  He 
found  this  practice  still  existed,  and  most 
luxuriantly;  86  parties  in  this  one  divi- 
sion, in  one  half  year,  received  sums  of 
money  under  the  head  of  "insufficient 
earnings."  He  claimed  an  answer  to  this 
from  the  sincere  advocates  of  free  trade. 
You  proclaim  competition  for  agricultural 
productions  with  the  Baltic,  the  Black  Sea, 
the  Continent  of  America,  the  whole  world, 
and  yet  those  who  occupy  the  land  are 
called  upon  to  pay  rates  in  aid  of  wages 
to  trades  not  their  own.  This  is  protec- 
tion in  the  worst  form  for  all  other  trades, 
at  the  expense  of  those  who  occupy  land 
and  houses.  Again,  29  parties  received 
money  on  account  of  the  number  of  small 
children.     The  aged,  157;  the  sick,  157; 


in  great  numbers,  orphants,  infants,  the 
lame,  the  blind,  the  deaf,  the  idiot,  the  lu- 
natic, all  are  charged  to  this  fund;  22 
women,  deserted  by  their  husbands;  9 
gone  to  America;  12  in  prison;  and  1 
gone  to  beg,  are  all  charged  on  the  fund. 
Every  accident  is  paid  for;  legs  and  arms 
injured  by  machinery  are  amputated;  and 
finally,  under  one  heading,  **  the  stoppage 
of  the  mill,*'  13  parties  expressly  receive 
this  relief  in  money.  Now,  he  asked  on 
what  pretence  can  all  the  ailments,  infirmi- 
ties, and  misfortunes  that  arise  in  cotton, 
silk,  woollen,  hardware,  <fcc.  trades,  bo 
fastened  on  one  class  of  property  without 
a  violation  of  the  first  principles  of  justice? 
He  contended  that  the  real  principle  of 
the  Act  43  Elizabeth,  cap.  2,  must  be 
carried  out,  which  meant  that  all  should  be 
equally  rated — that  every  one  should  be 
taxed.  It  might  be  difficult  to  make  an 
equal  system  of  rating;  but  under  the 
pressure  of  free  trade  the  attempt  must  be 
made.  Two  courses  were  open — counter- 
vailing duties  as  equivalents  for  known 
burthens,  or  an  absolute  equalisation  of 
the  burthens — a  fair  adjustment  of  local 
taxation.  The  House  had  no  other  option. 
It  might  be  bold  to  criticise  the  modem 
principle  of  imperial  legislation,  but  he 
thought  there  was  a  disposition  to  adopt 
principles  hastily,  and  not  to  carry  them 
out  to  their  legitimate  conclusion.  This 
was  the  case  with  the  sugar  colonies. 
First,  the  cry  was  to  emancipate  the 
negro,  and  the  nation  was  saddled  with  a 
rent  charge  of  800,000?. ;  but  soon  after  a 
new  cry  arose — free  trade  in  sugar.  You 
import  slave-grown  sugar  from  Cuba,  and 
the  consequence  is,  that  the  colonies  are 
beggared,  and  the  principles  are  lost.  He 
hoped  the  same  course  would  not  be  pur- 
sued as  regarded  our  domestic  industry. 
Having  proclaimed  universal  competition  in 
the  productions  of  the  land,  you  must 
either  have  countervailing  duties  or  equal 
burthens.  In  Ireland  the  occupiers  of 
land  are  to  be  exclusively  burthened  with 
poor-rates;  what  capitalist  in  his  senses 
would  pui'chase  such  property,  having  the 
choice  of  the  whole  world  ?  and  this  prin- 
ciple of  a  fair  apportionment  of  burthens 
applied  to  all  parts  of  the  united  kingdom. 
He  had  a  right  to  expect  the  support  of 
the  various  parties  in  this  House  to  a  fair 
consideration  of  the  question  of  rating. 
Those  who  believed  in  the  principle  of  free 
trade  would  be  glad  to  do  justice.  He 
was  for  fair  play  to  all  trades— com  ox 
calico.    The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
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Goyernment  was,  in  1842,  in  favour  of  a 
fixed  duty.  Duties  are  not  in  fashion  in 
the  House  just  now;  therefore  you  must 
adjust  the  hurthens,  of  which  rating  to  the 

Soor  rcliof  is  the  chief.  The  right  hon. 
laronet  tho  Memher  for  Tamworth,  on  the 
9th  of  February,  1842,  expressed  an 
opinion  that  54^.  to  58«.,  a  price  for  the 
quarter  of  corn  required,  '•viewing  bur- 
thens of  tho  land  and  the  relative  position 
of  those  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
land."  That  money  price,  54«.  to  58«. 
the  quarter,  does  not  now  exist,  and  there- 
fore a  readjustment  of  burthens  is  equi- 
table. He  thought  this  question  of  rating 
pressed  for  a  decision.  There  was  a  feel- 
mg  abroad — a  dangerous  feeling,  if  neg- 
lected— amongst  those  engaged  in  the  cul- 
tivation of  tho  soil,  that  their  interests  had 
not  been  fairly  treated.  No  wise  Govern- 
ment would  neglect  such  disposition.  His 
object  was  to  secure  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  so  that  some  legislation  might 
take  place  early  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament.  The  subject  was  a  difficult 
one;  it  might  not  be  possible  to  make  an 
assessment  entirely  equal;  you  might, 
however,  approximate  to  an  equality,  but 
in  any  case  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  make  an  attempt  to  do  justice  to 
all  in  matters  of  local  taxation — to  hold 
oven  the  balance  between  the  various  class- 
es of  the  community  in  a  spirit  of  equity, 
and  which  would  prove  its  best  title  to  the 
confidence  of  the  people. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
tho  word  "  That  '*  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words,  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.** 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  observed, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet,  with  tiie  exception 
of  that  episode  in  his  speech  on  the  West 
Indies,  had  confined  himself  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  real  property  being  exclu- 
sively rated«  and  to  the  rates  not  extending 
to  personal  property.     The  question  was 
one  of  great  interest  and  importance  to  the 
o         tnity,  and  it  had  already  received  '- 
Q    consideration  during    the    pnes^it  \ 
D,   and  no  doubt  it  wocdd  reeeive ' 
kereafier.     He  would,  in  the  first  • 
confine  himself  to  tlM  question  im-  ' 
befbra  tho  House,  as  to  wheiker  \ 
sney  slMNJd  imle  stock  in  trade,  or  | 
f£  tlMCouitein 


the  interpretation  of  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth 
should  be  continued.  This,  he  admitted, 
was  a  simple  and  not  very  difficult  matter 
for  solution;  but  the  question  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  introduced  was  a  wido 
one,  and  did  not  admit  of  easy  solution. 
He  trusted  that  he  should  be  able  to  sa^ 
tisfy  the  House  that  it  should  renew  for 
another  year  this  temporary  enactment 
with  respect  to  rating  stock  in  trade,  as  it 
did  not  give  rise  to  any  great  difficulty. 
The  question  arose  out  of  tho  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Act  of  Elizabeth,  and  as  to 
whether  they  should  hold  strictly  to  the 
letter  of  its  provisions,  without  reference 
to  the  opinions  of  the  courts.  No  doubt, 
according  to  the  strict  letter  of  the  Act, 
every  inhabitant  of  a  parish  was  liable  to 
be  called  upon  to  contribute  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  poor;  but  then  they  must 
take  the  interpretation  of  the  word  ''in*> 
habitant "  given  by  courts  of  justice  sinoe 
the  time  of  Elizabeth.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  legal  meaning  attached  to  the 
term  since  the  time  of  William;  and  if  the 
present  Suspension  Act  was  allowed  to  ex- 
pire, they  would  soon  know  that  such 
would  be  the  interpretation  of  the  courts. 
It  might  appear  that  the  meaning  of  the 
word  inhabitant  was  tolerably  dear.  To 
be  rated,  it  was  held,  that  not  only  must  he 
live  in  the  parish,  but  the  personal  pro- 
perty must  idso  be  there.  If  he  lived  in  a 
different  parish  from  that  in  which  hia 
personal  property  was,  he  was  held  not  to 
be  an  inhabitant.  According  to  this,  per-^ 
sons  might  avoid  being  rated  by  residing  out 
of  the  parish  in  which  their  personal  pro- 
perty was.  This  alone  would  oocMskm.  a 
large  reduction  in  the  amount  of  piopetiy 
to  be  rated.  The  next  decision  of  the 
courts  was,  that  a  farmer's  stock  in  trade 
was  not  to  be  rated ;  such,  for  instance,  aa 
cattle,  com,  hayricks,  agricnltnral  imple- 
ments, &c.  Aldiough  all  these  apparently 
came  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  o£ 
Elizabeth,  they  were  held  not  to  be  rate- 
able. Thus  the  stock  of  the  farmer  waa 
not  rateable;  but  the  stock  and  tools  o£ 
the  artisan  are,  if  he  resided  in  the  place. 
This  occasioned  another  great  diminntMNi 
in  the  number  of  persons  Hable  to  be  rated 
residing  in  a  place.  Then  it  was  hddU 
that  stock  in  the  pahiie  lands,  money  lent 
on  real  securities,  wages  of  laboor,  sala- 
ries, Mid  professional  earnings,  were  not 
rateable;  and  when  all  these  were  dedoct- 
ed,  a  very  large  proper^  was  not  left  to  he 
rated.  It  was  fnither  Md,  that  the  ovaer 
of  stock  in  trade^  to  tmkx  h  iikeMtj 
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must  reside  in  the  parish  in  which  his  shop 
or  warehouse  was  situated.  This,  of  course, 
would  he  an  inducement  to  a  man  to  have 
his  shop  in  one  parish,  and  to  live  in  an- 
other. Then,  again,  it  must  he  shown 
that  the  stock  in  trade  was  profitahle  to 
render  it  liahle  to  rating;  and  for  this  pur- 
pose the  onus  lay  upon  the  owner  to  prove 
hefore  the  magistrates  that  it  was  so;  and, 
if  he  could  not  do  so,  the  rate  upon  such 
stack  must  he  quashed.  It  was  also  held 
hy  the  courts  that  allowance  must  he  made 
for  dehts  hefore  they  could  rate  a  stock  in 
trade.  All  these  were  points  in  which  the 
courts  appear  to  have  had  no  douht;  and  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  refer  to  Bum's 
Justice,  he  would  see  not  only  that  these 
hut  other  descriptions  of  property  were 
exempted  from  rating.  The  courts,  how- 
ever, did  not  stop  there;  for  in  the  time  of 
Lord  Mansfield  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
determined  that  stock  in  trade  was  not 
rateahle,  or,  at  any  rate,  so  many  difficul- 
ties and  douhts  were  thrown  in  the  way  as 
to  render  it  equivalent  to  the  court  holding 
an  opinion  against  the  rating.  Lord  Ken- 
yon,  however,  took  a  less  equitable  view  of 
the  matter,  and  after  some  time  persuaded 
the  rest  of  the  court  over  whom  he  pre- 
sided to  revert  to  the  literal  meaning  of 
the  original  Act  of  Elizabeth  on  this  point, 
and  it  was  held  that  stock  in  trade  was 
rateable.  The  question  again  came  before 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  1840,  in  the 
case  of  the  Queen  v.  Lumsden,  and  the 
opinion  was  held,  that  the  old  Act  was  not 
repealed  in  this  respect.  The  consequence 
of  this  decision  was,  that  great  alarm  was 
produced  in  the  manufacturing  parts  of  the 
country;  and  the  result  was,  that  a  Bill 
was  brought  into  Parliament  in  that  year, 
which  passed  into  a  law,  by  which  rating 
of  stock  in  trade  was  suspended  for  a 
twelvemonth,  and  since  that  period  it  had 
been  annually  renewed.  He  thought  he 
had  said  sufficient  to  show  the  House  that 
the  adherence  to  the  old  law,  as  it  was  in- 
terpreted by  the  courts,  would  he  of  little 
benefit  to  the  agricultural  interest  in  conse- 
quence of  the  many  exceptions  which  were 
allowed.  There  might  be  some  parishes  in 
which  stock  in  trade  was  strictly  or  partially 
rated ;  but  hy  the  Act  of  1840  there  was 
practically  no  change  in  the  law;  it  pre- 
vented appeals  against  the  overseers'  rate 
in  consequence  of  that  description  of  pro- 
perty not  being  rated.  He  would  chal- 
lenge any  hon.  Gentleman  to  mention  two 
parishes  in  which  stock  in  trade  was  ac- 
tually rated   between    1830  ftnd    1840. 


Haying  thus  gone  through  the  itueie  of 
the  case,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  laboured  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  advantages  which  would  re- 
sult from  the  adoption  of  his  suggestion. 
This  misapprehension  seemed  to  arise  from 
looking  to  stock  in  trade  in  the  aggregate, 
instead  of  taking  it,  as  they  were  hound 
to  do  by  law,  parish  hy  parish.  No  doubt, 
if  the  whole  stock  in  trade  of  the  country 
was  rated  together,  it  would  produce  a 
considerable  sum,  and  might  relieve  the 
landed  interest  from  a  portion  of  its  bur« 
dens ;  hut  this  was  not,  and  never  was* 
the  state  of  the  law.  The  greatest  a&o^ 
malies  were  formerly  held  as  to  the  Imw  of 
rating  in  connexion  with  stock  in  trade ; 
for  instance,  a  shop  was  liahle  to  he  rated 
if  the  owner  of  it  resided  in  the  parish 
where  it  was  ;  hut  if  he  did  not,  it  was  ex- 
empted. They  should  recollect  that  the 
great  mass  of  stock  in  trade  was  centred 
in  large  towns,  and  if  each  parish  was 
rated  separately,  the  relief  to  the  landed 
interest  would  be  insignificant.  In  such 
parishes  as  St.  George's,  Hanover-square, 
and  Marylebone,  perhaps  the  rates  upon 
the  stock  of  shopkeepers  would  lighten  in 
some  degree  the  rates  upon  the  inhabitants 
of  dwelling-houses  ;  but  in  the  great  mass 
of  rural  parishes,  in  Lincolnshire,  Cumber- 
land, or  Yorkshire,  no  sensible  relief  would 
be  afibrded.  If  they  extended  the  prin- 
ciple to  the  rural  districts,  they  would  find 
the  only  articles  that  could  he  rated  would 
be  the  tools  or  implements  of  the  car- 
penter or  blacksmith,  and  in  some  vil- 
lages the  stocks  of  a  few  shops.  He  main- 
tained, therefore,  that  under  the  present 
law,  a  rate  upon  stock  in  trade,  if  carried 
into  efi^ect  all  over  the  country,  either  for 
the  relief  of  the  landed  interest  or  of  the 
Church,  would  be  productive  of  no  sensible 
benefit  whatever.  No  doubt  the  county 
and  other  rates  were  felt  to  weigh  heavily 
on  landed  property;  hut  if  they  rated  aU 
the  personal  property  in  rural  parishes, 
the  amount  received  would  be  so  small, 
after  all  the  deductions  which  he  had 
stated,  that  the  amount  of  relief  afibrded 
would  be  imperceptible.  As  it  was,  the 
landed  population  had  lost  no  advantage 
by  the  Act  of  1840,  and  nothing  had  been 
gained.  One  great  reason  why  he  asked 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  present  Bill 
was,  that  the  present  law  with  regard  to 
the  rating  of  stock  in  trade  was  so  in^« 
cate  and  complicated,  that  the  legality  of 
every  rate  made  under  it  was  liable  to  he 
questioned,  and  the  magistrates  at  quarter- 
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BOflsions  would  be  constantly  called  upon 
to  quash  rates  in  consequence  of  some  in- 
formality, so  that  the  greatest  inconveni- 
ence must  arise.  He  fully  admitted,  with 
the  hon.  Member,  who  had  argued  the 
matter  with  the  greatest  fairness,  that  the 
real  question  was  whether  any  means  could 
be  devised  by  which  a  system  could  be 
established  for  rating — not  merely  stock 
in  trade,  in  excluding  the  stock  of  the  far- 
mer, but — personal  property  of  all  descrip- 
tions for  local  rating,  as  well  as  real  pro- 
perty. If  such  a  system  could  be  devised, 
it  was  a  subject  open  for  consideration, 
and  upon  which  persons  of  the  greatest 
finanoial  skill,  and  who  had  long  studied 
the  practice  of  taxation,  might  exercise 
their  ingenuity.  He  maintained,  however, 
that  the  present  Bill  did  not  raise  that  ge- 
neral question,  and  also  that  it  was  nothing 
but  a  delusion  to  suppose  that  the  landed 
interest  would  be  deprived  of  any  great 
benefit  by  the  operation  of  the  present 
law. 

Mr.  HENLEY  admitted  that  very  great 
practical  difliculties  existed  in  rating  stock 
in  trade  ;  but  maintained  that  if  stock  in 
trade  was  to  be  exempted,  it  would  lead  to 
great  difficulty  and  trouble  ;  that  if  they 
had  justice  on  their  side,  he  would  ask 
them  why  they  did  not  repeal  the  law  at 
present  existing  oa  the  subject.  That  the 
great  necessities  of  the  country  would  ere 
long  force  it  upon  them  for  a  total  revision 
— that  if  the  subject  was  not  properly 
taken  up,  the  House  might  depend  that  it 
would  be  forced  on  them  ;  and  the  result 
would  be,  they  would  then  have  to  get  rid 
of  this  impost,  which,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  was  objectionable  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  C.  lewis  intimated  that  the  sub- 
ject was  under  the  consideration  of  Govern- 
ment, and  that  a  measure  was  in  prepara- 
tion. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  thought  the  explana- 
tion of  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  fully  justified  his  hon.  Friend 
in  having  brought  the  subject  forward,  and 
he  confessed  he  was  glad  to  hear  his  state- 
ment. It  was  clear,  from  what  had  fedlca 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  was  a 
question  the  consideration  of  which  could 
not  be  longer  delayetl.  Without  being 
guilty  of  an  exaggeration,  it  could  be 
proved  that  one- third  of  the  income  of  the 
country  had  to  bear  the  whole  of  their 
local  burdens.  The  fact  was  incontrovert- 
ible tliat  real  property  had  burdens  thrown 
upon  it  to  the  amount  of  twelve  millions  a 
joar,  from  which  other  deacriptions  oi  pro- 


perty were  exempt.  This  was  a  startling 
reality,  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
could  not  deny.  These  results  the  country 
was  becoming  fully  aware  of,  and  it  was  a 
matter  which  must  force  itself  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government,  with  a  view  to 
a  settlement.  The  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion was  the  greatest  question  of  the  day, 
and  it  had  forced  itself  on  public  attention 
in  consequence  of  the  situation  of  Ireland. 
Indeed,  in  Ireland  it  had  produced  a  se- 
cond revolution,  and  the  result  had  and 
must  excite  the  strongest  effect  on  public 
opinion  in  the  two  countries.  He  did  not 
believe  the  stopping  this  suspending  Bill 
would  produce  any  great  effect.  The  ob* 
ject  of  his  hon.  Friend  that  day  was  to 
show  that  stock  in  trade  was  only  one  of 
the  classes  of  property  which  had  escaped 
rating.  To  deal  properly  with  it,  the  ques- 
tion must  be  completely  considered,  and 
just  relief  could  only  be  given  by  taking 
all  descriptions  of  property  into  calculation. 
He  was  sure  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  country;  and  he  trusted, 
when  they  met  again,  that  the  measure 
alluded  to  would  be  one  of  the  first  mea- 
sures brought  forward  for  consideration. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  thanked  his  hon. 
Friend  for  bringing  this  question  before 
the  House,  and  was  happy  to  hear  that 
they  were  to  have  some  remedial  mea- 
sure. He  submitted  to  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  subject  of  the  land  tax  and  the 
rating  of  the  poor  must  at  the  opening  of 
next  Session  be  thoroughly  brought  under 
revision. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  was  not  going 
to  support  the  Motion  of  the  Gentleman 
on  the  other  side,  because  he  thought  that 
the  Bill  had  better  pass.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had,  in  his  enumeration  of  things  not 
liable  to  rating,  fallen  into  a  mistake. 
Machinery  was  liable,  and  was  rated,  as 
he  could  testify,  even  to  the  very  hammers 
used  in  his  own  factory.  He  readily  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  difficulty  in  rating 
stock  in  trade,  but  still  it  could  not  be  de- 
nied that  the  present  system  was  both  un- 
equal and  unjust.  They  must  come  to  a 
national  rate  at  last,  and  the  sooner  the 
Government  turned  their  attention  to  the 
subject  the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
countrv. 

SiR*H.  WILLOUGHBY  expressed  his 
satisfaction  with  the  discussion  his  Amoid- 
ment  had  called  forth,  and  b^ged  to  with* 
draw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported; as  amended,  to  be  considered  To- 
morrow. 

THE  BAKING  TRADE 
Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  was  aware 
what  he  should  have  to  encounter  in  en- 
deavouring to  attract  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Motion  he  was  about  to  pro- 
pose. Accustomed  as  the  House  was  to 
deal  with  questions  affecting  large  classes 
of  the  community — not  merely  the  inhabi- 
tants of  this  country,  but  those  of  the  re- 
motest parts  of  the  globe — it  was  scarcely 
to  be  expected  that  they  would  condescend 
to  give  their  attention  to  a  measure  which 
involved  the  interest  of  a  small  section  only 
of  the  community.  He  assured  the  House 
*  he  had  no  motive  in  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  except  that  of  elevating  the  po- 
sition of  a  class  of  working  men  who 
toiled  more  continuously  than  almost  any 
other  class  of  persons  in  the  British  com- 
munity. There  were  no  less  than  10,000 
persons  in  this  metropolis  employed  in 
preparing  the  staff  of  life,  who  were  look- 
ing with  anxiety  to  the  result  of  this  Mo- 
tion. It  was  a  question  which  involved 
their  comfort,  their  happiness,  their  moral 
progress — aye,  and  the  very  duration  of 
life  itself.  The  noble  Lord  reminded  the 
House  that  last  year  he  moved  for  a 
Committee  on  this  subject,  but  it  was 
refused.  He  regretted  that  refusal,  be- 
cause if  a  Committee  had  been  appointed, 
the  truth  of  the  allegations  of  the  pe- 
titioners might  have  been  ascertained. 
He  was,  however,  not  discouraged.  He 
recollected  that  on  the  former  occasion 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
told  him  that  he  was  out  of  court  in  mov- 
ing for  a  Committee,  because  there  was 
nothing  more  to  inquire  about,  inasmuch 
as  Dr.  Guy  had  investigated  the  whole 
matter.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  had 
stated  that  he  would  not  be  unwilling  to 
consider  a  legislative  remedy  on  the  sub- 
ject; and  he  believed  that  the  general  im- 
pression was  that  he,  last  Session,  made 
out  a  primd  facie  in  favour  of  some  enact- 
ment to  relieve  the  evils  of  which  he  now 
complained.  The  Bill  he  now  wished  to 
introduce  was  precisely  the  same  as  that 
of  last  year.  The  principle  and  the  details 
were  now  contained  in  one  single  clause. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  pronounce 
their  opinion  upon  it  at  once,  and  not 
permit  it  to  be  introduced,  and  then  oppose 
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it.  After  the  statement  he  had  made  last 
Session,  he  hoped  he  should  be  spared  the 
necessity  of  again  repeating  the  grievances 
under  which  the  journeymen  bakers  la- 
boured. Their  hours  of  work  were  usually 
from  11  o'clock  at  night  till  6  or  7  o'clock 
the  following  evening,  during  which  they 
could  get  no  rest.  These  hours  were  in- 
creased on  Fridays  and  Saturdays  ;  and 
they  generally  worked  five  or  six  hours  on 
the  Sunday.  The  place,  too,  in  which 
the  journeyman  worked  in^  London  was 
very  little  better  than  a  cellar;  he  waft 
exposed  to  every  vicissitude  of  heat  and 
cold.  While  60  hours  of  work  in  the  week 
were  the  average  in  other  employments, 
100  hours  were  the  average  of  the  journey- 
man baker's  labour  during  the  week.  He 
was  not  able  to  go  to  any  place  of  reli- 
gious worship,  and  the  House  could  not  be 
surprised  to  hear  that  the  result  of  this 
system  was  the  moral  and  physical  degra- 
dation of  the  individual — a  recourse  to 
stimulants,  and  an  early  decay  of  the  vital 
energies.  No  inconvenience  would  result 
to  the  public  from  a  relaxation  of  the 
hours  of  labour  on  the  part  of  the  journey- 
man bakers.  The  only  difference  would 
be  that  the  batches  of  bread  would  be 
drawn  at  a  later  hour  in  the  day,  and, 
instead  of  hot  loaves  being  delivered, 
they  would  come  to  the  houses  of  the 
customers  cold.  It  was  a  saying  that  one 
half  of  the  people  sat  up  all  night  to  pre- 
pare poison  for  the  other  half  in  the 
morning.  If  the  House  should  pass  the 
Bill  he  proposed,  the  hot-bread  poison 
would  at  least  be  put  an  end  to.  A  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  this  measure  was 
the  fact  that  no  less  than  two-thirds  of  the 
master  bakers  in  London  were  favourable 
to  it.  No  less  than  2,500  had  petitioned 
for  the  measure,  and  he  believed  not  one 
had  petitioned  against  it.  The  objections 
generally  urged  against  any  measure  of 
this  description  were  that  there  was  some 
immutable  principle  in  political  economy 
against  all  interference  between  master 
and  man,  and  that  if  any  exception  were 
to  be  made  in  favour  of  any  one  particular 
trade,  it  must  ultimately  be  made  in  re- 
ference to  all  trades.  But  these  objections 
were  much  too  late;  for  Parliament  had 
already  interfered  in  many  instances  be- 
tween the  employers  and  the  employed. 
He  might  mention  the  Coalwhippers  Act, 
the  Mines  and  Collieries  Act,  and  the  Ten 
Hours  Factory  Protection  Act.  Thus  it 
was  clear  that  the  House  had  shown  that 
the  principle  of  leaving  trade  uninterfered 
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with,  might  be,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, most  justifiably  departed  from. 
The  bon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
had  observed  that  the  Ten  Hours  Act  was 
passed  for  children,  and  that  the  present 
Motion  was  therefore  the  first  attempt  to 
legislate  upon  the  subject  in  reference  to 
adult  labour;  but  that  the  Ten  Hours  Bill 
did  interfere  with  the  hours  of  labour  of 
adults,  was,  he  believed,  a  notoHous  fact. 
This,  therefore,  was  no  new  attempt.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  perhaps  say,  it 
might  be  true  that  the  bakers  suffered 
very  much  from  the  causes  ho  had  men 
tioned,  but  that  the  fustian-cutters  and 
some  other  trades  suffered  quite  as  much  as 
they  did.  He  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor)  might 
be  permitted  to  observe,  that  the  case  of 
those  other  trades  was  not  then  before  the 
House,  and  that  it  was  rather  hard  to  op- 
pose a  case  that  was  before  the  House  by 
referring  to  other  cases  that  were  not  be- 
fore it.  But  he  was  quite  willing  to  join 
issue  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  upon  that 
subject,  and  to  say,  that  supposmg  this 
Bill  passed,  and  that  in  consequence  of  it 
various  other  trades  come  forward  asking 
for  legislative  interference,  if  they  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing  a  case  of  grievance, 
and  proposed  an  effectual  remedy,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  House  should  not  sanc- 
tion it.  If  the  cases  should  be  found  so 
numerous  as  to  render  it  impossible  for  the 
House  to  deal  with  them  singly,  they  could 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  for  in- 
vestigation, in  order  to  see  if  the  same 
principle  could  not  be  applied  to  them  all. 
He  recollected  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  suggested  last  year  as  a 
remedy  for  the  evil,  that  the  bakers  should 
be  put  under  the  inspection  of  the  Sani- 
tary Commission.  Now,  certainly,  if  in 
the  Sanitary  Bill  for  the  metropolis  which 
had  been  so  long  promised,  but  which 
scorned  to  demand  the  Coesarean  operation 
to  bring  it  forth,  a  clause  could  be  inserted, 
placing  bakehouses  under  such  inspection, 
he  should  be  very  glad;  but  that  would  go 
a  very  little  way  towards  a  complete  re- 
medy. He  would  appeal  to  that  party  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was 
so  distinguished  a  leader,  and  which  was 
so  anxious  for  an  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
not  to  be  contented  with  agitating  for  that 
alone,  but  to  exert  themselves  in  further- 
ing such  measures  as  would  qualify  the 
working  classes  for  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise,  for  he  was  convinced,  that  the 


more  they  succeeded  in  elevating  the  cha- 
racter of  our  working  men,  the  more  would 
they  predispose  the  Legislature  and  the 
country  to  look  with  favour  upon  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  which  they  desired. 
From  the  best  consideration  whieh  he  had 
been  able  to  give  this  subject,  he  was  per- 
fectly convinced  that  the  more  they  tended 
to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour  widiin  rea- 
sonable limits,  the  more  would  they  tend 
to  destroy,  not  that  wholesome  competition 
which  was  the  secret  of  our  industrial  tri- 
umphs, but  that  unwholesome  competition 
which  perilled  the  lives  and  happiness  of 
mankind  by  bringing  all  down  to  the  same 
level  of  degradation  and  ruin.  How  stood 
the  case  with  respect  to  this  unfortunate 
class  whose  cause  he  pleaded  ?  They 
came  as  youths,  principally  from  Scotland^ 
to  pass  through  the  fire  of  Moloch  in  this  , 
metropolis,  about  the  age  of  fifteen  or 
sixteen.  After  that  period  they  had  no 
time  to  give  to  mental  improvement,  reh- 
gious  instruction,  rational  recreation,  or 
attendance  on  public  worship;  and  if  they 
did  not  all  entirely  "  live  without  God  in 
the  world''  it  was  no  fault  of  the  system 
to  which  they  were  sacrificed.  Knowing 
what  he  did  of  the  evils  of  that  system,  he, 
for  one,  declined  to  acquiesce  in  them 
without  at  least  trying  to  provide  a  remedy 
for  them.  That  remedy  he  now  proposed 
by  the  Bill  which  he  asked  the  leave  of  the 
House  to  introduce.  He  begged  the  Hoose 
to  agree  to  that  Motion,  on  account  of  the 
sufferings  of  the  unfortunate  men  whose 
case  he  had  undertaken  to  lay  before  them. 
He  implored  them  not  to  reject  it  on  ac- 
count of  his  feeble  advocacy  of  their  cause. 
He  entreated  them  not  to  resist  the  grow- 
ing demands  on  this  subject,  by  applying  a 
principle  which  the  Legislature  hadTrafused 
to  adopt  in  other  cases,  or  by  indulging 
fears  which  experience  had  shown  to  have 
no  existence.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
meet  the  question  fairly  and  frankly,  and 
say  at  once  whether  they  thought  the  re- 
medy he  proposed  was  or  was  not  a  satis- 
factory remedy  for  the  evil  complained  of; 
and  if  they  rejected  it,  he  hoped  they  would 
be  able  to  justify  themselves  for  prolonging 
a  system  which  they  all  declared  to  be 
grievous  and  deplorable. 

Motion  made,  and  question  put,  **  That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prolubit 
labour  in  Bakehouses  during  cerUun  hoars 
of  the  night." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was  sure 
it  was  quite  unnecessary  for  his  uoUe 
Friend  to  have  expressed  any  apprehttn- 
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sion  lest  the  cause  he  had  tmdertaken  to 
plead  should  suffer  anything  from  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  hronght  it  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  certain  that  every  one 
who  knew  him  would  admit  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  brought  the  claims  of  the 
working  classes  before  the  House,  was 
always  such  as  to  recommend  them  to 
their  most  fayourable  consideration.  His 
noble  Friend  had  stated,  that  if  the  House 
objected  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
hoped  they  would  at  once  clearly  express 
their  opinion  to  that  effect,  and  refuse  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  brought  in,  rather  than 
defer  that  decision  to  a  later  stage  of  the 
Bill.  He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  in 
the  propriety  of  that  course;  and  it  was 
because  he  felt  himself  compelled,  reluct- 
antly but  decidedly,  to  express  an  opinion 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  that  he 
should  also  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  at  once  to 
give  his  vote  against  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill.  He  entreated  the  House  to  consider 
what  that  principle  really  was.  It  was  a 
principle  which  he  could  not  help  saying, 
notwithstanding  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend,  was  altogether  novel  in  the 
legislation  of  this  country.  That  principle 
was  compulsorily  to  limit  the  hours  of  la- 
bour— not  in  factories,  where  large  num- 
bers of  persons  were  congregated  together, 
and  where,  consequently,  a  system  of  in- 
spection was  possible  without  the  necessity 
of  constant  visits  of  Government  inspectors, 
and  the  liability  to  information  by  private 
parties  against  the  employers  of  labourers 
— but  in  dwelling-houses  and  workshops, 
where  the  system  of  minute  and  constant 
inspection  that  would  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  plan  of  his  noble  Friend,  would  be 
quite  intolerable  in  a  free  country.  His 
noble  Friend,  indeed,  seemed  to  be  aware 
that  it  was  scarcely  possible  to  carry  out 
his  principle  to  its  legitimate  consequences 
without  including  fustian-cutters  and  other* 
trades  who  were  at  present  subject  to  the 
evil  of  protracted  hours  of  labour,  as  well 
as  the  bakers.  It  behoved  the. House, 
then,  before  they  took  the  step  now 
asked  of  them,  to  consider  well  the  con- 
quences  to  which  it  must  necessarily 
lead;  and  if  they  found  that  the  system 
would  be  intolerable  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
work  it  out,  that  though  they  might  em- 
ploy an  army  of  commissioners  and  a  host 
of  inspectors,  they  would  never  be  able  to 
control  a  system  of  labour  carried  on  in 
dweliing-housea  and  workshops  by  any  ma- 


chinery they  could  devise — if  they  found 
all  this,  then  it  became  them  to  take  their 
stand  at  once  against  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  and  refuse  to  interfere  upon  the 
mere  statement  of  his  noble  Friend,  that 
there  would  be  some  fancied  advantage  to 
a  particular  class  by  so  doing.  His  noble 
Friend  had  quoted  the  case  of  the  coal- 
whippers  as  analogous  to  that  of  the 
bakers;  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  denied 
that  there  was  any  similarity  between 
the  two  cases.  The  coalwhippers  unm 
an  organised  body  who  worked  in  a  limhid 
space,  and  were  not,  like  the  bakers,  se«fr* 
tered  over  the  workshops  of  the  coimtrf. 
And  besides,  there  was  another  materU 
distinction.  The  Coalwhippers  Act  HI 
not  interfere  with  the  hours  of  labour  or 
with  their  wages,  in  any  way  whatever. 
AU  that  it  did  was  to  interfere  with  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  hired  and  paid, 
and  to  enact  that  that  should  be  done 
through  the  instrumentality  of  a  public 
office,  in  a  manner  somewhat  analogous 
to  that  which  he  ventured  to  recommend 
the  other  day  with  regard  to  seamen. 
That  was  quite  a  distinct  principle  from 
that  which  his  noble  Friend  now  proposed 
to  introduce.  The  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  restricting  the 
hours  of  labour  of  aduh  perscms  scat- 
tered throughout  the  country  in  dwelling- 
houses  and  workshops,  and  to  begin  wiw 
bakers — ^because  his  noble  Friend  seemed 
to  be  aware  that  it  was  scarcely  possible 
to  stop  there — and  if  other  classes  were 
seriously  to  urge  their  claims  upon  the 
House,  after  admitting  that  of  the  bakenr, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  be  resisted. 
The  consequence  would  be,  that  by  passing 
the  Bill  now  asked  for,  the  House  would  be 
involved  in  difficulties  of  which  there  was 
no  practical  solution.  He  believed  that 
its  adoption  would  do  more  harm  than  good, 
and  he  therefore  advised  the  House  to  re- 
ject the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend, 
which,  although  he  was  sure  it  had  been 
brought  forward  in  a  benevolent  spirit, 
and  with  the  best  intentions,  he  firmly  be- 
lieved would  confer  no  benefit  on  the  classes 
for  whom  it  was  intended. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  felt  some 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  present  Mo- 
tion. Last  year,  when  the  question  wa* 
before  the  House,  he  voted  for  inquiry  inta 
the  best  mode  of  relieving  the  operative 
bakiers  from  their  grievances.  They  com- 
plained justly  of  the  very  long  hours  of 
labour  to  which  they  were  subj^ted  by  the 
R2 
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present  mode  of  carrying  on  their  trade. 
He  confessed  having  some  difficulty  in 
voting  for  the  Bill  without  having  further 
information,  hecause  the  most  conflicting 
statements  were  made  upon  the  subject  by 
parties  equally  respectable,  equally  expe- 
rienced, and  equally  worthy  of  belief.  If 
the  Government  held  out  a  hope  that  next 
Session  they  would  not  object  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  on  this 
subject,  the  best  course,  in  his  opinion, 
would  be  for  his  noble  Friend  to  withdraw 
the  Bill;  but  he  certainly  could  not  offer 
this  advice  to  his  noble  Friend  unless  the 
Government  held  out  such  a  hope.  In 
that  case  he  should  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Motion. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  admitted  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  dealing  with  this 
question;  but  in  his  opinion  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  had  made  out  a 
strong  primd  facie  case  for  interference. 
The  facts  had  not  been  denied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
wished  for  further  information,  and  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  not  object 
to  a  Select  Committee  next  Session. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  had  supported  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord  last  year,  and 
his  mind  had  no  way  been  changed  since 
as  to  the  necessity  of  legislation  on  this 
question.  The  case  ought  to  be  considered. 
The  object  of  the  noble  Lord  was  merely 
to  limit  the  hours  of  night  labour;  and, 
though  no  person  objected  more  than  ho 
did  to  interfere  between  the  employer  and 
employed,  yet  after  reading  the  evidence 
of  Dr.  Guy,  he  was  convinced  that  inter- 
ference in  this  case  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  this  Bill  to  be  read  a 
first  time.  He  supported  the  measure  for 
many  reasons  :  first,  because  of  its  utility. 
Now,  upon  that  point  he  might  quote  the 
evidence  of  a  medical  gentleman  (Dr.  Guy), 
whose  statement  respecting  the  diseases  to 
which  bakers,  under  the  present  order  of 
things,  were  subject,  was  appalling.  The 
spittings  of  blood,  and  the  pulmonary  dis- 
eases which  followed,  were  lamentable,  and 
demanded  the  attention  of  the  Legislature. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  write  in  the  closet, 
and  there  discuss  the  dry  principles  of 
political  economy,  but  when  they  saw  a 
human  being  wasting  away  to  a  skeleton, 
and  finally  perishing,  from  the  unhealthi- 
ness  of  his  occupation,  it  was  high  time 
for  the  Legislature  to  interfere.     It  was 


this  parental  regard  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment which  gave  the  humbler  classes  con- 
fidence in  our  institutions,  which  made 
them  love  and  revere  our  constitutioD, 
which  held  the  life  of  the  meanest  and 
poorest  subject  in  the  same  eBtimation  as 
the  highest.  But  it  was  said  Parliament 
would  not  interfere  with  labour  —  they 
would  not  interpose  between  the  employer 
and  the  employed.  But  they  had  broken 
through  this  rigid  rule.  They  had  inter- 
posed with  respect  to  the  factory  operatives 
and  the  coalwhippers — why  not  interpose 
on  behalf  of  the  bakers  ?  That  class  were 
very  numerous  in  this  metropolis.  Why 
neglect  them  ?  He  hoped  that  before  this 
discussion  closed,  the  House  would  be  fa- 
voured with  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  who,  as  the  organ  of  the  Man- 
chester school,  woidd,  he  trusted,  enun< 
ciate  his  opinions,  and  tell  the  House  whe- 
ther there  was  anything  in  the  economical 
principles  which  he  and  the  school  to  which 
he  belonged  advocated,  which  would  tie  a 
man  down  to  a  duration  of  toil  which  de- 
prived him  of  health,  and  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  most  eminent  physicians,  of 
necessity  materially  abridged  the  natural 
period  of  his  existence.  If  so,  it  was 
really  a  mockery  to  call  them  free  Britons 
— they  ought  to  be  designated  serfs  or 
slaves;  indeed,  their  life  was  more  wretch- 
ed and  unwholesome  than  that  of  slaves, 
whose  condition  they  so  often  deplored. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  if  he  under- 
stood the  proposition,  the  House  was 
asked  to  limit  the  hours  of  labour  of  a 
certain  class  of  workmen  in  London.  Now, 
that  was  an  entirely  new  principle.  The 
Coal  Whipping  Act  had  nothing  in  com- 
mon with  the  proposed  Bill — for  that  regu- 
lated the  mode  of  hiring  labourers,  and 
did  not  restrict  their  hours  of  labour.  As 
for  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  if  there  had  been 
any  attempt  to  restrict  the  hours  of  adult 
labour  by  means  of  that  measure,  he  should 
have  voted  against  it.  But  it  would  he 
admitted  by  all  that  the  Ten  Hours  Bill 
was  strictly  applied  to  the  limitation  of  the 
hours  of  labour  of  children  in  factories. 
The  present  proposition  involved  a  new 
principle  of  world-wide  application.  He 
had  been  asked  what  his  principle  in  re- 
spect to  labour  was;  he  would  tell  the 
House.  He  was  for  pei-fect  freedom  in 
this  respect.  He  thought  that  the  free- 
dom of  labour  was  to  be  identified  with 
freedom  of  trade.  The  present  was  a 
case  which  might  be  argued  on  the  same. 
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grounds  as  the  corn  laws.     There  must  be 
perfect  freedom  of  labour  in  the  trade  of 
bakers,  or  else  the  House  would  have  the 
glassmakers,  that  useful  class  the  night- 
men  of  London,  the  ironfounders,  and  in- 
deed every  other  trade,    coming  forward 
and  asking  to  be  exempted  from  such  hard 
work  as  they  now  performed.     He  warned 
the  House  against  entering  upon  such  a 
course  of  legislation.     This  proposition,  in 
point  of  fact,  was  communism,   although 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  know  it  to  be  so. 
He  had  told  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was 
communism  last  year,  when  the  noble  Lord 
made  the  same  proposal  to  the  House,  and 
he  told  him  so  now.     Propositions  of  a 
precisely  similar  character  had  been  put 
forward  at  Paris,  in  the  commencement  of 
last   year.      What  had  the  result  been  ? 
That  in  June  of  that  year  there  was  a 
horrid  and  bloody  outbreak  in  Paris,  which 
he  distinctly  and  directly  traced  to  the  dis- 
appointment of  the  working  classes  at  the 
non-fulfilment  on  the  part  of  the  socialist 
leaders,  of  the  promises  they  had  made  to 
them.     When  Louis  Blanc  undertook  that 
the  State  should  become  shoemakers,  and 
tailors,  and  bakers,  it  was  predicted  that 
there  would  be  a  fearful  reaction,  when 
the  fallacy  became  manifest,  and  a  fearful 
reaction  there  was;  so,  if  the  State  here 
undertook  to  regulate  the  hours  and  the 
mode  and  the  remuneration  of  labour,  and 
to  provide  healthful  employment  for  the 
adult  operative,  depend  upon  it  there  will 
be  terrible  disappointment  and  terrible  ex- 
citement when  it  was  found  out,  as  found 
out  it  soon  would  be,  that  the  State  had 
been  taking  upon  itself  a  function  which 
did  not  belong  to  it.     The  noble  Lord  ad- 
mitted that  he  did  not  propose  the  principle 
to  stop  here :  he  admitted  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  exclude  the  Sheffield  knifegrinder 
and   his  unwholesome  occupation   from   a 
similar  concession;  that  any  trade  which 
should  make  out  a  good  case  for  such  in- 
terference,   should   have  interference   ex- 
tended to  it  by  Parliament.     The   noble 
Lord,  were  his  views  adopted,  would  soon 
find  out,  to  his  bitter  regret,  how  mistaken 
his  benevolence  had   been.     Allusion  had 
been  made,  and  very  fairly,  so  far,  as  a 
question  between  modern  freedom  of  trade 
and   ancient    restriction,    and   regulation, 
with  reference  to  the  old  guilds;  we  had 
superseded  these  old  guilds,  happily,  but 
let   him  ask,  what  were  they  when  they 
existed  ?  Little  tyrannies,  petty  oligarchies, 
set  up  by  a  few  privileged  men  in  each 
particular  trade,  to  prevent  other  men  in 


the  same  calling  from  getting  a  livelihood. 
First,  small  bodies  of  men  had  got  toge- 
ther in  towns  as  a  refuge  from  feudal  op- 
pression; by  and  by,  as  they  advanced  in 
the  world,  they  maide  trade  regulations  for 
their  own  guidance  ;  but  still  later,  they 
extended  these  regulations  to  the  exclusion 
of  all  other  than  themselves  from  the  ex- 
ercise of  their  particular  trade.    What  was 
the  effect  of   this  exclusion  ?     That  the 
persons   excluded   set  up  their  trade  in 
places  where  these  guilds  did  not  exist, 
and  the  effect  of  this  was  that  in  pre* 
viously  obscure  villages,  the  most  flourish- 
ing trade  had  grown  up,  while  the  towns  fa- 
voured with  guilds  had  declined.  Did  these 
guilds  exist  in  London,  the  Scotch  bakers 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
as  coming  up  to  exercise  their  trade  here, 
would  not  be  permitted  to  exercise  it  here 
at  all.     As  to  the  grievance  of  the  bakers, 
prima  facie,  he  thought  there  was  some- 
thing rather  suspicious  in  the  proposition 
that  they  would  come  up  400  miles  from  a 
country  noted  for  the  calculating  caution 
of  its  inhabitants,  to  exercise  a  trade  in 
London,  if  the  trade  were  really  so  very 
bad  in  every  way  as  it  was  represented  to 
be.     Ho  objected  to  the  proposition,  how- 
ever, more  particularly  on  the  gronnd  that 
it  was  not  the  business  or  the  policy  of 
that  House  to  meddle  with  the  manage- 
ment of  trade  as  between  employer  and 
employed.    That  House  had  enough  to  do, 
and  more  than  enough  to  do,  in  transact- 
ing the  business  which  reaUy  appertained 
to  it;  if  it  must  insist  upon  a  Ten  Hours 
Bill  at  all,  let  it  give  itself  a  Ten  Hours 
Bill,  and  set  an  example  of  more  reason- 
able hours  of  work  to  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity.    If  the  baker  were  to  have  a  Bill, 
we  should    before  long  have  the  country 
labourer  coming  up  to  town  for  a  Bill;  the 
poor   fellows   who   fagged   away  at   bean 
threshing,  for  instance,  were  as  hard  worked 
as  any  body;  and  the  wretched,  draggled- 
tailed  women  who  toiled  at  turnip  hoeing, 
might  make  out  a  very  fair  case  of  griev- 
ance to  the  public,  as  they  had  made  out, 
by  the  mere  exhibition  of  their  heavy  la- 
bour, without  any  appeal  at  all  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  who,  when  he  was  an 
amateur  farmer,  was  so  hurt  at  the  sight 
of  the  weariness  of  his  own  turnip  hoers, 
that  he  sent  them  home.      He  intreated 
the  House  not  for  a  moment  to  encour- 
age   the    idea    that    the    labourer    must 
look  to  Parliament  for  employment.     The 
great  principle  was  in  every  way  to  teach 
them  to  rely  upon  themselves. 
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Sib  G.  grey  said,  he  should  not  have 
risen,  but  to  state  the  reasons  why  the 
Government  could  not  assent  to  inquiry. 
All,  however,  he  need  do,  was  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  discussion  of  last  Ses- 
sion, upon  the  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  that  the  reasons  he  then  urged 
were  still  in  full  force.  Those  reasons 
were  twofold  :  first,  that  the  information 
sought  to  he  obtained  was  already  before 
the  House  ;  and,  next,  that  it  would  only 
encourage  a  vain  and  delusive  hope,  lead- 
ing to  inevitable  disappointment,  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  could  lead  to 
a  legislative  remedy  for  the  evils  of  this 
class  of  persons.  With  regard  to  the 
Coalwhippers  Act,  he  would  read  a  few 
words  which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford,  upon  the  argument  that  it  was 
an  interference  for  the  protection  of 
labour : — 

''  He,  for  one,  had  taken  great  interest  in  the 
case  of  the  coalwhippers,  and  was  very  &r  from 
repenting  the  course  he  had  pursued  with  respect 
to  that  measure.  The  House  would  be  very  much 
misled  were  it  to  suppose  that  measure  constituted 
a  precedent  for  interference  in  the  present  instance. 
He  should  state  very  shortly  what  were  the  objects 
of  that  measure.  A  custom  had  grown  up  be- 
tween the  masters  of  coal  vessels  and  the  pub- 
licans, in  that  part  of  the  city  of  London  where 
the  coalwhippers  exercised  their  vocation,  by 
which  it  invariably  happened  that  the  men  whose 
eervices  were  necessary  to  discharge  the  coal  ships 
were  hired  through  the  publicans.  The  publicans 
had  come  to  be  hiring  agents.  The  consequence 
was  the  greatest  demoralisation — ^a  demoralisation 
which  he  should  have  said  was  complete,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  fact,  that  the  men  were  conscious 
of  the  servitude  to  which  they  had  been  reduced, 
and  were  unfcignedly  anxious  to  escape  from  it. 
The  Act  did  nothing  to  regulate  wages  or  the 
hours  of  work  ;  it  did  nothing  towards  the  inspec- 
tion of  labour.  All  that  the  Act  did  was  to  esta- 
blish an  office  and  a  public  officer  to  control  it ; 
and  it  was  required,  under  the  sanction  of  a  pe- 
nalty, that  every  one  having  a  coal  vessel  to  dis- 
charge should  repair  to  that  office  for  the  purpose 
of  hiring  men.  Even  that  provision  was  attended 
with  subsidiary  arrangements  which  were  intended 
to  exclude  interference.  Whatever  might  be  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  that  Act,  it  did  not  form  a 
precedent." 

He  agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
the  House  could  not  sanction  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  and  that  if  it  were  sanctioned 
there  would  be  no  limit  to  it.  He  had 
risen,  however,  to  caution  the  House  against 
any  impressions  that  the  Government  could 
consent  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  go  to  a  division,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  held  out  no  hopes  that  any 
measure  could  be  taken,  or  Oommittee  ap- 


pointed, with  the  view  of  remedyia^  ihe 
grievances  to  which  the  Bill  related.  It 
was  well  that  the  persons  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  question  should  see  what 
was  really  the  mind  of  the  House.  In  an- 
swer to  a  question  which  had  been  put,  he 
begged  to  state,  that  the  measure  would 
not  require  one  single  inspector.  In  ererj 
instance  in  which  the  Legislature  had  de- 
viated from  what  were  held  to  he  the  strict 
principles  of  political  economy  with  respeet 
to  the  question  of  the  employer  and  the 
employed,  beneficial  results  had  ensued. 
That  circumstance  would  make  him  per- 
severe in  endeavouring  to  effect  the  object 
he  had  in  view,  whatever  might  be  the 
result  of  the  coming  division. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  19  ;  Noes 
77 :  Majority  68. 

SMITHFIELD  MARKET. 
Mr.  MACKINNON  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  several  of  the  leading  medical 
men  of  the  metropolis,  complaining  of  the 
sale  of  diseased  meat  in  the  London  mar- 
kets as  being  most  injurious  to  the  health 
of  the  inhabitants.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  proceeded  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
the  removal  of  Smithfield  Market.  With 
regard  to  the  constitution  of  that  Commit- 
tee, he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  that 
eight  of  its  members  had  been  selected 
from  the  Committee  <^  1847,  and  the  re- 
maining seven  were  chosen  on  account 
of  their  high  station  in  that  House,  and  of 
their  being  connected  with  the  grazing  in- 
terest. He  thought  it  right  also  to  pre- 
mise that  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a 
single  individual  on  that  Committee  who 
had  the  slightest  personal  interest  in  the 
removal  of  Smithfield  market.  He  said 
this,  because  he  knew  that  rumours  had 
gone  abroad  that  some  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee  had  a  private  interest  in 
the  removal  of  the  market  to  another  site; 
but  both  on  his  own  part,  and  on  that  of  the 
other  members  of  the  Committee,  he  was 
able  to  say,  that  not  one  of  them  had  the 
slightest  interest  with  regard  to  the  selec- 
tion of  another  site.  Therefore  he  thought 
it  would  be  admitted  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  had  emanated  from  fifteen 
honest  and  honourable  men.  With  regard 
to  that  report,  he  might  state  the  sub- 
stance of  it  in  three  words.  It  was  sim- 
ply this  :  that  Smithfield  market,  from  its 
deficiency  in  size,  and  from  the  inconve- 
nience which  was  thereby  created,  ought  to 
be  abolished;  and  that  the  area  of  a 
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market,  its  site  and  locality,  should  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  authorities  of  the  city 
of  London;  or  if  they  declined,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  The  great 
leader  of  public  opinion  in  this  country, 
which  had  been  called  by  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  the  Bude-light  of  the  press, 
and  which  was  remarkable  for  either  fol- 
lowing or  leading  public  opinion  on  all  oc- 
casions— the  Times — ^had  expressed  itself 
as  being  entirely  in  favour  of  the  removal 
of  Smithfield  market;  and  therefore  there 
was  some  ground  for  supposing  that  the 
current  of  popular  opinion  was  in  favour  of 
the  decision  of  the  Committee.  The  ques- 
tion was  not  one  as  to  the  mere  removal  of 
a  market,  but  it  was  a  question  as  to  the 
best  manner  in  which  two  millions  of  hu- 
man beings  were  to  be  fed — it  was  a  ques- 
tion involving  the  health,  comfort,  and  en- 
joyment, with  regard  to  food,  of  two  mil- 
lions of  Her  Majesty*s  subjects.  Now,  in 
the  first  place,  the  report  stated  that  the 
area  of  Smithfield  was  too  contracted.  It 
was  a  singular  fact  that  Smithfield  had 
been  a  market  for  upwards  of  five  hundred 
years,  and  yet  even  in  the  earliest  times 
the  site  was  thought  to  be  an  improper 
one.  How  much  more  so  it  had  become 
in  the  nineteenth  century,  he  need  not  ask 
the  House  to  consider.  When  they  bore 
in  mind  the  vast  number  of  cattle  that  were 
annually  brought  into  this  town  for  sale,  it 
must  be  obvious  that  an  area  of  5 J  acres, 
which  was  all  that  Smithfield  contained, 
was  not  sufficient  for  the  purpose  to  which 
it  was  devoted.  It  was  said,  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  London  derived  a  revenue  of 
between  5,000?.  and  6,000?.  from  this 
market,  and  that  if  the  market  were  re- 
moved, the  loss  to  the  corporation  must  be 
made  good  by  the  country.  He  consider- 
ed that  to  be  an  erroneous  impression,  be- 
cause he  did  not  see  why  the  profits  or  tolls 
of  any  other  market  to  be  selected,  should 
not  be  given  to  them  to  the  same  amount 
as  they  now  derived  from  Smithfield.  But 
in  addition  to  that  consideration,  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  Smith- 
field  ought  not  to  be  enclosed,  but 
should  be  converted  into  a  square  which 
would  occupy  about  four  acres,  while  the 
remaining  acre  and>a-quarter  would  be  de- 
voted to  a  range  of  handsome  buildings, 
the  rents  of  which  would  go  a  great  way  in 
making  up  for  the  loss  of  tolls  sustained 
by  the  corporation.  There  was  a  vast 
amount  of  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the 
area  of  Smithfield  market  was  much  too 
small.  In  the  year  1809  a  deputation 
from  the  city  of  London  waited  on  the 


Board  of  Trade,  praying  for  an  enlarge- 
ment of  Smithfield  market;  and  the  an- 
swer they  received  was,  that  '*  by  no  pos^ 
fiibility  can  the  enlargement  of  Smithfield 
market  be  made  so  as  to  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  public  in  any  manner  what 
ever."  In  1731,  there  were  only  38,000 
head  of  cattle  taken  to  Smithfield  market 
in  one  year.  About  the  middle  of  the 
century  the  number  had  increased  to 
150,000,  while,  in  the  year  1846,  the 
supply  amounted  to  310,000  cattle,  and 
1,600,000  sheep.  In  1828,  a  Committee 
sat  on  this  subject,  and  their  report  was — 
"That  the  passing  of  live-stock  to  and  fro 
from  Smithfield  is  a  nuisance  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  neighbourhood  and  to  the  public  at  large, 
and  that  the  present  size  and  arrangement  of  the 
market  does  not  afford  sufficient  accommodation 
for  the  live-stock  therein  offered  for  sale ;  and 
these  are  propositions  which  your  Committee  are 
prepared  to  maintain." 

The  nuisance  so  described  was,  however, 
after  twenty-one  years,  still  allowed  to 
continue  and  to  increase.  It  produced 
very  great  injury  to  the  graziers,  to  the 
public,  and  to  the  butchers.  With  re- 
gard to  the  graziers,  it  was  an  injus- 
tice that  the  producer  of  cattle  should 
be  deprived  of  that  right  which  every 
man  in  a  civilised  country  should  pos- 
sess of  selling  his  own  produce.  In 
Smithfield  the  cattle  must  be  consigned  to 
some  particular  broker,  and  disposed  of  by 
a  salesman  at  the  market.  The  salesman 
might  sell  them  at  any  price  he  pleased,  or 
else  the  grazier  must  consent  to  send 
them  back  to  the  lair  at  an  immense 
loss  of  his  property.  [The  hon.  Gentle- 
man read  some  extracts  from  the  evidence, 
showing  the  extent  of  this  inconvenience.] 
He  did  not  think  it  possible  to  adopt  any 
other  plan  in  Smithfield  market;  out  at 
the  same  time  he  felt  that  it  would  be  a 
very  great  advantage  indeed  to  the  grazier 
if  he  had  the  power  of  superintending  the 
sale  of  his  own  cattle;  and  also,  if  he  could 
have  lairs  in  the  vicinity  of  the  market  to 
which  the  stock  could  be  removed  without 
deterioration,  if  ho  did  not  choose  to  accept 
the  price  offered.  But  if  the  injury  to  the 
grazier  was  great,  that  to  the  population  of 
London  in  general,  and  of  Smithfield  and 
its  vicinity  in  particular,  was  ten  times 
greater.  Professor  Owen  had  stated  dis- 
tinctly in  his  evidence  that  the  greatest 
injury  to  the  health  of  the  inhabitants  wag 
produced  by  the  retention  of  Smithfield 
market  in  its  present  overcrowded  state. 
Professor  Owen  stated  that — 

"  With  regard  to  the  places  lor  the  reoeptioa 
of  those  animals,  they  generally  being  in  a  pie- 
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tbohc  condition,  znd  foil,  thereSofte  of  blood,  asd 
of  the  nutritious  elements  of  animal  ibod,  hare 
more  weight,  and  tl>eir  extra  qnantitr  of  &t  is  so 
disposed  as  to  impede  the  action  of  the  muscles ; 
consequently,  muscular  exerti<m  becomes  more 
difficult,  and  thus  it  fallows  tiiat,  muscular  exer- 
tion being  rendered  more  difficult  under  tbose  cir- 
cumstances, the  heart's  action  is  increased,  and 
respiration  much  quickened ;  and  if  compnlsotr 
locomotion,  through  OTer-driving,  is  continued  for 
a  certain  time,  the  respiration  becomes  unequal 
to  the  full  oiTgenation  of  the  blood;  in  short,  a 
state  offerer  is  produced,  and  the  blood  is  altered 
in  quality,  and  that  reacts  upon  the  charact«'  of 
the  flei^h  ;  and  if  to  over-driTing  the  animals  in 
this  condition,  you  add  also  pain  and  terror,  all 
this  tends  to  drive  tbem  more  ra]»dlj  into  that 
state  of  ferer,  and  the  consequence  is,  that  when 
they  are  killed,  the  flesh  as  the  butchers  say,  does 
not  cut  up  bright ;  that  is  the  common  expfvssion ; 
it  is  of  a  dark  colour." 

Professor  Owen  also  stated  that  there  was 
no  country  in  the  world  where  the  meat 
was  so  fine,  and  where  there  was  so  moch 
attention  paid  to  the  rearing  and  fattening 
of  cattle,  and  to  the  perfection  of  their 
breeds,  and  vet  there  was  no  country  where 
meat  was  brought  to  market  in  a  state  so 
mifit  for  human  food.  This  arose  from 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  country  where 
j^pimAls  were  so  ill-used  in  bringing  them 
to  market,  and  where  the  mode  of  slaugh- 
tering them  was  so  calculated  to  render 
the  flesh  unwholesome  and  liable  to  decay. 
The  number  of  diseases  which  the  unwhole- 
some character  of  the  meat  offered  for  sale 
engendered,  was  also  dwelt  upon  in  the 
eridence;  and  there  was  one  disease — can- 
cer— which  was  said  to  he  extending  con- 
siderably among  the  lower  classes  from  this 
cause.  Many  medical  men  had  given  it 
as  their  opinion  that  this  disease  was  much 
more  frequent  than  it  used  to  be,  and  that 
its  increase  was  owing  to  the  disgusting 
and  filthy  manner  in  which  animal  food 
was  kept,  and  allowed  to  he  tainted,  if  not 
putrified,  and  then  sold  for  the  use  of  the 
people.  Comparing  London  with  other 
great  towns  in  Europe,  he  believed  that  the 
drainage  was  much  more  efficient  than  in 
most  other  capitals,  yet  might  be  greatly  im- 
proved, and  that  there  was  consequently 
less  mortality  here  from  the  use  of  impure 
meat  than  would  otherwise  prevail.  With 
regard  to  the  nuisance  arising  from  the 
driving  of  cattle  through  the  streets,  the 
evidence  of  Professor  Owen  and  of  the  other 
medical  witnesses  was,  he  thought,  conclu- 
sive. [Mr.  OsBORXE  :  No,  no  I]  The  evi- 
dence was  certainly  conclusive,  he  would  re- 
]  .  to  this  extent*  that  the  present  system 
oi  »  1  \        ering  cattle  in  Uie  me- 

tro|>        i       oi      ^mg  tripe  and  disposing 
(      1, 1  nrioos  to  the  health 


of  the  inhabitants.  Dr.  Gavin,  one  of  the 
witnesses,  had  stated  that  there  was  more 
sickness  in  the  vicinity  of  Smithfield,  mn- 
sing  from  the  stench  and  pntrefactioiL  of 
slaughtered  animals,  than  in  any  other  lo- 
locality  in  that  part  of  the  metropolis.  Bat 
there  was  also  an  injury  sustained  by  the 
bntchers,  as  the  meat  of  animals  so  treated 
was  more  liable  to  decay  than  country  kill- 
ed  meat.  This  injury,  however,  most  pro- 
bably fell  ultimately  on  the  consomers. 
The  beasts  were  subjected  to  dreadful 
brutalities.  Their  horns  were  sometimes 
broken.  Sometimes  their  hoofs  were  Uam 
off.  At  other  times  thm  hides  were 
shockingly  lacerated.  In  fact,  beasts  were 
at  times  so  injured  as  to  be  searcdy  fit  to 
be  cut  up.  One  bntcher  stated  to  him 
(Mr.  Mackinnon)  in  the  Ccmmuttee,  when 
examined,  that  he  always  knew  cattle 
that  had  come  from  Smithfield  by  the 
number  and  variety  of  the  injuries  thej 
had  sustained.  Another  evil  attendant 
upon  the  sale  of  cattle  in  Smithfield  was 
consequent  upon  the  vast  importation  of 
fordgn  beasts  and  sheep  wluch  now  took 
place.  Those  foreign  cattle  were  in  many 
cases  diseased.  Amongst  the  she^,  in 
particular,  the  small-pox  was  very  preva- 
lent. Being  landed,  and  usoally  driven 
into  Smithfield  during  the  night,  where 
they  were  penned  in  dose  contact  with 
other  sheep  or  cattle,  those  diseases  were 
communicated.  There  was  no  possibility 
of  discovering  the  presence  oi  the  disease. 
The  inspectors  themsdves  were  often  to- 
tally unable  to  discover  it.  And  when  the 
sheep  were  purehased  by  graxiers,  who 
intended  them  for  stock  and  drove  them 
j  home,  the  infection  was  carried  to  and 
I  spread  amongst  the  sound  flocks.  There 
I  was  one  noble  Lord,  a  friend  of  his,  whose 
i  name  he  would  not  mention,  who  had  2,000 
sheep  contaminated  in  that  manner,  and  no 
doubt  before  he  discoTcred  it,  many  of 
those  diseased  sheep  might  have  been  sent 
to  Smithfield  and  sold.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men might  assert  the  contrary,  but  he 
would  maintain  Smithfield  market  was 
a  most  shocking  annoyance.  Be^des  the 
■  terror  it  occasioned,  and  the  cruelty  of 
which  it  was  the  scene,  it  was  the  soorce 
'  of  great  loss  to  the  butchers  and  to  the 
public.  The  only  persons  who  did  not 
I  suffer  by  it,  and  to  whom,  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  source  of  gain,  were  Uie  salesmas- 
ters.  He  believed  that  every  indiridoal 
member  of  the  corporation  was  in  favour  of 
its  abolition;  but  Uiey  were  kept  in  awe 
by  the  salesmen,  by  whom  also  the  butchers 
were  influenced,  and  the  latter  had  great  in- 
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fluence  in  the  Common  Council.  [Mr.  Alder- 
man Sidney  :  The  corporation  does  not  con- 
sist of  the  Common  Council.]  He  was  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  fact.  But  nevertheless 
ho  repeated  that  the  influence  of  the  hut- 
chers  in  the  Common  Coimcil  was  what 
overawed  the  corporation.  There  was  a 
comhination  between  the  butchers  and  the 
salesmasters  to  prevent  the  removal  of  the 
market,  and  that  combination  was  most  in- 
jurious to  the  public.  Several  butchers  had 
given  in  evidence  that  the  price  of  butcher's 
meat  in  the  London  market  was  from  2d. 
to  2^d,  per  lb.  higher  than  it  ought  to  be. 
Indeed,  if  they  took  the  price  by  the  car- 
case in  Newgate-market,  and  compared  it 
with  the  price  charged  to  the  public  when 
the  meat  was  retailed,  they  would  see  that 
from  2d,  to  2^d,  per  pound  more  was 
charged  tnan  ought  to  be  to  the  upper 
classes  of  the  community,  even  allowing  the 
customary  profit  of  Id.  per  lb.  to  the  but- 
cher. If  a  combination  did  not  exist,  the  gra- 
ziers would  be  able  to  look  after  their  own 
sales,  and  effect  them  more  advantageously 
for  the  public.  Now,  if  they  looked  to  the  his- 
tory of  the  area  now  occupied  by  the  market 
of  Smithfield,  they  would  find  that  it  was 
always  remarkable  for  being  the  scene  of 
cruelty.  In  ancient  times  it  was  the  usual 
place  where  the  burning  of  witches,  or 
rather  of  persons  accused  of  witchcraft  and 
sorcery,  took  place.  Subsequently  it  was  the 
scene  where  eminent  men  were  placed  on  the 
faggot  for  entertaining  religious  opinions 
dilFerent  from  those  in  authority.  So 
they  now  seemed  to  think  that  its  tra- 
dition for  cruelty  would  best  be  kept 
up  by  its  being  the  place  where  animals 
were  exposed  to  injury  and  torture.  If  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  resolution  he  was 
about  to  propose,  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  undertake  the  task  of  the 
removal  of  Smithfield  market.  It  would  be 
a  popular  act.  One  of  the  first  attempts 
at  gaining  popularity  by  Napoleon,  when 
he  was  made  First  Consul  of  France,  was 
the  removal  of  slaughter-houses  from  Paris, 
and  the  erection  of  abattoirs  outside  the 
city.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
ought  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  Napo- 
leon, but  he  recommended  his  obtaining 
great  popularity  by  the  somewhat  similar 
act  of  removing  Smithfield  market  and 
causing  the  erection  of  abattoirs.  The 
butchers  were  coming  round,  and  begin- 
ning to  think  favourably  of  such  a  change. 
A  person  of  high  character  and  standing  as 
a  butcher  in  Bond-street,  had  assured  him 
(Mr.  Mackinnon)  that  monung,  that  the  re- 


moval of  Smithfield  would  not  be  an  unpo- 
pular act  with  the  butchers  when  done.  What 
he  would  suggest  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be,  since  sooner  or  later  the 
removal  must  take  place,  that  in  the  first 
instance  they  should  pass  a  short  Bill,  em- 
powering commissioners  to  purchase  an 
area  of  some  forty  or  fifty  acres  of  land 
wherever  they  should  think  fit.  That  they 
should  then  establish  a  market  for  the  sale 
of  live  cattle,  a  market  for  dead  cattle,  and 
abattoirs  for  slaughtering,  with  what- 
ever houses  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
poorer  workmen  that  might  be  neces- 
sary. If  that  were  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment, or  the  city  authorities,  the  cattle, 
instead  of  being  slaughtered  in  the  cruel 
and  horrible  manner  in  which  they  were  at 
present,  would  be  deprived  of  life  with  as 
little  of  pain  or  unnecessary  torture  as 
possible.  It  would  be  too  harrowing  to 
the  feelings  of  hon.  Members,  were  he  to 
go  into  the  particulars  which  he  had  heard 
of  the  shocking  cruelties  attendant  upon 
the  present  mode  of  slaughtering.  And 
one  suggestion  had  been  made  to  him  by  a 
butcher  (Mr.  Giblet)  on  the  subject  which 
was  deserving  of  attention.  It  was,  that 
cattle  should  be  killed  by  machinery — that 
the  beast  might  be  fixed  with  the  head  in  a 
particular  position,  and  that  a  heavy  sledge 
hammer,  being  loosed  by  means  of  a  spring, 
could  be  so  directed  as  to  fall  directly  upon 
the  forehead  of  the  beast,  thereby  insuring 
instantaneous  death.  It  might  be  objected 
that  the  proposed  abattoirs  would  be  an  in- 
terference with  the  rights  of  the  private 
butchers  and  the  slaughtering-houses.  But 
he  would  let  them  enjoy  those  private 
slaughter-houses  as  well,  provided  they 
were  so  situated  as  not  to  interfere  with 
the  public  health.  He  believed  that 
the  butchers  would  very  soon  find  that  the 
establishment  of  the  new  houses  would  not 
be  such  a  loss  to  them  as  they  apprehended. 
If  his  plan  were  adopted,  he  believed  that 
the  price  of  butcher's  meat  would  be  low- 
ered in  the  London  market,  and  that  the 
meat  would  be  in  better  condition  and 
more  wholesome  than  it  was  at  present. 
But  he  did  not  wish  to  commit  the  Govern- 
ment to  any  definite  course  as  yet.  The 
resolution  he  was  about  to  move  was  merely 
a  declaratory  one,  consonant  with  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  the  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Smithfield  market,  be  taken 
into  the  early  and  serious  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers." 
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Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  that 
in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  House,  he 
gaye  every  credit  to  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Lymington  for  the  great  interest  he  took 
in  the  question.  But  he  wished  he  had 
confined  his  energies  to  carrying  out  to  its 
consummation  the  Motion  which  he  had  had 
BO  long  in  hand  for  preventing  interment  in 
towns.  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
House  that  the  complaint  he  made  regarding 
Smithfi^d  market  depended  entirely  upon 
how  far  its  existence  affected  the  public 
health.  Now  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  present  position  of  Smithfield  interfered 
with  the  public  health,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  make  out  a  good  case.  But  he  (Mr. 
Osborne)  did  not  think  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  at  all  made  out 
his  case.  Having  given  his  (Mr.  Osborne's) 
serious  attention  to  the  consideration  of 
the  report,  he  should  say  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  not  borne  out  by 
the  evidence,  which  he  had  most  Mrisely 
abstained  from  reading.  He  must  be 
aware  that  the  great  proportion  of  evidence 
was  directly  against  the  assertions  that  he 
had  made  ;  and  in  a  case  in  which  so 
much  money  was  at  stake,  it  really  was 
necessary  to  act  with  great  caution.  He 
understood  that  no  less  than  7,000,000?. 
worth  of  property  changed  hands  in  Smith- 
field  in  the  course  of  the  year  ;  and  before 
any  interference  was  attempted  with  an 
interest  such  as  that  was,  a  stronger  case 
should  be  made  out  than  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  presented  to  them.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  bad  effects 
upon  the  public  health.  Nothing  was 
more  easy  than  to  raise  an  alarm  by  a  cry 
of  that  description.  He  had  also  alluded 
to  what  he  called  "  the  Bude  light  of  the 
press."  He  (Mr,  Osborne)  deprecated  all 
allusions  to  the  public  press  in  the  House. 
He  did  not  like  them.  He  did  not  indulge 
in  them  himself.  But  he  certainly  coidd 
not  avoid  expressing  his  disapprobation  at 
such  allusions  to  a  paper  on  which  the 
greatest  talent  of  the  country  was  employ- 
ed. He  did  not  always  agree  with  the 
opinions  advocated  in  it.  He  thought  that 
in  a  great  many  points  it  had  misled  public 
opinion  ;  but  on  others  it  had  led  it  well. 
[Mr.  MACKINNON  :  Led  and  followed.] 
He  believed  that  in  the  present  case 
it  had  neither  led  nor  followed.  The  fact 
was,  a  great  many  old  ladies,  who  were 
alarmed  by  meeting  cattle  in  the  streets, 
had  gone  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  had 
said,  **  Oh,  Mr.  Mackinnon,  you  are  a 
friend  of  your  species,  for  God^  sake  get 
Smithfield  market  abolished."    But  how 


had  the  hon.  Gentleman  set  about  making 
out  his  case  ?  In  the  first  resolution  in 
the  report  it  was  set  forth  that  ''it  ia 
proved  by  experience  that  the  existence  of 
Smithfield  market  is  attended  with  great 
inconvenience."  The  House  would  observe 
that  it  was  said  to  be  '*  proved  by  experi- 
ence"— why  not  "by  evidence?"  They 
had  evidence  enough,  but  the  case  was  not 
proved  by  the  evidence.  It  was  not  prored 
certainly  by  the  evidence  of  the  butchers* 
nor  of  the  graziers,  nor  of  the  medical 
men,  because  there  the  evidence  was  to- 
tally contrary  to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  medical  men's  evidence  went 
quite  the  other  way.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  adverted  to  the  evidence  of  Pro- 
fessor Owen.  As  a  lecturer  on  science, 
he  had  a  great  respect  fo^  Professor 
Owen;  but  that  gentleman  never  had  a 
case  of  private  practice  in  his  life.  It 
was  the  same  with  Mr.  Grainger.  In  ^e 
first  place,  he  should  observe,  that  it  was 
proved  by  all  the  evidence  that  Smithfield 
was  a  peculiarly  healthy  locality.  One 
medical  gentleman,  Dr.  Fortescue,  gaye  as 
a  reason  for  the  peculiar  healthfdlnesa  of 
the  neighbourhood,  that  it  was  fifty  feet 
above  high- watermark  at  London  Bridge; 
and  said  that  there  was  only  one  case  of 
cholera  known  to  have  occurred  there  in 
the  year  1832.  [Mr.  Mackinnok:  Dr.  Cra- 
vin.]  He  would  not  take  Dr.  Gavin's 
evidence,  because  he  was  the  one  solitary 
doctor  upon  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
to  depend.  He  was  that  party's  great  gun. 
But  what  did  Dr.  Fortescue  say  ?  Why, 
that  the  open  space  of  Smithfield  was  po- 
sitively a  blessing  to  the  place.  Now,  if 
they  were  to  base  their  case  upon  doctors' 
evidence,  let  them  see  what  it  amounted 
to.  Let  them  have  a  few  facts.  [Mr- 
Mackinnon  :  You  have  not  read  the  evi- 
dence.] Well,  then,  would  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman show  him  in  what  part  he  would 
find  those  facts  that  were  not  the  case  he 
had  just  stated.  Would  he  tell  him  how 
many  instances  had  occurred  of  beasts 
from  Smithfield  disturbing  tea  parties  bj 
walking  up  stairs,  and  into  first-floor 
rooms  ?  He  had  better  move  for  a  return 
of  the  number  of  tea  parties  in  first  floors 
interrupted  by  unexpected  visits  of  bolls 
from  Smithfield.  What  was  the  opinion  of 
the  inspector  of  sewers  ?     Why— 

**  That  Smithfield  was  drained  by  2,000  fiset  of 
main  sewer,  averaging  4  feet  6  inches  in  hei|^, 
by  2  feet  9  inches  in  width,  into  which  the  market 
was  drained  by  28  gullies,  each  fiimitlied  with  a 
trap." 

In  fact,  that  it  was  the  best  drained  part 
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of  the  metropolis,  the  water  nmning 
through  the  sewers  at  a  strong  flush, 
and  the  smell  heing  wholly  repressed 
hj  the  traps  to  the  gullies,  preventing 
those  horrihle  effluvia  so  much  com- 
plained of  in  Belgravia  and  ahout  the 
neighhourhood  of  the  House,  causing  an 
hon.  relative  of  his  to  say  the  other  night, 
that  the  smells  in  the  House  were  heastly. 
In  Mr.  Sadler's  evidence  it  was  stated  that 
there  were  (including  the  smaller  drains) 
11,000  feet  of  sewerage,  and  four  flush 
gates,  which  thoroughly  drained  the  mar- 
ket, and  that  in  all  the  sewers  the  water 
ran  with  great  velocity.  Dr.  Lankester, 
the  lecturer  at  St.  George's  Hospital,  said 
that  the  large  sewers  and  drains  of  Smith- 
field  were  excellent.  Dr.  Lynch,  again — 
for  as  it  wns  a  question  of  doctors  he  would 
go  through  the  weight  of  medical  evidence, 
the  more  particularly  as  he  did  not  think 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  were  justified  in 
alarming  the  people  of  the  metropolis  with 
their  cries  of  *'  mad  hull ! "  and  ''  cholera ! " 
He  supposed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  dispute  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Lynch,  or  deny  that  it  was  against  him. 
[Mr.  MACKINNON :  He  is  a  servant  of  the 
city  of  London.]  He  might  just  as  well, 
on  his  part,  say  that  the  Committee  was 
packed,  and  that  there  were  persons  hehind 
the  curtain  pulling  the  strings — persons 
who  were  interested  in  forming  abattoirs  at 
Islington — as  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  Dr.  Lynch  was  a  servant  of  the 
city  of  London.  But  he  would  not  deal 
with  the  question  after  such  a  manner. 
But  at  all  events  Dr.  Fortescue  said  that 
the  wide  opening  of  Smithfield  was  a  bles- 
sing to  the  neighbourhood.  Dr.  Burrowes 
said,  that,  taking  one  day  with  another, 
Smithfield  was  one  of  the  purest  sites  in 
the  city  of  London.  Mr.  Lawrence  was  of 
a  similar  opinion.  He  was  the  treasurer 
of  St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital.  And  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  enlarging 
the  streets  and  the  area,  was  he  not  aware 
that  the  city  of  London  had  recently  en- 
larged tiie  area  of  Smithfield,  and  that  the 
trustees  of  St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital 
had  pulled  down  several  houses  for  the 
same  purpose  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
bound  to  consider  the  question  upon  a 
broader  basis  than  that  viewed  by  a  mere 
partisan.  The  Hon.  F.  Byng,  one  of  the 
most  active  of  the  commissioners  of  sewers, 
considered  the  market  as  being  rather  con- 
ducive to  health.  Mr.  Lynn,  the  surgeon, 
was  of  the  same  opinion;  and  Dr.  Conquest, 
who  lived  in  the  neighbourhood  56  years, 
and  praatlied  there  above  20,  considered 


it  not  more  unhealthy  than  any  other  part 
of  London.  There  was  less  of  fever  than 
in  other  places;  and  as  to  cholera,  he  knew 
of  only  one  case  in  the  year  1832.  And, 
with  regard  to  cholera,  he  (Mr.  Osborne) 
should  say  that  he  believed  a  great  deal  of 
it  was  created  amongst  nervous  persons  by 
such  alarms  as  had  been  given  by  his  hon. 
relative,  and  those  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  come  down  and  talked  about  the 
danger  of  it.  There  was  another  argu- 
ment which  he  should  call  the  driving-into- 
the-first-story  argument.  He  would  read 
a  little  bit  of  evidence  touching  that  point* 
He  had  before  him  the  evidence  of  the  co- 
roner of  the  city  of  London  (Mr.  Payne), 
who  was  not  a  creature  of  the  corporation. 
A  more  respectable  man  than  Mr.  Payne 
did  not  exist,  and  the  rate  in  which  he  was 
held  was  indicated  by  his  position  on  the 
poll  when  he  contested  the  representation 
of  the  city  of  London.  When  he  retired 
from  the  contest,  Mr.  Payne  gave  3,000 
votes  to  the  poll  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  Mr.  Payne  said 
he  had  searched  his  register  of  inquests  for 
the  last  seven  years,  and  the  only  cases  he 
had  during  that  period  of  deaths  caused  by 
bullocks  in  the  city  of  London  amounted  to 
two,  namely~-one,  a  little  girl,  named 
Mills,  who  was  killed  by  a  bullock  in  Lower 
Thames-street,  in  October,  1845;  and  the 
other,  a  little  girl  who  met  her  death  in  a 
similar  way  in  Bridge-street,  Blackfriars, 
in  October,  1846.  Did  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lymington  mean  to  say  that  the  small- 
pox in  the  sheep  in  the  market  was  owing 
to  the  confined  space  in  Smithfield  market? 
Why,  the  hon.  Member  had  said  the  sheep 
had  come  to  Smithfield  with  the  small-pox. 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  he 
could  manage  to  give  every  sheep  a  loose 
box  to  himself?  If  such  a  proposition  was 
sought  to  be  carried  out,  the  Government 
would  have  enough  to  do  to  furnish  loose 
boxes  for  the  sheep  in  the  country.  In 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  which 
sat  last  year,  6,580  questions  were  asked, 
and  5,000  of  the  replies  were  in  favour  of 
continuing  Smithfield.  The  House  could 
only  legislate  upon  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore the  Committee.  If  the  evidence  of 
Committees  was  to  be  disregarded,  the 
whole  system  of  appointing  Committees 
was  a  farce  and  a  delusion.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to  the  House 
and  said,  he  and  his  party  would  not  do 
anything,  but  they  would  throw  the  onus 
of  improving  or  removing  Smithfield  mar- 
ket on  the  Government.  That  meant  no- 
thing more  than  having  an  Bnglish  pull  at 
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the  Exchequer.  What  did  he  suppose 
would  be  the  price  of  the  market  ?  If  that 
market  was  abolished,  the  building  ground 
in  Smithfield  would  be  excessively  valuable. 
The  corporation  raised  no  less  a  sum  from 
the  market  than  5,6007.  per  annum.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  out  a  case  that 
the  health  of  the  metropolis  was  seriously 
jeopardised  by  Smithfield  market,  he  (Mr. 
Osborne)  would  say  there  was  no  sum  of 
money  which  would  not  be  well  expended  in 
its  removal;  but  he  did  not  think  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  out  any  such 
case. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  that  the 
value  of  Smithfield  was  not  the  toll  paid  to 
the  city  of  London,  but  the  commerce  of 
the  city  of  London  which  was  brought  to 
such  an  immense  amount  annually  by  this 
market.  The  value  of  Smithfield  was  es- 
timated at  seven  or  eight  millions  sterling. 
On  large  market  days  it  was  stated  that 
as  much  as  30,000?.  was  spent  in  mer< 
chandiso  in  the  city  of  London  by  parties 
coming  to  the  market.  He  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  did  not  think  it 
right  to  take  into  consideration  the  vested 
interest  of  persons  in  trade  connected  with 
Smithfield  ?  For  what  reason  should  the 
House  interfere  with  channels  of  commerce 
so  extensive  in  their  nature  as  those  of 
Smithfield  market  ?  The  owners  of  pro- 
perty would  have  a  right  to  ask  for  remu- 
neration. It  had  been  said  that  hotels  on 
the  lines  of  railways  were  not  remunerated; 
but  the  two  cases  were  totally  distinct.  In 
the  case  of  the  old  turnpike  roads,  al- 
though the  traffic  was  removed,  the  use 
of  the  roads  was  not  prohibited;  but,  if 
by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature,  Smithfield, 
which  had  existed  probably  for  upwards 
of  twice  500  years,  was  to  be  closed  as 
a  market,  then  they  were  bound,  not 
only  to  see  the  vested  rights  of  the  cor- 
poration of  London  respected,  but  the 
vested  rights  of  those  owners  of  property 
deriving  benefit  from  the  market.  The 
House  paid  the  corporation  of  London  a 
poor  compliment  in  wasting  its  time  in  dis- 
cussing this  question.  The  corporation  of 
London  had  debated  for  three  successive 
days  the  policy  of  removing  this  market, 
and  they  were  almost  unanimous  in  their 
decision ;  for  of  the  226  members  who 
composed  the  corporation,  only  12  were 
for  the  removal  of  the  market.  If  Smith- 
field  market  were  to  be  removed  on  the 
ground  of  a  nuisance,  how  long  would  it 
be  1  re  Newgate  was  removed,  and 
all  market,  where  the  hides  of 
j        sheep  were  sold?    How  leog 


would  it  be  before  they  asked  for  the  re- 
moval of  Billingsgate  ?     The  trade  of  the 
city  of  London,  and  much  of  the  employ- 
ment of  its  population,  arose  from  its  mar- 
kets.    As  well  might  they  ask  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  steam-engines  and  chimneys 
which    enriched    Manchester.      An   hon. 
Member  might  get  up  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry, and  prove  that  smoke  and  the  noise 
of  steam  engines  was  a  nuisance.     The 
neighbourhood  of  Smithfield  was  not  only 
not  unhealthy,  but  the  reverse.     He  would 
prove  this  by  five  large  establishments  in 
the  neighbourhood.     First,  there  was  the 
West  London  Union  Workhouse,  number- 
ing between  ^ve  and  six  hundred  inmates. 
He  paid  a  visit  of  inspection  the  other 
day,  and  found  all  the  inmates  to  be  in  a 
healty  state.     There  was  the  ciK>wded  gaol 
of  Giltspur-street,   numbering  frequently 
between  300  and  400   persons,  covering 
half  an  acre  of  ground;   and  the  gaol  of 
Newgate;  and  he  challenged   comparison 
with  any  other  gaols  in  point  of  health. 
He  might  also   take   St.  Bartholomew's 
Hospital,  where  they  had  50,000  patients 
annually,   and    the    united  testimony   of 
whose  directors  was  that  a  healthier  site 
could    not  be  found   in  the    metropolis. 
There  was,  then,  the  Charter-house  and 
Christ's  Hospital,  where  there  were  1,000 
boys,  and  where  the  average  of  deaths  for 
the  last  seven  years  had  not  been  more 
than  five  for  every  thousand.      On  the 
ground,  therefore,  of  the  unhealthiness  of 
the  spot,  the  present  attempt  must  fail. 
The  only  argument  that  then  remained 
was,  that  the  site  was  too  narrow  for  the 
extraordinary  quantity  of  cattle.     Here  he 
must  add  that  the  constant  agitation  of 
this   question   prevented   the  corporation 
from  taking  those  effective  steps  towards 
increasing  the   size   of  Smithfield  which 
otherwise  they  would  be  bound  to  take. 
The  hon.  Member  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  the  corporation  had  done  nothing  of 
late  years.     They  had  enlarged  the  site  of 
the  market,  and  it  was  now  six  acres;  they 
entertained  the  idea  of  purchasing  property 
for  the  permanent  increase  of  the  market. 
As  to  instances  of  cruelty,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  they  would  not  be  abated  by  any 
change  of  neighbourhood.     It  was  impos- 
sible for  any  place  to  be  found  in  which 
there  was  more  attention  and  anxiety  to 
prevent  cruelty  to  animab.      Before  the 
House  passed  a  resolution  pledging  them- 
selves to  the  removal  of  the  market,  they 
ought   first  to  hear  the  fullest  evidence. 
He  had  carefully  read  that  evidence,  and 
if  he  sat  as  a  juror,  he  should  giye  a 
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not     proved,     upon    my    ho- 


verdict, 
nour." 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Alderman, 
and  complained  that  there  had  heen  some- 
thing  veiy  much  like  packing  in  reference 
to  the  formation  of  the  Smithfield  Market 
Committee,  and  a  decided  disinclination  to 
put  the  metropolitan  Memhers  upon  it,  he 
himself  having  heen  two  or  three  times 
strenuously  excluded  from  it.  This  showed 
clearly  enough  how  the  matter  stood,  and 
that  the  Committee  had  made  up  their 
minds  hefore  the  evidence  was  heard.  The 
hon.  Memher  for  Middlesex,  however,  had 
turned  the  whole  case  into  ridicule,  and  he 
was  far  ft'om  saying  that  it  did  not  afford 
a  very  fair  field  for  the  exercise  of  his 
faculties  in  that  capacity.  As  the  hon. 
Alderman  who  had  just  sat  down  had  oh- 
served,  the  real  truth  was,  that  the  only 
ground  on  which  the  case  against  this 
market  could  at  all  he  supported  was  that 
it  was  not  sufficiently  large  for  the  wants 
of  the  metropolis.  The  statement,  how- 
ever, which  he  had  made,  that  the  cor- 
poration were  anxious  to  enlarge  the  mar- 
ket, might  be  taken  as  a  pledge  of  the 
wishes  and  intentions  of  that  body. 

Sir  E.  FILMER,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  could  say  that,  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  sitting,  it  appeared  as  if  there 
was  one  party  cutting  against  another,  and 
one  market  against  another  ;  which  rival 
markets  hon.  Members  were  forbidden  to 
mention.  The  evidence  was  of  so  loose 
and  contradictory  a  character,  that  he 
should  recommend  that  it  be  taken,  in  fu- 
ture inquiries  of  a  like  character,  upon 
oath,  as  was  done  before  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Lords;  for  there  was  nothing 
of  which  he  felt  more  entirely  convinced, 
than  that  unless  the  Committees  of  that 
House  took  the  evidence  brought  before 
them  in  a  manner  to  afford  just  grounds 
for  confiding  in  its  accuracy  and  trust- 
worthiness, their  investigations  would  be 
of  very  little  advantage  to  the  public. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  that  if 
Smithfield  alone  were  to  be  considered,  the 
crowding  of  cattle  would  be  compensated 
in  a  sanitary  point  of  view  by  the  pains 
taken  to  clean  the  market,  and  the  fact  of 
liaying  so  large  an  open  space  in  that  part 
of.  the  town.  But  it  was  not  Smithfield 
alane  that  wt  to  be  looked  to,  but  the 
streets  and  ai  s  in  its  immediate  neigh- 
'4  knack  ' ;  s,  bone 
ners,  ana  }us  other 
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population,  continually  exhaled  the  most 
noxious  effluvia.  If  hon.  Members  had 
read  the  evidence,  they  would  see  that 
every  one  of  the  witnesses — even  those  pe- 
cuniarily interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
the  market — were  agreed  upon  one  point, 
and  that  was,  that  the  market  was  not 
large  enough  for  the  wants  of  the  country, 
while  there  was  no  possibility  of  having  it 
properly  enlarged.  On  these  grounds  he 
had  voted  for  the  report.  As  to  Govern- 
ment compensating  the  city  of  London  in 
case  of  removal,  he  did  not  believe  there 
was  any  valid  claim  for  compensation  in 
that  quarter.  His  opinion  was,  that  if  the 
revenue  derivable  from  Smithfield  market 
were  set  on  one  side,  and  the  expenses  on 
the  other,  it  would  be  found  that  the  cor- 
poration made  nothing  at  all  by  the  pro- 
perty. As  to  enlarging  the  market,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  ground  for 
the  purpose,  except  at  an  expense  which 
he  felt  sure  the  corporation  would  not  un- 
dertake. With  respect  to  another  claim 
for  compensation,  that  of  the  traders  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  market,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  that  claim  should  never  have  been  set 
up.  They  had  no  claim  whatever,  their 
case  being  precisely  that  of  the  innkeepers 
injured  by  railways;  and  they  must  only 
follow  their  trade,  to  whatever  might  be 
its  locality.  The  long  time,  500  years, 
during  which  it  was  alleged  the  market 
had  been  held  at  the  same  place,  was 
urged  as  an  argument  against  its  removal. 
He  looked  upon  it  in  a  contrary  point  of 
view.  The  market  which  served  London 
500  years  ago,  was  manifestly  insufficient 
now,  and  another  should  be  provided  more 
suitable  to  the  times,  and  to  the  immensely 
increased  size  of  the  city.  He  was  sorry 
to  advocate  any  thing  which  might  create 
loss  to  individuals,  but  he  thought  that  the 
removal  might  be  effected  gradually  ;  and 
besides  there  was  no  reason  why  the  trades 
of  the  various  parties  should  not  thrive  as 
well  in  a  new  locality.  His  opinion  was, 
that  on  the  Government  should  devolve  the 
duty  of  selecting  a  site  for  the  new  mar- 
ket, when  the  care  of  it  might  be  given  to 
the  corporation,  who  had  certainly  done 
their  best  to  make  the  present  circum- 
scribed space  fulfil  the  purpose  intended. 
His  wish  had  been,  in  the  Conmiittee,  that 
a  Government  commissioner  or  inspector 
should  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
lection. He  had  not  at  all  looked  upon 
the  question  as  a  struggle  between  Isling- 
ton and  Smithfield.  Islington  had  never 
entered  his  head,  as  in  his  opinion  it  never 
could  be  made  a  suitable  market.    In  hi» 
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opinion,  the  market  should  i^ot  contain  less 
than  fifty  acres,  while  Islington  contained 
only  fourteen.  Further,  he  thought  that 
there  should  he  public  slaughter-houses 
out  of  the  town;  and  if  such  changes  could 
he  effected  gradually,  his  firm  belief  was 
that  great  good  would  result  to  the  com- 
munity. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  his 
statement  as  to  the  revenue  arising  from 
the  market  had  been  questioned  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  last  addressed  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne)  begged  to  say  that  he 
held  in  his  hand  an  account  of  the  net  in- 
come of  Smithfield  market,  from  the  1st 
of  January,  1844,  to  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1848;  and  the  net  annual  income  of 
the  city  of  London,  given  by  that  paper, 
was  in  1848,  5,641^.  9$.  lOd, 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  he  would 
certainly  undertake  to  produce  a  table 
showing  the  revenue  arising  from  the  mar- 
ket, though  he  had  it  not  by  him  at  that 
moment,  from  which  it  would  appear  that 
the  city  of  London  did  not  receive  one  far- 
thing of  that  revenue. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  observed,  that  though 
he  had  listened  attentively  to  the  speech 
which  the  House  had  just  heard,  yet  he 
confessed  himself  somewhat  at  a  loss  to 
imagine  how  his  noble  Friend  intended  to 
vote.  As  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  he  was  so  completely 
absorbed  by  the  subject  of  Smithfield  mar- 
ket, that  on  a  recent  occasion  he  found  it 
very  difficult  to  define  what  he  meant  by 
smoke;  and  as  to  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore the  Committee,  his  hon.  Friend  seemed 
to  think,  that,  like  the  meat  to  which  it 
referred,  there  was  no  keeping  it,  and  he 
was,  therefore,  evidently  most  impatient  to 
serve  it  up  to  the  House  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible; hence,  notwithstanding  the  morning 
sittings  and  the  pressure  of  business  to- 
wards the  close  of  the  Session,  he  urged 
this  subject  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  Government  with  extra- 
ordinary earnestness.  It  was  to  be  regret- 
ted that  his  hon.  Friend  had  so  little  con- 
fidence in  the  Government,  and  that  so 
great  were  the  eagerness  and  haste  with 
which  he  pressed  forward  on  this  subject, 
that  he  went  in  direct  contravention  to  the 
resolutions  adopted  by  that  Committee  of 
which  his  hon.  Friend  was  himself  the 
chairman.  As  to  the  degree  in  which 
Smithfield  was  supposed  to  affect  the 
health  of  the  citizens  of  London,  he  be- 
lieved that  that  question  was  set  com- 
pletely at  rest — that  the  case  in  favour  of 
Smithfield  had  been  dearly  established 


Then,  as  to  the  enlargement  of  the  inar^ 
ket,  although  the  population  of  London 
had  reached  to  a  very  high  amount,  yet 
that  of  itself  did  not  create  a  necessity  for 
enlargement,  inasmuch  as  the  increasing 
wants  of  the  metropolis  were  supplied  bj 
an  increased  transmission  of  dead  meat 
killed  in  the  country  and  sent  to  London 
by  the  railways.  Amongst  the  gravetl 
complaints  urged  against  Smithfield  mar- 
ket was,  it  created  a  necessity  for  driving 
cattle  through  the  streets.  Now,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that  he  wonld  net 
abolish  the  slaughter-houses  existinijr  in 
various  parts  of  London;  and  surely,  if  he 
did  not,  it  signified  little — so  far  as  driying 
was  concerned — where  the  maiket  was 
situate;  for  so  long  as  private  slaughter- 
houses were  permitted  to  remain,  eattle 
would  be  driven  through  the  streets.  Even 
the  establishment  of  Islington  market, 
though  a  favourite  scheme,  would  not  pre- 
vent that  evil.  It  happened,  howerer, 
that  that  undertaking  had  proved  an  egre- 
gious failure,  though  it  possessed  the  name 
of  W.  A.  Mackinnon  as  a  trustee  and 
honorary  director.  If  twenty  or  fhuty 
markets  were  built  in  various  parts  of 
London,  Smithfield  would  have  nothing  to 
fear  from  free  competition.  Neither  the 
butchers  nor  the  graziers  would  go  to  any 
other  markets.  He  should  now  come  to 
the  question  of  cruelty.  Some  caaes  o£ 
great  cruelty  exercised  towards  animak 
were  mentioned  in  the  report;  but  he 
thought,  considering  the  great  number  of 
cattle  collected  in  the  market,  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  prevent  cmdty 
in  all  cases.  The  testimony  of  the  wit^ 
nesses,  however,  went  to  prove  that  these 
cruel  practices  were  diminishmg;  and  he 
believed  it  a  vain  delusion  to  suppose  that 
by  removing  the  site  of  the  market  they 
could  altogether  prevent  such  praetioea. 
The  question  of  the  cruelties  committed  m 
slaughter-houses,  and  of  the  nnisancea 
arising  from  bonebumers  and  tripemak^v, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  locality  <^  the 
market.  Those  nuisances  might  be  put 
down  under  existing  Acts  of  Pariiiament; 
and  the  witnesses  who  had  eomplaiaed 
most  strongly  of  such  nuisances  almost 
unanimously  admitted  that  they  had  never 
taken  any  measures  for  their  prevmition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lymington  had  not 
alluded  to  one  important  part  of  the  ques- 
tion— the  great  extent  to  which  Smithfield 
was  now  used  as  a  transit  market.  The 
farmers  in  the  southern  counties  found  it 
to  their  interest  to  fatten  their  sheep,  and 
cattle  at  a  certain  period  of  the  year,  asd 
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to  send  them  to  Smithfidd  for  sale  to 
dealers  from  the  northern  counties;  and  at 
another  period  of  the  year  they  came  to 
Smithfield  and  honght  cattle  for  their  own 
use.  Now,  how  would  it  he  possible,  if 
this  system,  which  had  grown  up  from  the 
establishment  of  railways,  continued,  to 
prevent  the  driring  of  cattle  through  the 
streets?  In  the  case  of  foreign  cattle, 
also,  which  might  be  landed  near  a  popu- 
lous part  of  the  city,  how  were  they  to  be 
conveyed  to  the  market  without  being 
driven  through  the  streets  ?  The  question 
was  one  of  so  much  magnitude,  and  with 
which  so  many  interests  were  interwoven, 
that  it  was  one  with  which  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  deal  K  they  determined  that  the 
market  should  not  continue  to  be  held  in 
Smithfield,  to  what  site  would  they  remove 
it  ?  If  they  placed  it  far  from  the  metro- 
polis, they  would  increase  the  expenses  of 
the  butchers,  who  would  raise  the  price  of 
meat  to  the  consumers;  and  if  they  placed 
it  near  this  advancing  city,  which  was 
spreading  out  its  streets  in  all  directions, 
they  might,  before  they  had  concluded  their 
arrangements,  find  all  the  inconveniences 
of  the  dense  population  now  accumulated 
in  Smithfield.  Then,  if  the  market  wei-e  re- 
moved, was  Smithfield  to  be  left  an  open 
space  ?  Every  one  admitted  that  was  very 
desirable;  but  no  doubt  the  corporation  of 
London  would  insist  upon  erecting  build- 
ings in  such  a  valuable  situation.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  price  of  meat  was  high 
in  London  in  consequence  of  the  mainte- 
nance of  Smithfield  market;  but  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  meat  was  not  dearer 
in  London  than  it  was  in  the  country.  Al- 
though the  price  of  some  joints  of  meat 
might  be  higher,  others  were  cheaper,  and 
he  believed  the  average  was  much  the 
same.  But  he  might  whisper  to  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  what  had  been  whispered  to 
him  by  west-end  butchers — that  if  Gentle- 
men allowed  their  servants  to  take  a  large 
percentage,  and  did  not  pay  till  1851  the 
bills  which  were  due  in  1849,  it  was  very 
unfair  to  charge  the  poor  butchers  with 
raising  the  price  of  meat.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lymington  proposed  that  a  Bill 
should  be  passed  enabling  certain  commis- 
sioners to  buy  forty  or  fifty  acres  of  land 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  market; 
but  it  would  doubtless  occur  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  it  was  neces- 
sary such  commissioners  should  be  provided 
with  money  for  the  purchase  of  the  land, 
and  where  were  these  funds  to  be  obtained  ? 
He  thought  they  had  better  decide  to  what 


site  they  would  remove  the  market,  and  in 
whose  hands  they  would  place  its  manage^ 
ment,  before  they  realised  the  fable  of  Sie 
dog  and  his  shadow,  and  abandoned  the 
meat  they  now  had  for  the  shadow  beneath 
them.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
House  would  act  in  opposition  to  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee  —  whether  ihey 
would  decide  that  they  would  not  trtiat  the 
Government  to  take  the  subject  into  eom« 
sideration,  but  would  force  an  immediate 
determination  upon  them.  As  no  definite 
plan  had  been  laid  before  the  House  for  the 
substitution  of  another  market  in  the  place 
of  Smithfield  market,  he  would  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  would  suppo^  the 
Motion.  He  admitted  that  Smithfield 
market  might  to  some  extent  be  a  transit 
market;  but  still  it  was  necessary  to  es- 
tablish a  sort  of  quarantine  after  cattle  had 
once  been  in  there,  in  order  to  free  the 
said  eattle  from  any  disease  they  might 
have  imbibed.  He  also  admitted  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
adduced  all  that  could  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  market,  derived  as  his  information  had 
been  from  the  whispers  of  the  butchefs; 
but  it  must  be  recollected  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  that  the  consumer  and  the 
butcher  had  in  some  respects  a  eonilioting 
interest.  At  present  the  owner  of  cattle 
was  compelled  to  sell  at  almost  any  price 
in  the  winter  months,  if  his  beasta  were 
driven  to  Smithfield;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
desirable  that  a  larger  noarket  should  be 
erected  in  a  less  objectionable  Bituati<m« 
where  the  cattle  could  be  sup|4ied  irith 
sheds  and  water,  and  where  they  could  be 
kept  until  disposed  of,  at  a  reasonable  cost. 
It  was  probably  true  that  Essex,  the  county 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  was  ift- 
terested  in  matters  remaining  as  they  stood 
at  present,  and  that  there  were  advantages, 
in  a  commercial  point  of  view,  in  having 
Smithfield  market  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  Bank  of  England.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  who  had  advocated  the  in- 
terests of  the  butchers,  was  perfectly  wel- 
come to  make  the  most  of  that  admission. 
[Mr.  Osborne  said  that  he  had  advocated 
the  int^ests,  not  of  the  butchers  only,  but 
of  the  public]  The  hon.  Member  was 
called  **  the  butchers'  pet."  He  believed 
that  the  h<m.  Member,  and  also  the  hoB. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  were  pre- 
mised a  fish  dinner — concluding  with  roeet 
beef  and  plum  pudding — ^at  the  conolnaion 
of  this  Smithfield  debate.  But  whatever 
their  advocacy  might  have  beea,  and  how- 
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ever  elaborate  might  have  been  their  de- 
fence, still  the  broad  facts  were  these — 
that  there  was  great  opposition  upon  the 
part  of  the  city  of  London,  represented  by 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  Smith- 
field  market  being  removed;  that  vast  in- 
terests must  therefore  be  come  in  contact 
with;  and  that,  although  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  might  consider  himself  one 
of  the  elite  in  representing  popular  griev- 
ances, still  that  it  would  be  a  great  public 
advantage  if  another  market  were  estab- 
lished in  a  suitable  situation. 

Mr.  ORMSBY  gore  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lymiugton  had  been 
wrongfully  accused  of  pressing  this  subject 
with  unnecessary  eagerness  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. All  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
country  were  anxious  for,  was  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  some  announcement 
of  their  views,  not  upon  all  the  minutiae  of 
the  question,  but  upon  flie  point  whether 
it  was  their  intention  to  countenance  the 
labours  of  the  Committee.  A  great  part 
of  the  debate  had  turned  on  the  sanitary 
state  of  Smithfield  market.  He  looked 
upon  that  as  the  weakest  ground  the  Com- 
mittee could  have  taken,  and  therefore  all 
the  supporters  of  Smithfield  had  seized  and 
enlarged  upon  it.  But  he  must  take  the 
liberty  of  setting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  right  with  respect  to  some  of 
his  assertions  on  this  point.  It  was  true 
that  Dr.  Lynch  had  described  Smithfield 
as  being  most  salubrious;  but  in  answer  to 
a  question,  he  had  also  stated  that  if  he 
had  a  guarantee  that  the  area  of  Smith- 
field  would  be  kept  open  as  a  square  for 
the  purpose  of  recreation  and  health,  he 
would  much  prefer  that  state  of  things  to 
the  existence  of  the  market.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  was  also  mistaken 
when  he  stated  that  but  one  or  two  wit- 
nesses had  spoken  against  the  unwhole- 
some influence  of  Smithfield;  for  amongst 
those  who  had  given  such  evidence  were 
Mr.  Aldis,  Professor  Owen,  Mr.  Bullen, 
Mr.  Grainger,  and  Mr.  Grimes,  the  latter's 
evidence  being  the  more  remarkable  on 
account  of  his  having  lost  his  wife  through 
fever  produced  by  malaria.  In  1809,  so 
convinced  were  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  city  of  London  of  the  nuisance  of 
Smithfield  market,  that  a  deputation  from 
the  City  Lands  Committee  waited  upon  the 
Board  of  Trade,  having  in  view  an  enlarge- 
ment of  the  market ;  but  the  Board  of 
Trade  told  them  that  the  inconvenience 
could  not  be  removed  by  enlargement,  but 
that  the  removal  of  the  market  to  a  more 


convenient  situation,  and  to  a  space  not 
less  than  twelve  acres,  was  necessary. 
Where  could  the  city  of  London,  if  they 
retained  the  market  within  the  walls,  get 
twelve  acres  for  such  a  purpose?  Yet 
forty  years  ago  it  was  thought  necessary 
that  the  space  shoidd  not  be  less  than 
twelve  acres.  It  was  said  that  the  but- 
chers and  salesmen  were  very  much  op- 
posed to  a  change  of  the  site  of  the  mar- 
ket; and  so  were  the  butchers  of  Paris 
before  an  alteration  took  place  there;  but 
having  had  the  benefit  of  experience,  they 
would  not  now  consent  to  have  the  market 
in  the  interior  of  the  city.  Was  it  not 
extraordinary  that  this  great  metropolis, 
the  first  in  the  world,  should  be  the  only 
city  in  Europe  which  had  the  nuisance  of 
a  cattle  market  in  its  very  centre  ?  In  all 
the  great  towns — in  Manchester,  Glasgow, 
Shrewsbury,  and  others — the  nuisance  of 
the  cattle  market  was  being  removed  with- 
out the  walls.  He  would  ask  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  removal  of  Smithfield  how 
they  would  like,  supposing  the  cattle  mar- 
ket did  not  exist  in  its  present  locality,  if 
the  Government  were  to  attempt  to  impede 
the  free  and  open  circulation  of  the  city  by 
establishing  a  market  in  its  centre  ?  After 
adverting  to  the  cruel  treatment  of  the 
cattle  and  sheep  in  Smithfield  market  in 
consequence  of  its  confined  space,  the  hon. 
Member  noticed  the  increase  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  animals  sent  there  to  be 
sold.  In  1830,  159,000  cattle  were  sold 
in  Smithfield;  and  in  1846,  sixteen  years 
afterwards,  the  number  sold  had  risen  to 
210,775,  being  an  increase  of  51,775  head 
of  cattle.  In  1830,  the  number  of  sheep 
sold  amounted  to  1,287,000,  and  in  1846 
to  1,518,500,  being  an  increase  of  231,000 
sheep.  The  population  of  the  metropolis 
was  increasing,  and,  of  course,  the  supply 
must  increase;  but  it  appeared  that  the 
area  of  the  market  must  not.  When 
Smithfield  market  was  first  established,  it 
was  placed  within  the  walls;  and  all  that 
was  now  asked  for  was,  that  it  might  be 
removed  to  some  more  convenient  site  than 
the  present,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment woidd  hold  out  a  hope  that  they 
would  adopt  some  measure  to  get  rid  of 
this  pestilent  nuisance. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  could  not 
allow  this  debate  to  close  without  offering 
a  few  remarks  upon  the  observations  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  (Mr.  C.  Lewis)  was  a  member 
of  the  Committee  last  appointed,  bat  not 
of  the  Committee  of  1847,  that  previouslj 
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investigated  the  subject  of  the  removal  of 
Smithfield  market;  and  his  object  had  been 
to  come  to  the  best  opinion  that  he  could, 
according  to  the  evidence  adduced  before 
the  Committee  of  which  he  was  a  member. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee,  an  attempt  was  made 
to  treat  the  question  mainly  as  a  sanitary 
question,  and  various  witnesses  were  exa- 
mined to  prove  that  Smithfield  market  was 
detrimental  to  the  health  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  ought  on  that  ground  to  be  re- 
moved. On  that  part  of  the  case  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  very  amusing,  but 
also  argumentative,  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  who  considered 
that  it  was  not  proved  in  Committee  that 
the  cattle  market  in  Smithfield  caused  any 
serious  injury  to  the  health  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood. He  further  thought  it  was 
proved,  by  satisfactory  evidence,  that  con- 
sidering the  disadvantages  that  might  arise 
from  the  congregation  in  Smithfield  of  a 
large  number  of  animals  two  days  in  the 
week,  on  the  one  hand,  and  considering, 
on  the  other,  the  advantages  arising  from 
the  existence  of  a  large  open  space  un- 
covered with  buildings  in  the  middle  of  the 
town,  the  balance  preponderated  in  favour 
of  the  healthiness  of  Smithfield.  That, 
he  thought,  might  be  taken  as  the  fair  re- 
sult of  the  evidence  taken  before  the  two 
Committees.  Strong  opinions  were  given 
by  the  medical  ofticers  of  St.  Bartholo- 
mew's hospital  on  the  subject;  and  he 
must  say  that  he  heard  no  evidence  to 
show  that  the  existence  of  the  market 
could  be  objected  to  on  sanitary  grounds. 
But  the  case  did  not  terminate  with  the 
sanitary  part  of  the  question.  The  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee  was  simply  the 
abstract  question  of  the  removal  of  Smith- 
field  market.  It  was  not  called  upon  to 
choose  a  site  in  lieu  of  Smithfield  market, 
but  simply  to  give  an  aye  or  no  to  the 
question — is  it  desirable  that  the  cattle 
market  at  Smithfield  shall  be  removed? 
On  going  further  into  the  question,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  proved  by  conclusive 
evidence  that  the  space  of  Smithfield  mar- 
ket was  insufficient.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  of  the  removal  or  non- 
removal  of  Smithfield  market,  resolved  it- 
self into  a  question  of  small  area.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  area  of  Smith- 
field  market,  as  it  now  existed,  was  suffi- 
cient for  all  the  exigencies  of  the  public, 
and  moreover,  whether  facilities  existed 
for  enlarging  the  area  of  the  market  in 
its  present  situation.  For  it  must  be  re- 
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membered  that  the  population  of  the  me- 
tropolis was  largely  increased,  and  would 
continue  to  increase,  while  the  area  of  the 
market  remained  the  same.  The  hon. 
Member  then  proceeded  to  refer  to  the 
evidence  of  the  inspector  of  the  city  po- 
lice, given  before  the  Committee,  the  effect 
of  which  was  to  show  that  the  present 
area  of  the  market  was  not  sufficiently 
large.  With  respect  to  the  Motion  then 
before  the  House,  the  hon.  Member  for 
i  Lymington  had,  within  a  few  days,  since 
the  voluminous  blue  book  had  been  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House,  and  without 
giving  sufficient  time  for  the  Government 
to  form  an  opinion  upon  so  difficult  and  in- 
tricate a  subject,  proposed  an  address  to 
the  Crown,  pledging  the  Government  to 
adopt  a  decisive  course  with  respect  to  it. 
He  felt  that  it  was  impossible  to  give  his 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
or  to  give  any  other  assurance  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  than  that  they  would 
take  the  report  of  the  Committee  into  their 
consideration.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  could  hardly 
expect  the  House  to  come  to  any  decision 
on  the  subject  so  soon  after  the  report  had 
been  presented,  and  trusted  that  upon  re- 
flection the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  said,  that  he  had 
been  induced  to  adopt  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  consequence  of  the  representa- 
tion of  two  or  three  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  unless  he  brought  forward  the 
I  subject  in  the  present  Session,  the  re- 
i  port  of  the  Committee  would  £all  to  the 
ground  as  a  dead  letter.  He  had  no  wish 
to  press  the  subject  unnecessarily  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Government;  and  upon 
the  assurance  that  they  would  take  the 
subject  into  their  serious  consideration, 
he  had  no  objection  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  having  been  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  Government,  it 
would  have  been,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
taken  into  consideration  by  them.  At  the 
same  time,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood, 
that  by  undertaking  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  report  of  the  Comqpttee,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  pledge  themselves  to  the 
adoption  of  the  measures  reoommended  by 
the  Committee. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
House    adjourned    at    half  after   One 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  18,  1849. 

HiNUTRs.]    Public  Bills.— 1<*  New  Forest  and  Waltham 
Forest ;  Workhouse  Loans  (IreUnd). 

9«  Indosure  Act  (Bxtension  of  Powen). 

Reported. — Advance  of  Money  (Athlone  to  Galway  Rail- 
way);  Militia  Pay;  Collection  of  Rates  (DubUn). 

9>  Relief  of  Distreu  (Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Adminittiation  of 
Justice  (VanoouTer's  Island). 
PcTiTioNB  PBKSKifTCO.  By  Mt.  Cobdcn,  Arom  Haliikz, 
for  Universal  Suffirage ;  from  Stratton  St.  Margaret's,  for 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt  and  Hops;  from  SharebolderB 
in  the  South  Devon  Railway  Company,  against  the  Audit 
of  Railway  Accounts  Bill ;  flnom  London,  for  Recognition 
of  the  Hungarian  Republic ;  and  ttom  Machynlleth,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act->By  Mr.  Fox 
Maule,  from  Forte,  against,  and  by  Mr.  Forttrr,  in  fiip 
vour  of,  the  Marriages  Bill.— By  Lord  John  Chichester, 
fhnn  Belfast,  for  the  Cruelty  to  Animals  BilL— By  Mr. 
Hastings  Russell,  from  Bcdft>rd>  for  the  Juvenile  Oflte- 
ders  and  Small  Larcenies  BilL— By  Mr.  Spooner,  from 
Kendal,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  BilL— By  Mr.  Te- 
nison,  from  Ldtrim,  for  Repeal  of  the  Acta  9  and  10 
Vict,  c.  107  and  108.— By  Mr.  G.  Hamilton,  from  Dub* 
lin,  for  Sanitary  Measures.— By  Mr.  Hobbooae,  from  Lin- 
coln, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act ;  also  for 
the  Scientific  Societies  BUI  (1848).— By  Sir  W.  Clay,  fhnn 
the  Tower  Hamlets  Sanitary  AiM>eiation«  for  the  Removal 
of  Smithfield  Market 

SUPPLY— ORDNANCE  ESTIMATES. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Commit* 
tee  of  Supply. 

On  the  Vote  that  165,373Z.  be  granted 
to  defray  the  charge  of  salaries,  allowances, 
and  contingencies  in  the  Ordnance  Estab* 
lishments  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
Colonies, 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  should  not  oppose 
this  vote  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
wished  to  point  out  the  immense  impor- 
tance of  the  Government  making  up  their 
minds  before  Parliament  met  again  for  the 
adoption  of  some  determinate  course  with 
respect  to'  the  colonies.  The  charge  on 
the  estimates  for  stores  for  the  colonies 
was  most  extravagant.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  act  upon  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  letter  of  Earl  Grey  on  the 
subject  of  responsible  government  in 
Canada,  they  might  get  rid  of  a  lar^e 
portion  of  the  military  expenditure  in  the 
colonies,  and  more  especially  as  regarded 
ordnance  stores  and  fortifications.  It 
was  much  better  to  put  expenses  of  this 
kind  on  the  colonies,  for  by  this  means  the 
country  would  save  a  large  expenditure. 
He  was  sorry  to  find  that  the  arrangement 
recommended  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Ripon  in  1833,  with  re- 
gard to  naval  stores,  had  not  been  carried 
out,  for  there  was  now  an  immense  accu- 
mulation of  them.  He  could  tell  the  noble 
Lord  he  would  be  compelled  to  reduce  the 
public  expenditure  next  year;  and  if  he 
did  not  do  so,  somebody  would  be  found  to 
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supply  his  place  to  do  bo«     He  knew  ihaX 
the  Colonial  Department  wished  to  keep 
up  the  expenditure;  but  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when  a  change  was  imperatively  ne- 
cessary.    The  amount  of  the  expenie  of 
gunpowder  for  salutes  was  enormous,  and 
must  be  got  rid  of.      As  it  was,  a  bishop 
could  not  go  from  place  to  place  in  a  ook>nj 
without  being  received- with  a  royal  salute, 
as  if  he  was  a  member  of  the  Church  mi- 
litant.    He  had  given  notice  of  a  Motion 
for  a  return  of  the  expense  of  gunpowder 
wasted  in  Royal  salutes,  but  he  had  been 
persuaded  not  to  persist  in  his  intention; 
but  he  must  urge  upon  the  Government 
the  propriety  of  effecting  a  reduction  In 
this  respect.     Then,  again,  what  necessity 
was  there  for  the  review  at  Chatham  on 
Saturday  next,  which  would  cost   many 
thousand  pounds  ?  [Colonel  Ansoh  :  No  !] 
He  had  received  a  letter  which  stated  that 
it  would  cost  at  least  20,0001. ;  but  even  if 
it  only  cost  5,0002.  it  was  so  much  money 
thrown  away.     It  appeared  also  that  the 
cost  of  projectiles  in  the  three  years,  1833, 
1834,  and  1835,  was  3,3212.,  while  this 
charge  for  the  three  years,  1846«  1847» 
and  1848,  amounted  to  36,1282.,  which 
was  not  less  than  a  twelvefold  increase. 
Then,  again,  the  cost  of  the  modem  shdl 
was  not  less  than  Ws,  3^(2.,  while  the 
projectile  for  which  this  shell  had  been 
substituted,  would  have  cost  only  4f.  Ad. 
Everything  in  connexion  with  the  military 
establishments  appeared  to  be  carried  <m 
on  a  war  scale,  instead  of  a  period  of  peace. 
He  was  awoke  every  morning  by  the  noise 
of  drums  and  fifes,  as  if  London  was  in  a 
state  of  siege.    He  complained  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
did  not  take  upon  himself  the  responsilHlity 
of  checking  the  extravagant  expenditure 
of  the  various  departments  of  the  State, 
instead  of  leaving  it  to  their  discretion.  He 
should  not  propose  any  reduction  in  this 
vote,  but  he  must  protest  against  tiie  enor- 
mous and  useless  expenditure  on  stores. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  some  of 
the  general  principles  upon  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested  reductions,  had 
before  been  brought  under  his  notice.  Ob- 
jections had  previously  been  made  to  sa- 
lutes— and  especially  to  the  episcopal  sa- 
lutes to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred— and  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did  not 
mean  to  deny  that  some  further  economy 
might  be  practised  in  that  respect.  TBa 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  however,  never 
took  notice  of  any  changes  made  in  the 
way  of  economy.     He  (Lord  J«  Kussdl) 
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remembered  that,  during  the  war,  whea- 
ever  a  Peer  of  the  reahn  went  on  board  a 
man-of-war,  a  salute  was  fired  in  honour  of 
the  event.     Now,  these  and  many  other 
salutes     had    been    abandoned;    and    he 
thought    this    circumstance    showed   that 
there  had  been  a  disposition  to  reduce  un- 
necessary expenditure,  though  he  did  not 
deny  that  further  seductions  might  advan- 
tageously be  made.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  said  that  he  might  suppose 
he  was  living  in  a  time  of  war,  from  the 
constant  noise  of  drums  and  fifes  by  which 
he  was  annoyed.      Mr.  Burke,  however, 
entertained  a  different  taste,  for  he  stated 
that  one  of  his  reasons  for  regretting  the 
loss  of  his  office  of  Paymaster  of  the  Forces 
was,  that  he  had  no  longer  the  opportunity 
of  hearing  the  music  of  the  troops  in  the 
Park,  which  he  considered  a  very  agreeable 
sound.     But,  putting  aside  that  matter  of 
taste,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member   for 
Montrose  was  too  much  in  the  habit  of  re- 
garding all  sums  expended  upon  military 
and  naval  defeuces  as  lost,  because  this 
country  happened  to  be  at  peace  with  other 
nations.     Now,  his  hon.  Friend  very  often 
compared  the  affairs  of  the  State  to  those 
of  private  individuals ;    and  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  would  think 
of  the  wisdom  of  a  merchant  of  the  city 
of  London,  who  might  say,  "  I  have  very 
valuable  articles  in  my  warehouse;  for  thirty 
years  I  have  been  at  the  expense  of  keep- 
ing a  watchman  ;    he  has  cost  me  1,500^. 
during  that  time ;  my  property  has  always 
been  perfectly  safe,  and  therefore,  I  think 
the  money  has  been  entirely  thrown  away, 
and  I  wonH  keep  a  watchman  any  longer." 
He  did  not  think  a  person  who  so  acted 
would  be  regarded  as  pursuing  a  very  wise 
or  prudent  course  of  economy,  although  it 
might  be  perfectly  true,  as  he  had  had  a 
watchman  on  his  promises,  that  his  pro- 
perty had  never  been  plundered.     He  be- 
lieved that  that  was  just  the  case  of  this 
country,  and  he  was  by  no  means  clear 
that  if  they  had  been  entirely  defenceless 
they  would  have  continued  in  as  peaceable  a 
state  as  they  had  happily  experienced  during 
the  last  thirty  years.     He  would  not  enter 
into  any  details  with  respect  to  the  stores. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  truly  said  that  the 
Treasury  were  responsible  for  those  mat- 
ters; and  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did  not  deny 
that  responsibihty.     He  did  not  deny  that 
it  was  his  duty  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  Committee  during  the  recess,  and  at 
the  next  meeting  of  Parliament,  either  to 
josUfy  the  several  items  to  which  excep- 


tion had  been  taken,  or  to  discontinue  such 
expenditure.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  taxation,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stamford  had  staled  on  a  former  occasion 
that  since  the  conckision  of  the  war  the 
balance  between  taxes  repealed  or  reduced, 
and  taxes  imposed,  had  been  in  favour  of 
reduction  to  the  amount  of  ^,000,000^.9 
and  this  statement  had  not  been  contra- 
dicted. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH,  adverting  to 
the  efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, said,  that  no  one  had  done  more  for 
the  cause  of  economy  than  that  hon.  Mem^ 
her;  but  he  rather  frittered  away  a  good 
cause,  as  when  he  concluded  his  speech  by 
introducing  the  subject  of  saluting  the 
bishops.  There  was  undoubtedly  a  great 
case  for  economy,  and  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  did  not  deal 
with  it  fairly,  when  he  put  the  case  of  a 
private  individual  who,  having  kept  a 
watchman  for  a  number  of  years,  dismissed 
him  at  last  because  his  property  was  safe 
and  untouched.  The  Government  had 
kept  up  an  amount  of  stores  calculated  for 
the  two  years'  expenditure  of  the  last  Eu- 
ropean war.  On  what  principle  did  they 
mean  to  keep  up  that  stock  ?  Did  they 
mean  to  keep  up  sufficient  to  exterminate 
the  whole  of  Europe?  It  was  the  amount 
which  they  had  at  the  close  of  the  last 
European  war.  Could  any  war  break  out, 
on  that  immense  scale,  suddenly?  His 
noble  Friend  was  himself  the  watchman^ 
and  he  put  it  to  him  whether  it  would  not 
have  been  better  that,  during  the  30  years 
of  peace,  we  had  not  kept  these  stores, 
but  had  paid  for  them  when  they  were 
wanted  ?  They  would  have  been  bought 
at  an  enormous  expense  he  granted,  but 
not  at  such  an  enormous  expense  as  the 
expense  of  the  stores  we  had  kept.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  had 
stated  the  other  day  that  there  were  now  six 
and  a  half  millions  of  stores  in  our  posses- 
sion. This  was  not  all;  there  was  the  ex- 
pense of  the  stores,  of  warehouses,  of  es- 
tablishments, the  waste  of  perishable  ma- 
terials, and  not  only  this,  but  there  was^ 
in  the  present  state  of  civilisation,  always 
something  new  coming  out,  which  made  all 
the  old  stores  absolutely  useless.  The  im- 
provement of  d^onating  |l{dcB  made  flint 
and  steel  useless.  The  SW  armaments 
made  the  old  armaments  useless.  Some 
new  improvements  might  arise  in  another 
two  years;  therefore,  it  was  impossible  to 
exaggerate  the  mischief  of  keeping  an  en- 
ormous amount  of  stores,  and  that  would 
S  2 
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be  the  case  as  long  as  the  Treasorr  ab-   tamiDg  troops  and  bairaeks.     The  estab- 


fetained  from  interferiDg;  and  it  was  impor- 
taot  that  the  control  of  the  Committee 
should  be  most  strict  and  ligilant  in  ererj 
individual  case.  He  Ten  tared  to  saj  this 
the  more  strongly,  because,  although  it 
had  been  constantlj  repeated  in  the  reports 
of  the  Committee,  it  had  been  constantlj 
disregarded.  Be  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend,  as  the  watchman  of  the  public  ex- 
penditure, would  take  care  that  this  con- 
trol was  not  hereafter  neglected.     There 


lishment  of  barraclis  ought  to  be  maintaiii- 
ed  bj  the  colonies  themselres  in  aU  in- 
stances, where  the  colonies  could  be  fairlj 
called  colonies.  .  Bj  some  such  proceeding 
as  this,  the  noble  Lord  might  fairlj  ascer- 
tain what  stores  could  be  reduced  in  the 
colonies.  In  manj  cases  GoTemment 
might,  with  considerable  advantage,  send 
out  a  local  commission,  limited  in  point  of 
time  and  expense,  but  desired  to  report  on 
the  necessitj  of  maintaining  these  estab- 


were  enormous  difficulties  in  establishing  lishments,  and  the  enormous  amonnt    of 

this  control,  not  so  much  at  home,  but  in  stores.     It  was  not  to  be  expected  that 

the  colonies;  and  one  of  the  most  impor-  thej  could  get  such  iuTalnable  gentlemen 

tant  points  to  which  thej  could  turn  their  to  do  this  as  had  given  their  evidence  be- 

attention  was  the  question  of  colonial  ex-  fore  the  Committee,  but  thej  might  get 


penditure.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose said,  that  the  Colonial  Office  was 
alwajs  anxious  to  keep  the  colonies 
leading  strings.  This  was  an  expenditure 
which  the  colonies  were  verj  wUling  the 
mother  country  should  advance  for  them; 
but  what  he  wanted  was,  that  thej  should 
take  care  of  the  desire  of  the  colonies  to 
get  out  of  leading  strings,  and  tell  them 
that  the  onlj  waj  of  getting  out  of  that 
control  was  to  take  on  themselves  the 
manlj  course  of  defending  themselves. 
That  was  the  bargain  thej  should  make 
with  anj  of  their  colonics.  If  thev  meant 
to  maintain  establishments  in  the  colonies, 
it  was  difficult  to  maintain  them  and  keep 


persons  independent  of  official  controL  He 
doubted  whether  it  could  otherwise  be  done 
in  in  the  colonies,  because  Government  had 
onlj  the  means  of  obtaining  the  expenses 
from  the  storekeepers  themselves.  He 
was  speaking  entirelj  of  the  approaching 
Session,  because  he  still  entertained  an 
opinion,  that  upon  the  present  report  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
proceed.  The  general  opinion  of  the  noUe 
Chairman  and  of  most  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee  was,  that  thej  should  not 
proceed  this  Session.  He  hoped  that  bj 
that  time  Government  themselves  would 
have  considered  these  questions. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  conceived  that  his 


them  down.  Thej  could  onlj  applj  to  the  right  hon.  Friend  had  misunderstood  what 
storekeepers  themselves,  who  were  inte-  had  fallen  from  him.  He  had  given  no 
rested  in  keeping  up  these  stores.  It  was  opinion  as  to  the  present  expenditure,  but 
natural,  these  gentlemen  might  verj  rea-  his  remarks  applied  to  the  general  doctrine 
sonablj  saj,  that  nothing  was  so  essential ,  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
as  to  keep  up  the  amount  of  stores  in  the  seemed  to  adopt,  namelj,  because  this  was 
colonies.  In  Canada,  thej  could  make  a  time  of  peace  thej  should  make  no  pre- 
out  a  capital  case — thej  could  saj  that  paration  for  a  time  of  war.  The  question 
there  might  be  a  border  warfare  in  Canada  of  stores  was  too  large  for  him  then  to  go 
— that  thej  were  responsible  for  the  stores  into,  and  he  should  reserve  the  expression 
being  in  hand  and  readj  for  use.  Look  at  of  opinion  on  it  until  he  had  examined  well 
the  case  which  occurred  in  1846.  There  the  subject.  He  certainlj  had  never  meant 
was  alarm  about  the  Oregon  mountains,  to  saj  that  the  present  amount  of  stores 
Immediatelj  thej  set  to  work  to  multiplj  could  not  be  reduced, 
stores,  and  the  fortifications  were  under-  Mr.  HUME  said,  that  what  he  corn- 
taken.  The  Ministrj  changed,  and  al-  plained  of  was,  that  thej  should  have  large 
though  at  the  expiration  of  the  Ministrj,  establishments  from  which  thej  derived  no 
the  verj  last  words  which  the  right  hon.  benefit.  If  the  noble  Lord  was  a  merchant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamworth  ut-  >  of  the  citj  of  London,  and  found  one 
tered  were,  **  The  Oregon  question  is  at ;  watchman  capable  of  keeping  his  ware- 
an  end,"  the  fortifications  were  not  jet  at ,  house  from  being  robbed,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
an  end,    and  tne  expenses   were   not  at   would  accuse   him  of  extravagance,  if  he 

found  that  in  the  following  jear  he  had 


an  end.  If  the  noble  Lord  was  not  pre- 
pared to  go  the  length  of  throwing  on  the 
colonies   the  expenses   of   their   own   de- 


added  two  or  three  watchmen  more.  Every 
Committee  which  had  sat  in  the  House, 


fences,  he  hoped  he  would  go  the  length  i  from   Lord   Castlereagh's  in   1816,  1817, 
of  making  them  paj  the  expense  of  main-  j  and  1819,  to  the  Committees  in  1825  and 
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1828,  had  recommended  that  they  should 
have,  during  peace,  the  lowest  possihle 
establishments,  in  order  that  they  might 
husband  their  resources,  and  be  prepared, 
if  necessary,  for  war  ;  instead  of  which 
they  were  now  going  to  the  utmost  of  their 
tether,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
not  having  any  surplus. 

Mr.  COBDENsaid,  that  his  experience, 
as  a  man  of  business,  and  from  what  he 
had  seen  of  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, was,  that  Government  was  under  a 
great  delusion  as  to  the  way  in  which  they 
carried  on  the  manufacturing  establish- 
ments in  every  branch  of  the  service. 
They  had  no  notion  of  what  things  cost 
when  they  manufactured  themselves  ;  the 
mode  in  which  the  parties  having  the  su- 
perintendence made  their  report,  was 
utterly  fallacious,  not  worth  one  farthing. 
Take  the  case  of  powder.  Gentlemen 
brought  in  a  very  detailed  account  before 
the  Committee,  to  show  that  powder  could 
be  made  at  something  less  than  it  could  be 
hought  from  a  private  dealer.  He  took 
the  opportunity  of  questioning  these  gen- 
tlemen as  to  the  mode  in  which  they  as- 
certained the  cost  of  this  powder.  He  found 
that  nothing  was  put  down  for  the  cost  of 
the  plant  ;  nothing  was  put  down  for  the 
interest  of  houses  or  cottages  connected 
with  the  plant ;  nothing  was  put  down  for 
the  interest  of  the  money  embarked  in  the 
floating  stock.  There  were  100,000  lbs. 
of  saltpetre  and  brimstone — no  account 
was  taken  of  the  interest  of  the  money  so 
invested.  He  thought  the  parties  them- 
selves were  very  well  safisfied  before  they 
left  the  Committee  that  their  calculations 
were  fallacious  ;  but  he  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  there  was  nothing  that  could 
not  be  procured  from  private  enterprise  at 
a  cheaper  rate  than  Government  could 
manufacture  it.  He  could  make  no  excep- 
tion of  gunpowder.  It  was  said  that  it 
was  necessary  to  have  a  manufactory  to 
check  the  private  manufacturer.  He  ap- 
prehended that  that  might  be  done  by  a 
laboratory.  He  maintained  that  you  might 
have  any  thing  by  private  enterprise,  as 
good  and  as  cheap  as  Government  could 
manufacture  it.  There  was  another  manu- 
facture which  you  earned  on  ;  that  of  the 
brass  ordnance.  You  said  that  you  could 
not  get  brass  ordnance  that  you  could  rely 
upon.  He  thought  it  was  a  great  stigma  on 
the  character  of  brassfounders  if  such  were 
the  fact ;  but  he  doubted  it.  He  believed 
that  there  was  nothing  which  you  could 
not  have,  if  you  gave  a  contract  price  for 


it,  and  subjected  it  to  competition  ;  and 
he  would  recommend  Government,  in  all 
cases,  to  endeavour,  as  much  as  possible, 
to  cease  to  be  manufacturers.  On  the 
Ordnance  inquiry,  he  was  astonished  at  the 
loose  way  in  which  this  was  carried  on, 
and  at  the  enormous  expense  of  establish- 
ments for  superintendents,  they  not  hav- 
ing, frequently,  the  slightest  knowledge  of 
the  work  they  were  superintending.  We 
were  told  that  the  Government  were  going 
to  assist  railways  in  taking  stock.  Before 
they  did  that,  he  recommended  them  to 
amend  the  mode  of  taking  stock  in  their 
own  establishments.  One  word  as  to  the 
stores  on  hand  ;  he  would  not  dwell  upon 
it,  because  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  anticipated  him  in  what 
he  had  to  say.  The  number  of  the  Ord- 
nance establishments  in  England  was 
thirty-five.  That  number  was  fixed  before 
the  present  means  of  rapid  communication 
existed,  which  now  enabled  us  to  carry 
anything  to  any  part  of  the  kingdom  in 
fourteen  or  fifteen  hours  ;  and  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Committee  that 
great  saving  might  be  effected  by  dimin- 
ishing the  number  of  the  Ordnance  esta- 
blishments ;  by  doing  what  private  dealers 
and  merchants  were  doing — diminishing 
the  quantity  of  stock,  in  consequence  of 
the  facility  of  recruiting  stock,  and  also 
diminishing  the  number  of  stores  where 
they  kept  stocks  in  consequence  of  the  fa- 
cility of  getting  stock  from  the  central 
dep6t.  With  the  electric  telegraph  and 
railways  they  might  order  any  quantity  of 
stock  they  liked  from  Woolwich  or  the 
Tower,  and  might  get  it  to  any  part  of 
Scotland  in  fifteen  hours ;  and  he  did 
think,  that  to  keep  up  storekeeper,  deputy- 
storekeepers,  and  all  that  class  of  gentry, 
was  unnecessary.  This  vote  embraced  all 
establishments  in  the  colonies,  and  he  con- 
curred in  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton that  that  was  a  department  to  be 
looked  into,  if  hon.  Members  who  asked 
for  a  reduction  in  the  expenditure  were 
desirous  to  effect  their  object.  It  could 
only  be  done  by  going  to  that  branch  of 
the  public  service  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Southwark  had  lately 
brought  under  the  conBiApation  of  the 
House — he  alluded  to  the  question  of  the 
colonies,  and  how  they  were  to  be  go- 
verned. They  were  spending  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  not  only  in  their  colo- 
nies, but  also  in  their  military  establish- 
ments.    Take  Gibraltar— Gibraltar  might 
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he  in  the  estimation  of  most  people  a  rerr 
important  militaiy  station,  bat  ereir  bodr 
would  admit  that  the  price  paid  for  Gib- 
raltar was  too  much.  During  the  last 
twenty  rears  we  had  expended  an  enormons 
smn  in  adding  to  the  fortifications.  Al- 
though thej  might  not  be  militanr  men, 
thej  would  all  agree,  as  cifilians,  that 
there  was  a  point  berond  which  it  was  not 
worth  going.  Let  him  not  be  told  that  he 
wanted  to  dismantle  Gibraltar — he  was 
merelj  desirous  to  diminish  the  immense 
amount  of  erpenditore.  There  was  Hong- 
Kong  ;  during  the  last  four  Tears  we  had 
spent  on  that  pestiferous  rock  123,00C^. 
This  reminded  him  of  a  passage  in  the 
writings  of  the  late  SjdneT  Smith,  which, 
although  written  twentj  jears  ago,  seemed 
to  be  written  on  the  present  GoTcmment. 
He  said — 

"  The  worid  nerer  jret  saw  to  extniTagant  a  Go- 
TvmmeDt  as  the  Goremment  of  England.  Not 
onlj  is  ecoDomj  not  practised  but  it  is  despiwd  : 
and  the  idea  of  it  connected  with  dLsaifection,  Ja- 
cobinism, and  Joseph  Unme.  Ererr  rock  on  the 
ocean  where  a  cormorant  can  perch  is  occupied  bj 
our  troops — has  a  p>Temor,  depatr-govemor, 
storekeeper,  and  depotr-storekeeper,  and  will  soon 
hare  an  archdeacon  and  a  bishop.  Militarj  col- 
leges, with  thirtj-fimr  profeMors,  educating  seTen- 
teen  ensigns  per  annum,  being  half  an  ensign  for 
each  profe*»r,  with  everr  species  of  nonsense, 
athletic,  sartorial,  and  plomigerons.  A  just  and 
necessarr  war  costs  this  coontrr  about  one  hon- 
dred  poonds  a  minate  ;  whipcord,  fifteen  thousand 
pounds  ;  red  Upe,  teren  thousand  pounds ;  lace 
lor  drummers  and  fifers  nineteen  thousand 
pounds  ;  a  pension  to  one  man  who  has  broken 
his  head  at  the  pole  :  to  another  who  has  shat- 
tered his  leg  at  the  equator ;  subsidies  to  Persia  ; 
secret  serrice  monej  to  Thibet ;  an  annuity  to 
Ladf  Henrr  somebody  and  her  seren  daughters, 
the  hu»band  being  shot  at  some  place  where  we 
nerer  ought  to  have  had  anj  soldiers  at  all ;  and 
the  elder  brother  returning  four  Members  to  Par- 
liament— such  a  scene  of  extraTagance,  corrup- 
tion, and  expense,  as  must  paralyse  the  industry 
and  mar  the  fortunes  of  the  most  industrious 
spirited  people  that  ever  existed." 

He  thought  that  applied  with  more  force 
at  the  present  moment,  for  we  seemed  to 
bo  seized  with  a  mania  that  there  could 
not  be  a  barren  rock  on  the  earth's  sur- 
face where  it  was  not  to  our  profit  and  ad- 
Tantage  to  go  and  plant,  first  of  all,  a  body 
of  forces,  and  then  all  the  concomitant  ex- 
penses of  ordnance  storekeepers.  He  need 
only  point  to  Iftbuan.  Last  jear  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  before  there  was  an  in- 
habitant, took  up  his  pen  and  brought  be- 
fore the  House  an  establishment  of  1,000 
or  1,200  persons,  consisting  of  postmaster, 
police  officers,  deputj-govemor,  and  all 
the  paraphernalia  of  a  settled  and  cifilised 


dominion,  \llth  regard  to  tlie  stores,  lie 
wished  to  point  out  one  or  two  examples, 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  would  at  once  under- 
stand, and  which  confirmed  the  remmrks 
made  bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  To  show  tlie 
immense  amount  of  stores  we  kepi  on 
hand,  hon.  Gentlemen  wosld  bj-snd-kj 
receiTC  an  appendix  to  the  report,  witk  tlie 
cTidence,  and  statistics,  and  details.  We 
had  in  hand  142,000  pikes;  we  ddHered 
out  for  use,  3,000.  So  that  we  had  is 
hand  a  consumption  of  fortr-ieren  Tears  of 
pikes.  We  had  170,000  hayresacks  in 
store,  perishable  articles;  we  ddivered  e«i 
annuallj  7,000,  snd  had  twentj-fonr  jtmn* 
supply  of  harresacks.  There  were  24,000 
kettles;  we  consumed  3,000  kettles  a  year, 
so  that  we  had  eight  rears'  consmnptHMi  of 
kettles.  We  had  1,200,000  sand  bags  m 
store,  and  deliyered  out  35,000,  and  bad 
thirty-four  years'  supply  of  sand  bags. 
These  were  all  perisbable  stores.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
Northampton  had  stated  to  the  House  ens 
of  the  erils  arising  from  keeping  this  ini» 
mense  amoimt  of  stores,  namdy,  that 
changes  took  place  in  the  constraedon  of 
arms,  and  that  all  the  stock  in  hand  would 
become  obsoleto.  He  would  giro  an  iUos- 
tration  of  that.  In  the  year  1S35  we  bad 
238  percussion  muskets  in  store.  We  be- 
gan in  1835  to  adopt  percussion  moskets, 
but  we  had  in  store  448,000  fiini  moskets. 
The  448,000  flint  muskets  beeame  saper- 
seded  by  the  percossion  muskets.  It  would 
not  hare  been  advisable  to  hare  had  a  flint 
musket  in  store  at  all,  and  notwithstanding 
we  had  been  going  on  gradually  ad<^ting 
percussion  mtiskets,  still  he  foond  that  we 
had  now  in  store  165,000  flint  moskets, 
and  he  believed  200,000  were  bonit  in  tbe 
Tower.  That  was  not  all.  We  bad  horn 
30,000,000  to  40,000,000  of  flint  eari- 
ridges  made  up.  We  had  30,000,000  of 
flint  cartridges  now  in  store.  These 
were  not  adapted  for  percussion  muskets. 
This  showed  the  absurdity  of  keeping  np 
such  an  enormous  amount  of  stores.  Take 
the  article  of  cannon.  When  we  adopted 
the  change  of  our  armament,  we  fomid 
that  the  French  began  to  adopt  32-poanders 
as  the  only  calibre  of  guns  to  be  used.  In- 
stantly your  carronades  and  all  jour  guns 
of  small  calibre  were  superseded.  They 
had  it  in  evidence  that  20,000  cannons  be- 
came useless  by  the  adoption  of  this  hearier 
armament.  He  was  speaking  of  actual 
facts  and  statistics  which  they  woold  all 
have  before  them.     It  required  no  skill  in 
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military  knowledge  to  be  able  to  deal  with 
these  facts;  it  only  showed  the  worse  than 
uselessness  of  keeping  such  large  stores  in 
hand.  No  private  individual  would  do  it. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  had  said,  constant  disco- 
veries were  making.  We  had  not  arrived 
at  the  end  of  discoveries.  He  saw,  from 
the  newspapers,  that  in  Prussia  they  had 
adopted  fi  musket  with  a  long  range — 500 
yards — and  he  saw  that  experiments  were 
being  made  at  Chatham  on  that  subject. 
If  they  should  be  adopted,  all  the  store  of 
muskets  would  be  useless.  Why  did  they 
keep  such  stores  in  this  country  with  such 
mighty  resources?  There  was  nothing 
that  you  could  not  get  in  this  country  to 
almost  any  extent  in  two  years;  if  you  paid 
the  price,  you  might  get  it  in  a  very  few 
months.  It  was  hardly  possible  to  conceive 
the  amount  of  armament  which  might  be 
got  by  private  enterprise,  if  the  Govern- 
ment only  gave  such  a  price  as  would  divert 
the  industry  of  the  country  into  that  chan- 
nel; and  was  it  not  far  more  desirable  that 
you  should  have  to  pay,  when  the  time 
came,  a  little  more  for  your  stores,  than 
that  you  should  go  on  wasting  the  capital 
of  this  country  by  making  what  was  not 
wanted  ?  It  was  stated  before  the  Com- 
mittee by  one  of  the  witnesses,  that  if 
you  chose  to  give  him  a  small  addi- 
tional price,  you  might  get  4,000  32- 
pounders  in  one  week.  It  was  clear  that 
you  might  get  20,000  or  30,000  bar- 
rels of  gunpowder  in  another,  if  you  chose 
to  pay  a  little  extra  price.  What  was  the 
effect  of  keeping  this  enormous  amount  of 
stores  ?  Last  year  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  disposed  of  old  stores  to  the 
amount  of  480,000?.  He  did  not  say  it 
was  the  Ordnance;  and  this  year  he  had 
tak^n  credit  in  the  budget  for  a  sum  that 
amounted  to  1,960,000?.  He  asked  the 
House  how  much  did  that  cost  ?  He  had 
no  doubt  that  these  stores  cost  3,000,000?. 
at  least.  It  was  to  prevent  the  necessity 
of  these  transactions  that  he  wished  Go- 
vernment to  direct  their  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  keeping  a  much  smaller  stock 
of  stores;  and  as  to  a  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  as  to  the 
eourse  which  Earl  Grey  was  disposed  to 
take  on  the  colonies,  ho  thought  that  when 
they  found  a  Minister  disposed  to  go  in  the 
right  direction,  they  ought  to  encourage 
him  in  that  course;  and  it  would  be  found 
that  Earl  Grey  had  stated  in  his  evidence 
his  determination  to  begin  with  the  Aus- 
tralian colonies;  he  had  given  notice  to  the 


Australian  colonies — that  was  to  say,  to 
South  Australia,  New  South  Wales,  and 
Melbourne — that  after  the  beginning  of  the 
next  financial  year,  they  must  be  prepared 
to  take  on  themselves  the  barracks  and 
ordnance  stores,  and  supply  the  troops  with 
stores  in  future.  He  thought  that  was  ,a 
very  good  principle  to  begin  with;  but  h© 
thought  the  noble  Lord  might  be  encour- 
aged to  carry  out  that  principle  further. 
He  thought  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  Ca- 
nada above  all.  There  was  a  colony  to 
which  they  had  given  independence  to  all 
practical  purposes.  What  had  they  done  ? 
They  had  told  the  Canadians  that  they 
should  regulate  their  own  affairs;  they  had 
given  them  the  power  over  their  waste 
lands.  The  Government  of  Canada  had 
the  absolute  control  of  the  waste  lands. 
They  could  put  a  tax  on  the  emigrants 
from  this  country,  as  they  did  last  year, 
to  three  times  the  amount  of  the  emigrant 
tax  paid  at  New  York;  and  they  positively 
had  put  on  a  prohibitory  tax  against  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  emigrants.  One  of  the  Min- 
isters of  Canada  was  now  in  this  country 
negotiating  a  loan.  They  did  not  come  to 
Parliament  to  ask  for  its  authority.  Thero 
was  Canada  in  the  market,  negotiating  on 
her  own  resources — on  her  own  responsi- 
bility, without  consulting  England.  No 
other  part  of  this  empire  could  raise  one 
farthing  without  coming  to  this  House  for 
power  to  do  so.  Did  he  complain  of  this? 
No;  he  said  that  the  only  way  in  which 
you  could  keep  the  connexion  which  alone 
was  useful  between  England  and  the  co- 
lony, was  to  give  to  a  community  like  that 
of  Canada,  with  a  population  of  1,500,000 
of  people,  the  fullest  amoimt  of  local  self- 
government;  but  when  he  said  that,  whilst 
he  was  for  the  most  perfect  freedom  un- 
grudgingly on  the  one  hand,  he  said  to 
them  on  the  other,  "  You  will  allow  us  to 
act  as  in  the  case  of  an  individual;  when  a 
young  man  rises  to  manhood,  and  sets  up 
for  himself,  he  can  no  longer  expect  that 
his  aged  parent  should  pay  his  expenses." 
Therefore,  when  he  gave  these  helps,  he 
asked  it  of  the  men  of  Canada,  as  men  of 
spirit  and  honour,  to  except  us  from  any 
further  charge  of  their  establishments. 
They  were  willing  to  do  it,  but  they  would 
not  do  it  in  our  way.  Tl^y  were  not  will- 
ing to  take  our  ordnance  Stores  and  under- 
take to  keep  them  in  the  way  in  which  we 
had  kept  them.  He  was  speaking  the 
other  day  to  an  eminent  public  man  of 
Canada,  and  said,  "  Would  you  be  pre- 
pared to  take  charge  of  the  ordnance  stores 
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in  Canada  ?  There  are  650,000Z.  of  ord- 
nance stores  in  Canada,  kept  up  in  half  a 
dozen  places  for  masters,  and  storekeepers, 
clerks,  and  the  rest:  would  you  be  dis- 
posed to  take  these  stores  as  at  present, 
and  keep  them  up?"  He  laughed  in  his 
face,  and  said,  **  Do  you  think  we  are  go- 
ing to  keep  up  these  stores  in  the  way  you 
keep  them  up?  Two-thirds  havo  been 
jobbing  and  waste."  Then  he  spoke  about 
the  army,  and  said  that  if  they  kept  an 
army,  it  would  not  bo  on  the  extravagant 
footing  of  England.  They  must  be  pre- 
pared to  defend  themselves,  to  keep  up 
their  military  force  for  their  own  internal 
peace,  and  they  must  not  expect  us  to  pay 
a  farthing.  He  laid  that  down  as  a  prin- 
ciple which  he  was  quite  sure  the  country 
would  be  prepared  to  arrive  at.  He  did 
not  ask  Earl  Grey  to  say  that  he  was  go- 
ing to  do  that;  he  only  advocated  it  as  a 
principle,  that  not  one  farthing  of  expense 
must  ultimately  be  incurred  for  the  mili- 
tary establishments  of  Canada.  We  had 
8,000  troops  in  North  America,  where 
there  were  less  than  2,000,000  of  people. 
The  United  States  had  9,000  troops  with 
20,000,000  of  people,  with  a  frontier  of 
Indians  whom  the  troops  had  to  control. 
We  had  650,000^.  of  ordnance  stores. 
The  American  Government,  if  they  kept 
up  a  similar  proportion  for  20,000,000  of 
inhabitants,  would  keep  up  something  like 
8,000,0002.  worth  of  stores;  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  United  States  had  a 
greater  amount  of  stores  in  all  their  terri- 
tories than  we  had  in  Canada.  He  felt 
quite  sure  that  the  country  would  expect 
(for  they  were  only  on  the  eve  of  this  dis- 
cussion) that  before  the  next  meeting  of 
Parliament  Government  would  be  prepared 
to  take  steps  to  reduce  the  expenditure, 
and  it  could  be  mainly  done  in  remodel- 
ling the  armament.  It  does  not  do  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  say,  **  Do  not  act  as  a  pri- 
vate individual  who  would  discharge  the 
watchman  who  had  prevented  him  from 
being  attacked."  What  was  complained 
of  was  this,  that  whilst  the  Government 
havo  been  telling  us,  every  year,  that  we 
were  on  the  most  friendly  terms  with  foreign- 
ers,  we  have  doubled  the  expenses  of  the 
Ordnance  since  1835;  we  voted  double  the 
amount  last  year  that  was  voted  in  1835  ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  like  the  case  of  a  mer- 
chant who  after  fifteen  years  doubled  the 
number  of  his  watchmen :  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion whether  we  are  going  to  discharge  the 
watchman.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  we 
have  diminished  the  nominal  rate  of  taxa- 


tion to  the  amount  of  thirty-nine  millions. 
He  forgets  that  it  was  done  by  shifting  the 
taxation,  so  that  the  old  taxes  have  become 
much  more  productive.  The  question  is 
not  how  we  have  shifted  the  taxation ,  but 
how  much  we  have  expended,  and  how 
much  do  we  collect  from  the  people.  He 
must  tell  the  noble  Lord,  as  he  told  him 
before,  that  we  were  now  collecting  five 
millions  more  taxes  than  we  did  when  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  was  Prime  Minister, 
before  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
admitted  the  advantage  of  shifting  the 
taxation.  He  concurred  that  by  this  scien- 
tific arrangement  of  taxation,  which  was 
created  by  Mr.  Huskisson,  the  people  of 
this  country  bear  a  larger  amount  of  taxa- 
tion than  the  people  of  any  other  country, 
and  he  attributed  this  to  the  scientific  ef- 
forts made  by  those  statesmen  who  shifted 
and  changed  the  taxation  of  the  country; 
but  the  burden  remained ;  and  the  people 
wish  to  diminish  the  burden,  and  he  could 
see  no  reason  why,  before  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Parliament,  the  country  should  not 
expect  a  large  reduction. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  without  complain- 
ing of  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  his  remarks,  could  not 
allow  them  to  pass  entirely  without  com- 
ment, because  the  question  raised  bj  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  one  which  con- 
cerned the  present  Government,  or  any 
other  Government  in  particular,  but  was  a 
very  important  question  as  relating  to  the 
position  of  this  empire.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man began  by  saying  that  the  inquiry  he- 
fore  the  Ordnance  Committee  had  con- 
firmed his  anticipation,  that  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  undertake  the  manufacture  of 
any  particular  article  was  a  very  wasteful 
and  extravagant  course,  and  that  it  would 
be  far  better  to  go  to  private  dealers  for 
any  stores  which  might  be  required.  Upon 
this  point,  he  quite  admitted  that  the  gene- 
ral rule  should  be  contract  with  the  priyate 
dealer,  and  that  the  onus  probandi  was  on 
the  Government,  if  they  thought,  that, 
with  respect  to  any  particular  article, 
there  would  be  a  disadvantage  in  obtain- 
ing it  from  private  dealers,  and  tiiat  it 
would  be  more  convenient  for  the  country 
to  have  a  manufactory  of  its  own.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say,  with  respect  to  some 
of  these  articles,  which  were  essential  for 
maintaining  the  defence  of  the  country 
and  its  possessions  in  time  of  war,  that 
there  was  no  necessity  to  keep  up  stores 
of  them  because  in  two  years  the  required 
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quantity  could  be  produced  by  a  private 
manufacturer,  or  because  in  course  of 
time  tbe  stores  migbt  be  superseded  by 
some  otber  invention,  be  thougbt  tbe  argu- 
ment was  carried  to  an  extreme.  If,  upon 
a  war  breaking  out,  sucb  as  occurred  after 
tbe  peace  of  Amiens,  and  if,  upon  this 
country  being  placed  in  hostility  with  such 
a  nation  as  France,  or  any  other  powerful 
State,  the  Minister  should  say  to  Parlia- 
ment that  such  an  insult  had  been  offered 
to  this  country,  and  such  an  aggression 
made  upon  it,  that  it  was  impossible  to  re- 
main at  peace,  but  that  he  was  sorry  that 
he  should  not  be  able  to  oppose  the 
aggression  in  less  than  two  years;  be 
thought  the  country  would  hold  the  Min- 
ister as  greatly  to  blame  if  the  country 
could  not  be  in  a  state  of  defence  in  less 
than  that  time.  With  respect  to  the  colo- 
nies, he  likewise  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  general  principle.  The 
bon.  Gentleman's  principle  was,  with  re- 
spect to  the  defence  of  our  colonies,  that 
great  part  of  the  expense  of  it,  at  all  events, 
should  be  thrown  on  the  colonies  them- 
selves. Earl  Grey,  on  coming  into  his 
present  office,  adopted  that  principle  as 
one  which  ought  to  be  followed  in  future; 
and  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  should  have  no 
difficulty  in  concurring  with  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman in  that  respect;  for  when  he  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
were  in  the  Colonial  Office,  there  arrived 
an  application  for  having  the  harbour  of 
Sydney,  in  New  South  Wales  put  in  a 
state  of  defence;  and  he  said,  as  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was  aware, 
that  with  respect  to  the  old  defences  there 
might  be  a  difficulty  in  not  proceeding  with 
them,  but  with  respect  to  Sydney  the  co- 
lonists should  make  those  defences  them- 
selves. But  he  certainly  might  differ  from 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman,  if  he  were  to  push 
that  principle,  as  he  had  others,  to  an  ex- 
treme, applying  it  to  a  colony  with  respect 
to  which  this  country  had  been  accustomed 
to  undertake  the  defences,  and  where  we 
bad  fortifications,  as  at  Quebec.  If  we 
were  on  a  sudden  to  say  to  the  province 
of  Canada,  for  instance,  **  We  mean  no 
longer  to  undertake  those  defences,  and 
that  the  troops  and  force  necessary  to  de- 
fend the  citadel  of  Quebec  must  in  future 
be  furnished  by  the  province,"  he  feared 
that  such  a  declaration  would  be  considered 
as  an  abandonment  of  the  connexion  with 
that  colony :  and  the  colonists  might  say, 
•*  It  is  true  that  we  have  got  a  representa- 
tive constitution,  but  still  we  reckon  the 


province  as  part  of  the  British  empire; 
nevertheless,  if  we  are  to  gain  no  advan- 
tage  from  the  connexion,  let  us  be  totally 
independent  of  British  connexion,  and  de- 
cide with  what  other  country  we  shall  bo 
connected."  He  thought  true  wisdom 
consisted  in  steering  between  these  ex- 
tremes. He  could  not  defend  any  un- 
necessary or  wasteful  expenditure,  having 
too  great  an  amount  of  stores,  or  making 
large  and  new  fortifications  in  Canada; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  that 
tbe  course  hitherto  pursued  should  not  be 
at  once  abandoned,  and  they  should  not 
give  the  colonies  reason  to  believe  that, 
if  attacked,  this  country  would  not  defend 
them.  It  should  not,  then,  be  expected 
that  the  Government  were  going  in  tbe 
next  Session  to  adopt  such  a  principle  as 
migbt  tend  to  cut  short  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  colonies  and  the  mother  country. 
There  were  large  and  important  questions 
connected  with  the  colonies,  which  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Parliament  were  bound 
to  consider.  The  adoption  of  principles 
which  put  an  end  to  colonial  protection  and 
monopoly — the  adoption  of  various  other 
measures,  giving  the  colonies  greater  free- 
dom and  constitutional  representation — all 
these  had  led  to  a  new  construction  of  the 
connexion  between  them  and  the  mother 
country;  and  he  believed  that,  if  that  tran- 
sition were  conducted  with  prudence,  if 
nothing  were  abruptly  done,  and  if  it  were 
shown,  at  the  same  time,  that  those  new 
measures  would  be  an  advantage  to  the 
colonies  and  to  the  mother  country,  the 
connexion  might  be  more  firm  and  more 
strongly  based  than  hitherto  on  the  inter- 
ests of  both.  In  connexion  with  these  sub- 
jects, he  should  be  afraid  of  undertaking 
anything  which  might  lead  to  the  belief  in 
the  colonies  that  this  conntry  no  longer  cared 
about  its  colonial  empire,  and  was  utterly 
indifferent  as  to  the  nature  of  the  connexion 
existing  between  it  and  its  dependencies. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  rather  un- 
fair in  one  remark  in  reference  to  the  Co- 
lonial Secretary.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Colonial  Secretary  took  up 
his  pen  and  created  an  establishment  for  a 
colony,  without  considering  the  consequen- 
ces in  the  shape  of  annual  charge  to  the 
country.  With  respect  to  one  particular 
colony,  the  charge  against  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department 
had  been  of  an  opposite  nature.  In  re- 
ference to  that  island,  his  noble  Friend 
said,  *'  I  am  in  favour  of  colonisation,  but 
I  will  not  undei*take  to  bring  forward  any 
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expensive  estimates  for  governor,  store- 
keepers, and  other  officers ;"  and  his  nohle 
Friend  had  heen  more  attacked  for  that 
than  any  other  conduct.  Equally  unjust 
was  it  to  represent  that  either  bis  noble 
Friend  or  the  Goyernment  wished-  to  keep 
the  colonies  in  leading  strings;  for  all  they 
wanted  to  do  was  to  give  them  greater 
freedom  and  representative  institutions. 
The  whole  question  connected  with  the 
colonies  would  be  maturely  considered  by 
the  Government;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
House,  next  year,  would  consider  it  with 
the  view,  on  tne  one  hand,  of  placing  on 
this  country  no  imnecessary  expenditure ; 
and,  on  the  other,  of  endeavouring  fairly, 
and  with  good  will  towards  the  colonies, 
to  maintain  the  connexion,  which  was  hon- 
ourable both  to  them  and  to  the  mother 
country,  and  which,  in  his  belief,  tended 
not  only  to  promote  the  greatness  of  this 
empire,  but  the  cause  of  civilisation. 

Mr.  COBDBN  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  imadne  that  he,  as  a  man  of 
business,  could  have  contended  that  no 
stock  of  stores  was  necessary.  All  he 
had  argued  against  was  the  excess,  and 
yet  the  noble  Lord  had  spoken  as  if  he 
(Mr.  Cobden)  had  argued  against  stores 
altogether.  With  regard  to  Earl  Grey, 
ho  quite  agreed  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  that  in  the  case  of  Vancouver's 
Island,  Earl  Grey  was  anxious  to  save  the 
public  money ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Cobden)  had  never  joined  in  the  attacks 
against  his  Lordship,  although  not  perhaps 
thinking  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
were  the  best  governors  that  could  have 
been  selected.  He  might  say  generally 
that  he  had  a  high  admiration,  not  only 
for  the  talents,  but  for  the  noble  principles 
of  Earl  Grey.  Ho  had  a  high  opinion  of 
his  Lordship's  intelligence  and  understand- 
ing, and  he  looked  to  him  for  great  and 
beneficial  changes  in  our  colonial  system. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  that  as  regarded  the 
colonies,  they  could  not  introduce  new 
principles  at  once,  but  that  such  things 
must  be  done  by  degrees,  and  by  a  gradual 
preparation  for  the  changes.  He  had 
merely  risen,  however,  to  say  a  word  as  to 
the  question  of  ordnance  stores,  to  which 
he  had  already  called  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  which  had  been  sitting  upon 
these  estimates.  He  was  persuaded  that 
till  the  Government  should  have  devised 
some  plan  for  placing  the  whole  of  the 
civil  expenditure  for  the  military  defences 
of  tho  country  under  one  directing  head, 
irould  they  oontbne  to  hear  the  same  com- 


plaints on  these  subjects  which  still  reach* 
ed  them.  They  had  still  the  same  accu- 
mulation there  had  ever  been  of  military 
stores,  under  whose  responsibility  they 
scarcely  knew ;  and  the  only  rem^y  was 
to  be  found  in  the  appointment  of  one  di- 
recting head  for  the  whole.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  attention  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  directed  to  this  subject. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  although  the  dis- 
cussion had  commenced  and  proceeded  un- 
der the  impression  that  they  were  at  Vote 
No.  6,  it  seemed  that  they  were  really 
only  at  No.  4.  Now,  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  on  the  subject  of  barracks,  which 
was  an  item  in  that  vote.  The  House  was 
not  aware  of  the  large  sums  set  aside  for 
barracks.  Very  few  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  the  Committee  that  had  sat 
upon  the  subject  in  1828,  had  been  attend- 
ed to.  The  actual  vote  was  more  for  the 
present  year  than  ever  it  had  been  before. 
For  the  year  1835-36,  it  was  85,000^  for 
England,  Ireland,  and  the  colonies  ;  for 
1839-40,  it  was  89,000?.;  for  1845-46, 
it  was  160,000Z.  ;  and  now,  for  1849-50, 
it  was  163,000?.,  exactly  double  of  what 
it  was  for  1835-36.  But  did  the  House 
know  that  700,000?.  had  been  expended 
for  new  barracks  since  the  period  when 
the  Committee  had  recommeaded  a  reduc- 
tion under  the  entire  head  ?  In  the  town 
of  Bolton  alone,  137,000?.  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  the  erection  of  a  single  bar- 
rack. So  long  as  they  kept  up  their  pro- 
sent  extravagant  number  of  troops  with 
officers  on  full  and  half-pay  exceeding  all 
reason,  and  a  staff  at  head-quarters  beyond 
all  precedent,  those  expenses  would  con- 
tinue. The  expense  of  staff  officers  at 
head-quarters  at  the  conclusion  of  tiie 
former  peace  was  just  2,500?. ;  it  now  ex- 
ceeded 38,000?.  He  had  been  charged 
with  complaining  of  the  number  of  artil- 
lery force  as  compared  with  the  other 
troops  ;  but  it  was  not  so.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  there  should  be  a  large 
proportion  of  artillery  kept  up,  and  that 
the  reductions  should  be  made  m  the  other 
forces ;  because  thev  could  not  get  up 
artillerymen  in  less  than  eighteen  months, 
whilst  they  could  drill  and  train  troops  of 
the  line  in  a  few  weeks,  and  they  ought  to 
diminish  the  amount  of  other  orainary 
forces  in  order  to  keep  up  the  scientific 
branch.  He  did  not  blame  the  present 
Government ;  he  thought  they  were  doing 
all  they  could.  But  it  appeared  to  him 
that  there  was  room  for  great  economy. 
Having  now  called  attention  to  the  points 
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upon  which  he  was  desirous  that  attention 
should  he  fixed,  he  had  nothing  further  to 
add  that  would  delay  the  votes  heing 
taken. 

Colonel  ANSON  hegged  to  he  allowed 
to  offer  a  few  ohservations,  as  he  really 
felt  that,  from  the  position  he  held  in  the 
House,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  do  so. 
Everything  that  had  heen  said  hy  his  no- 
hie  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  colonies  and  our  esta- 
hlishments  ahroad,  seemed  to  he  satisfac- 
tory to  the  House.  And  hy  tlie  next  time 
that  the  Prime  Minister  met  the  Parlia- 
ment some  important  steps  would  he  found 
to  have  heen  taken  towards  altering  the 
system  upon  which  the  colonies  were  ma- 
naged. He  (Colonel  Anson)  now  wished 
to  reply  to  those  ohservatioos  which  related 
to  the  department  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, and  he  trusted  that  what  he  had 
to  say  would  he  found  equally  satisfactory 
with  the  speech  of  his  nohle  Friend.  In 
the  first  instance,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Montrose  seemed  to  have  mis- 
understood him  the  other  night,  and  to 
have  supposed  that  he  suggested  incorrect- 
ness in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  statements. 
Nothing  could  have  heen  farther  from  his 
intention.  On  the  contrary,  he  knew  that, 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman's  habit  of  attend- 
ing to  minute  details,  there  was  usually 
greater  correctness  to  be  found  in  his 
statements  than  in  those  of  many  other 
hon.  Members.  He  meant  merely  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  his  books  before 
him,  and  he  had  therefore  led  the  House 
to  think  that  there  was  a  greater  amount 
of  expenditure  in  the  present  than  in  any 
former  year  ;  that  there  was  in  the  Ord- 
nance department  an  advance  of  1,800,0002. 
or  thereabouts.  Now  the  fact  was,  that 
there  was  a  difference  of  1,150,0002.  be- 
tween the  estimate  of  expenditure  in  the 
present  year,  and  that  for  the  year  1835-6, 
and  he  wished  to  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House  from  what  causes  that  in- 
crease had  taken  place.  His  (Colonel 
Anson's]  was  merely  an  executive  depart- 
ment, and  there  had  been  imposed  upon  it 
the  charge  of  additional  services  since 
1835 — services  with  which  it  was  at  that 
period  unconnected — to  the  amount  of 
800,0002.  a  year.  That  reduced  the  ac- 
tual difference  in  the  expenditure  to 
800,0002.  But  that  actual  increase  arose 
from  the  increase  of  our  forces — [Mr. 
HuiCE  :  Hear,  hear!] — and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  objected  to  the  increase,  let 
him  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon 


the  question  of  reducing  the  Army.  The 
increase  in  the  simple  pay  of  the  artillery 
was  250,0002.  Next  came  the  vote  for 
barrack  supplies,  which  showed  an  increase 
of  80,0002.  But  if  the  number  of  troops 
were  considered,  it  would  be  found  that 
the  proportionate  cost  was  not  greater 
per  head  than  it  was  in  1835.  The  charge 
at  home  was  actually  3,8002.  less  than  it 
was  in  1835  ;  but  there  was  a  large  in- 
crease abroad,  because  several  new  colo- 
nies had  been  acquired  since  that  period. 
The  whole  amount  of  the  increase  was 
12,8002.  on  the  establishments — taking 
colonies  and  home  together.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  compared  the  amount  in 
1835-6  (85,000/.)  with  the  present  esti- 
mate of  163,0002.,  and  had  complained  of 
its  being  just  doubled,  It  certainly  ap- 
peared to  be  a  great  Increase ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  tell  them  that 
which  had  come  out  in  the  evidence,  and 
which  was  only  another  proof  of  how  ne» 
cessary  it  would  have  been,  for  the  proper 
consideration  of  the  question,  that  the 
evidence  should  have  accompanied  the  re* 
port,  namely,  that  there  was  an  item  under 
Vote  4,  of  46,0002.  which  the  Ordnance 
was  desired  by  the  Treasury  in  1843  to 
pay,  and  which  was  not  charged  under  the 
same  head  in  1835.  Far  from  being  ex- 
travagant, they  had  been  told  over  and 
over  again,  that  the  troops  had  not  suffi- 
cient barrack  accommodation  [**  Hear, 
hear!"]  Whether  the  explanation  was 
satisfactory  or  not,  it  was  for  the  House  to 
decide;  but  it  was  very  important  that  the 
country  should  know  that  those  increases 
which  were  represented  to  have  taken 
place  had  really  not  taken  place,  and  that 
statements,  containing  merely  great  appa- 
rent contrasts  of  figures,  should  not  go 
abroad  without  an  explanation  being  given 
of  them.  In  1847  he  expressed  his  regret, 
when  moving  the  estimates,  at  being 
obliged  to  ask  the  House  for  an  increase 
upon  the  estimate  under  the  head  of  stores 
for  1844-5.  At  that  period  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  excitement,  and  he  was 
taunted  with  having  thought  it  necessary 
to  offer  such  an  apology.  The  press, 
which  had  the  most  powerful  influence  in 
the  country,  and  which  wielded  the  most 
important  power,  if  well  directed,  had 
taunted  him  with  having  apologised  for  so 
small  an  increase  at  that  period.  The 
Government  might  have  increased  the  esti- 
mates largely  then  ;  but  they  forbore  doing 
so,  and  the  House  was  contented  to  follow 
the  course  that  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
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previous  Government.  The  subject  of  the 
Vote  No.  6  had  been  introduced  into  the 
present  discussion,  and  some  remarks  had 
been  made  upon  it  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  which,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  answer.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  about  the  powder 
that  was  thrown  away  in  giving  foolish 
salutes.  No  doubt  some  part  of  it  might 
be  saved,  and  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
Government  to  expend  powder  uselessly. 
But  there  was  a  great  deal  of  exaggera- 
tion about  the  cost  of  what  was  thus 
wasted.  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
the  review  which  was  to  take  place  at 
Chatham  on  Saturday  would  cost  20,000^ 
He  (Colonel  Anson)  did  not  think  it  would 
cost  20,000  pence.  It  would  cost  only  the 
powder  that  would  be  expended.  There 
was  no  removal  of  troops  or  other  costly 
proceeding  to  take  place  connected  with  it. 
Then,  again,  he  had  complained  that  shells 
now  cost  lis,  each,  whereas  they  formerly 
cost  only  4«.  6d,  Well,  that  was  true.  But 
then  the  modem  shells  were  much  more  for- 
midable, and  far  more  effective  than  those 
that  were  used  in  former  days.  Again, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  complained  of  there 
being  stores  to  the  enormous  amount  of 
6,000,000^,  and  upwards  in  value.  He 
(Colonel  Anson)  agreed  with  him  that  that 
was  a  very  large  amount;  but  the  annual 
charge  on  account  of  those  stores  was  only 
323,000^.,  and  there  was  an  item  that  was 
entirely  new;  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  noticed,  120,0002.  for  small  arms, 
whilst  in  1835  the  charge  was  only  5,000?., 
because  they  had  then  a  larger  stock  of 
flint  muskets  and  other  arms,  which  mo- 
dern improvements  had  rendered  valueless. 
There  was  also  an  item  of  145,0002.  for 
stores  for  stations  abroad,  out  of  which 
there  was  to  bo  deducted  31,0002.  for  gun- 
powder. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  :  You  have  not  come 
to  that  vote.  You  had  better  reserve  your 
observations  until  you  come  to  it  in  regular 
course. 

Colonel  ANSON  wished  only  to  ex- 
plain, as  the  vote  had  been  already  alluded 
to,  and  he  promised  that  he  would  not  go 
into  the  subject  again  when  the  vote  came 
on,  if  lie  were  then  suffered  to  proceed. 
Well,  then,  besides  the  31,0002.  for  gun- 
powder out  of  this  145,0002.,  there  were 
16,0002.  for  materials  in  the  carriage  de- 
partment, and  32,0002.  for  the  store- 
keeper's department  at  Woolwich.  Then 
there  should  be  at  least  40,0002.  referred 
to  the  manufacturing  department.     And, 


with  regard  to  the  observationB  made  upon 
Government  manufacturing  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding,  ho  shonld 
say  that  no  men  could  be  found  more  able 
and  more  zealous  than  the  officers  who 
presided  over  the  manufacturing  depart- 
ments. However,  he  was  not  there  as  an 
advocate  for  keeping  up  a  large  amomit  of 
stores.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  abide 
by  the  decision  of  the  Government  as  to 
any  reduction  that  was  to  take  place. 
With  regard  to  the  old  light  pieces  of 
ordnance,  he  should  observe  that  12,000 
or  15,000  old  guns  could  not  be  got  rid  of 
at  a  moment's  notice.  He  did  not  believe 
that  they  could  get  above  22.  a  ton  for 
them  as  old  iron.  He  could  promise,  how- 
ever, that  during  the  recess  the  GoTem- 
ment  would  take  the  whole  of  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  their  report  into 
their  serious  consideration,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  be  satisfied  next  Ses- 
sion with  the  decision  to  which  thej  would 
come  upon  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

A  sum  of  71,3302.  was  next  Toted,  to 
complete  the  sum  required  for  wages  of  ar- 
tificers and  labourers. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing 163,4182.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  required  for  Ordnance 
stores  for  land  and  sea  service, 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  whether  so 
large  a  sum  as  145,0002.  for  Ordnance 
stores,  and  120,0002.  for  small  arms,  was 
absolutely  necessary  ? 

Colonel  ANSON  thought  that  the  sup- 
ply of  small  arms  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, as  they  had  but  a  small  surplus  of 
percussion  guns  over  what  they  wanted. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  next  year  ihej 
would  be  able  to  dispense  with  the  item. 
As  to  the  145,0002.,  he  thought  they  wotdd 
be  able  to  effect  some  reduction. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  would  not  go  into 
any  general  discussion,  but  would,  in  the 
two  or  three  remaks  he  had  to  make,  con- 
fine himself  strictly  to  the  vote  before  the 
Committee.  He  had  on  a  former  occasion 
expressed  a  decided  opinion,  that  the  con- 
sideration of  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
together  with  the  evidence,  would  require, 
from  the  number  and  multiplicity  of  its 
details,  considerable  time  and  attendon  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  and  on  that 
subject  he  had  nothing  to  add;  but  he 
would  for  one  moment  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
was  thoroughly  conversant  with  the  af- 
fairs of  the  Admiralty,  and  all  its  details. 
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to  the  present  mode  of  keeping  the  ac- 
counts.    The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
and  the  other  Members  of  the  Committee, 
would  agree  with  him  in  saying  that  with 
respect  to  the  cash  accounts  of  the  three 
great  departments  of  the  Array,  Navy,  and 
Ordnance,   they   were   most    satisfactory. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  had  distinct  evi- 
dence  before   them,  to  which  there  was 
specific  reference  in  the  report,  that  both 
in  the  Navy  and  Ordnance,  the  state  of 
the  store  account  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
The  auditors  concurred  in  stating  that  the 
store  account  of  the  Navy  and  Ordnance 
was,  from  the  mode  in  which  it  was  kept,  in 
a  most  imperfect  state;  and  it  might  be  said, 
indeed,  that  it  amounted  to  a  misappro- 
priation of  the  sums  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  was  open  to  serious  abuse.    The  Com- 
mittee agreed  in  recommending  immediate 
attention  to  this  matter;  and,  considering 
the  magnitude  of  the  stores  now  possessed 
bj  the  country,  amounting  in  value  to  se- 
veral millions— considering,  also,  the  large 
sums  annually  voted  for  replenishing  those 
stores,  he  thought  that  when  they  met 
next  Session  it  would  not  be  unreasonable 
to  expect  that  an  effort  should  be  made  by 
Goyernment  to   place   this  account   in   a 
satisfactory   state.      No   one  was   better 
fitted  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  give  the  directions  that  were  neces- 
sary for  this  object,  and  he  hoped  that  his 
attention  would  be  directed  to  the  subject. 
Before  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  left  the  Admi- 
ralty, he  contemplated  the  extension  of  the 
principle  that  was  acted  on  in  the  other 
departments   to  the   store  account;    but, 
though  fifteen  years  had  elapsed  since  that 
time,  no  improvement  had   taken   place, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  now  endeavour  to  effect  an  al- 
teration so  exceedingly  desirable. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  concurred  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  thinking  that  this  was  a  subject 
worthy  of  the  closest  attention.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  cash  accounts  of  the 
three  great  departments  were  in  as  perfect 
a  state  as  could  be  conceived;  but  it  was 
equally  true  that  the  store  account  of  the 
Ordnance  and  Navy  was  in  a  very  unsatis- 
factory state.  He  would  earnestly  address 
lumself  to  this  subject,  and  would  endea- 
Tmir  to  have  the  store  accounts  put  in  a 
proper  state  before  the  next  meeting  of 
Parliament.  At  all  events,  if  he  should 
not  by  that  time  have  entirely  succeed- 
6d»  fae  hoped  to  be  able  to  give  a  satisfac- 
Ibtj  account  of  the  progress  he  had  made. 


Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  thought,  if  a  war 
broke  out,  they  would  find  a  large  portion 
of  the  stores  they  already  had,  and  were 
proposing  to  lay  in,  utterly  useless.  They 
had  already  160,000  flint  guns  on  hand, 
and  they  were  now  proposing  to  purchase 
an  additional  stock  of  percussion  guns, 
notwithstanding  that  experiments  were 
being  tried  on  a  new  invention,  by  which  five 
bullets,  one  after  another,  could  be  shot  off 
by  one  charge.  He  considered,  therefore, 
the  old  and  new  stock  would  be  rendered 
by  next  year  utterly  useless. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

A  vote  of  236,536Z.  for  works,  build- 
ings, and  repairs,  at  home  and  abroad, 
having  been  proposed. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Southwark  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  that  reduc- 
tions be  made  in  the  votes  for  Bermuda, 
the  Ionian  Islands,  and  the  Mauritius.  He 
said  he  had  deducted  one-half  of  the 
amount  originally  intended  for  these  ser- 
vices, and  hoped  that  diminution  might  be 
satisfactory  to  him.  He  said  the  outlay 
already  contracted  for  the  works  was  ne- 
cessarily considerable;  and  a  vote  as  large 
as  he  now  proposed  would  be  required  to 
meet  it;  but  it  would  be  competent  for 
the  hon.  Baronet,  or  any  other  Member 
of  the  House  to  move  next  Session  for  an 
account  of  all  sums  expended  on  these 
works.  The  Government,  in  the  mean- 
time, would  immediately  send  out  orders 
to  stop  all  further  expenditure. 

Sir  W.  MOLESWORTH  said :  After 
what  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer,  I  will  not  make  the  Motion  of 
which  I  gave  notice,  but  still  I  feel  called 
on  to  make  some  observations  upon  this 
notice.  The  Motion  I  gave  notice  for  was 
that  this  vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
19,154^.,  which  it  is  proposed  to  spend  on 
Ordnance  stores  at  Bermuda,  the  Mauritius, 
and  the  lonion  Islands.  From  1828  to 
1847-8  inclusive,  we  have  spent  183,146/. 
on  Ordnance  stores  at  Beimuda.  Last 
year  we  commenced  certain  new  works  at 
Bermuda,  which  were  estimated  to  cost 
60,892/.,  and  we  voted  6,21 3Z.  on  account 
of  them;  this  year  the  vote  proposed  is  for 
4,948/.;  if  it  be  agreed  to,  49,731/.  would 
be  required  to  complete  the  works  in  pro- 
gress; besides  these  works  there  are  others 
in  contemplation,  which,  according  to  a 
rough  estimate,  will  cost  50,000/.  I  pro- 
pose that  this  vote  for  Bermuda  shall 
be  suspended,  for  the  reasons  stated 
in   the  extract  from  the   report  of  the 
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Ordnance  Committee,   which  I  will  bow 
read : — 

"  Earl  Grey  stated  to  your  Committee  that 
he  considered  Bermuda  a  most  important  station 
for  the  protection  of  our  trade,  and  for  the  defence 
of  our  West  Indian  possessions.  He  is,  however, 
of  opinion  that  no  new  works  should  be  com- 
menced at  Bermuda,  because  he  has  been  in- 
formed that  Lord  Dundonald,  the  admiral  on  the 
station,  and  Captain  Elliot,  the  Governor,  re- 
commend an  alteration  in  the  system  of  defence. 
The  plan  sanctioned  in  tho  year  1824  is  said  to 
be  insufficient  at  the  present  time,  and  it  is  sug- 
gested that  a  flotilla  of  steamers  would  afford  the 
most  effective  means  of  defence  ;"  and  the  Com- 
mittee **  recommend  that  before  another  vote  is 
asked,  the  Government  should  reconsider  the  ne- 
cessity of  this  expenditure,  and  the  plan  to  be 
adopted." 

In  the  Mauritius  203,949^.  have  heen  ex- 
pended on  Ordnance  works  from  1828  to 
184:7-8.  The  year  before  last  we  com- 
menced certain  fortifications  for  the  defence 
of  Port  Louis,  which  were  estimated  to 
cost  1 49,29 H.  This  estimate  has  heen 
revised,  and  now  amounts  to  158,835?.,  to 
which  must  be  added  an  additional  sum  of 
58,0002.  which  will  be  required  to  complete 
the  sea  defences;  making  in  all  216,835Z. 
for  sea  defences,  exclusive  of  land  de- 
fences. It  is  said  that  these  works  are 
very  much  wanted ;  for  it  is  stated  that 
the  Mauritius  is  an  important  military  sta- 
tion, and  that  in  the  last  war  before  we 
took  possession  of  it,  seven  millions  worth  of 
prizes  were  taken  into  it.  It  is  also  said, 
that  without  these  fortifications  it  would 
he  difficult,  in  the  event  of  a  war,  to  retain 
possession  of  the  Mauritius;  and  if  we  were 
to  lose  possession  of  it,  it  would  be  difficult 
to  regain  possession  of  it — in  hoth  cases 
for  the  same  reason,  because  the  influential 
portion  of  the  population  are  hostile  to  us. 
Hence  the  alleged  necessity  for  sea  and 
land  defences.  For  the  sea  defences  we 
have  voted  10,000?.  in  the  course  of  the 
last  two  years,  and  it  is  proposed  to  vote 
for  them  5,000?.  a  year.  As  they  are  to 
cost  216,835?.,  at  least  forty  years  will 
elapse  before  they  can  be  completed.  It 
was  the  general  opinion  of  the  Committee, 
if  wo  could  do  without  them  for  so  long  a 
period  of  time,  we  could  do  without  them 
altogether.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
were  really  required,  then  their  progress 
ought  to  be  accelerated.  Therefore  the 
Ordnance  Committee  recommended — 

'*  Tliat  the  policy  of  constructing  these  works 
and  their  proposed  rate  of  progress  should  be  re- 
considered by  the  Executive  Government." 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  Ionian  Islands, 
they  were  placed  under  our  protection  in 
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1815.  Earl  Bathurst  said  they  would  be 
valuable  to  us  for  commercial  purposeB*  and 
that  they  were  to  pay  their  expenses.  The 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  howeyer,  being  a 
wiser  and  far-seeing  statesman,  said  they 
would  be  burthensome,  expensive,  and  of 
no  use.  The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  was 
right;  our  export  trade  to  them  has  not 
exceeded  120,000  a  year  on  the  average; 
and  though  we  have  compelled  them  to 
pay  heavy  contributions,  they  have  cost  ns 
at  least  130,0002.  a  year  for  troops,  &c.,  or 
about  four  miUions  and  a  half  since  the 
Peace.  Of  that  sum  456,0001.  have  been 
for  Ordnance  works.  It  is  stated  in  oar 
report  that  contributions  towards  the  cost 
of  more  works  have  been  paid  bv  the  Ionian 
States  to  the  amount  of  308,0001.,  Mid 
hen.  Gentlemen  not  well  acquainted  with 
the  subject  may  imagine  that  those  works 
have  only  cost  this  country  148,000{.  Not 
My  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 


West  Riding  was  quite  light  in  sa^g 
that  we  had  paid  the  whole  sum  of 
456,000Z.;  for  if  those  works  had  not  been 
constructed,  456,0002.  ought  to  have  bem 
saved  to  the  country;  and  the  hon,  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Clerk  of  the  Ord- 
nance was  wrong  in  contradicting  him. 
To  explain  my  position,  and  to  show  how 
important  works  have  been  commenced, 
and  large  sums  expended  upon  them  with- 
out the  cognisance  of  Parliament,  I  beg 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment 
to  the  history  of  our  pecuniary  relations 
with  the  Ionian  States.  Our  relations  with 
these  States  were  settled  by  treaties  made 
in  1815  with  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia, 
By  the  5th  and  6th  Articles  of  those  trea- 
ties, we  agreed  to  enter  into  a  convention 
with  the  Ionian  States  with  regard  1 


**  the  maintenance  of  the  fortresseas  alrmdf 
existing,  as  well  as  to  the  Bubsistenoe  and  pajmsnt 
of  the  British  garrisons,  and  to  the  number  of 
troops  to  he  kept  in  time  of  peace." 

The  convention  with  the  Ionian  States 
was  made  in  1817.  By  chap.  7,  sec.  2, 
art.  11  and  12,  the  regular  force  was  fixed 
at  3,000  men,  the  number  to  be  increased 
or  diminished  at  our  pleasure ;  and  "  all 
military  expenses  of  every  kind  on  account 
of  3,000  men  was  to  be  paid  by  the  Ionian 
States.''  Therefore,  wo  are  not  bound  bj 
treaty  to  keep  any  particular  amount  of 
troops  in  the  Ionian  Islands.  We  might 
withdraw  all  our  troops  to-morrow  without 
violating  any  treaty;  and  the  Ionian  States 
would  be  delighted  if  we  did  so,  provided  we 
relieved  them  from  their  heavy  military  con- 
tributions.    The  Ionian  States  were  bound 
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to  pay  for  3^000  troops,  but  not  in  any  way 
for  buildbg  fortifications.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  fulfil  their  engagements. 
The  maintenance  and  payment  of  3,000 
men  would  have  cost  a  sum  far  exceeding 
the  whole  revenue  of  the  islands,  which 
in  1817  did  not  exceed  80,0002.  a  year. 
It  was,  therefore,  arranged  that  the  Ionian 
States  should  pay  a  certain  military  con- 
tribution, which  in  all  would,  I  belieye, 
have  amounted  to  35,0002.  a  year.  This 
sum  ought  to  have  appeared  annually  in 
the  Army  Estimates  as  an  appropriation 
in  aid,  and  to  have  caused  a  corresponding 
diminution  in  those  estimates.  But  in 
1824  it  was  supposed  that  certain  fortifi- 
cations were  wanted  in  the  Ionian  Islands. 
Now,  we  had  no  power  under  the  conven- 
tion to  compel  the  Ionian  States  to  build 
more  fortifications,  and  the  Government 
of  the  day  ought  to  have  applied  to  Par- 
liament, in  the  Ordnance  Estimates,  for 
the  money  required :  instead  of  doing  so, 
an  arrangement  was  made  with  the  Ionian 
States  that,  in  lieu  of  their  military  con- 
tributions, they  should  pay  by  annual  in- 
stalments a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
building  fortifications.  The  sum  was  to 
be  172,0002.,  the  instalments  20,0002.  a 
year.  The  nature  of  this  transaction  is 
self-evident :  20,0002.  a  year  was  virtually 
taken  from  the  appropriations  in  aid  of  the 
Army,  and  transferred,  without  the  cog- 
nisance of  Parliament,  to  the  Ordnance. 
The  military  expenditure  of  the  country 
became  20,0002.  a  year  more  than  it  ought 
to  have  bees;  the  Ordnance  expenditure 
appeared  20,0002.  a  year  less  than  it  was. 
Important  works  were  commenced  without 
the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  the  money 
was  really  voted  for  them  in  the  Army 
Estimates.  This  transaction  would  have 
probably  never  been  known  but  for  two 
causes,  which  compelled  the  Ordnance  at 
length,  in  1839,  to  come  to  Parliament  for 
a  vote  of  money  to  complete  the  works. 
Those  causes  were :  Ist.  The  Ionian 
States  were  unable  to  fulfil  their  pecuniary 
engagements  to  this  country;  2nd,  The 
cost  of  the  works  far  exceeded  the  estimate. 
I  am  unable  to  state  precisely  how  much 
the  Ionian  States  are  indebted  to  us.  A 
return  on  this  subject  was  ordered  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Ordnance  Committee  some 
months  ago,  but  it  has  not  been  made. 
From  a  return  presented  to  Parliament 
Mmie  time  ago,  it  appears  that,  from  the 
Ist  November,  1834,  to  31st  January, 
1842,  they  ought  to  have  paid  us  for 
iiilitary  contributions  253,7502.,  or  at  the 


rate  of  36,0002.  a  year;  however^  they 
only  paid  us  131,500/.,  and  were  indebted 
to  us  122,2702.  Since  then  their  debt 
has  gone  on  increasing,  I  believe  at  least 
in  the  same  proportion.  I  am  informed 
that,  since  1817,  they  have  paid  ma 
800,0002.;  at  the  rate  of  35,0002.  a  year  j 
they  ought  to  have  paid  us  1,100,0002.; 
therefore  it  is  not  improbable  that  they 
owe  UB  at  the  present  moment,  800,0002« 
on  the  whole  account.  In  fact,  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Clerk  of  the 
Ordnance,  instead  of  saying  on  a  former 
occasion  that  the  Ionian  States  had  paid 
300,0002.  for  Ordnance  works,  had  said 
that  they  owed  us  300,0002.,  he  would 
have  been  nearer  the  truth.  The  cost  of 
these  works  has  far  exceeded  the  original 
estimate,  which  in  1824  was  only  for 
182,0002.  That  sum  being  expended. 
Colonel  Maberly  informed  the  Committee 
of  1834  on  military  expenditure  that  the 
works  would  be  completed  for  60,0002., 
making  in  all  242,0002. :  that  money  hav- 
ing likewise  been  expended,  in  1839  the 
Ordnance  came  for  the  first  time  to  Par- 
liament for  a  vote,  with  an  estimate  of 
100,5002.  for  the  completion  of  those 
works.  The  last  instalment  of  that  money 
was  voted  last  year,  amounting  to  12,873f. 
To  show  with  how  little  care  our  Ordnance 
Estimates  are  frequently  framed,  I  beg 
the  House  to  observe  that  in  the  estimates 
of  last  year  it  was  distinctly  stated  that 
nothing  had  ever  before  been  voted  for 
those  works,  nothing  had  ever  been  ex- 
pended upon  them,  and  that  nothing  more 
would  be  required  for  them;  the  fact  being 
that  in  the  course  of  the  previous  nine 
years  we  had  voted  87,62/2.  for  these 
works  ;  that  since  their  commencement 
at  least  346,0002.  had  been  expended  upoa 
them;  and  that,  to  complete  them,  about 
96,0002.  more  would  be  required.  So 
incorrect  a  statement  was  very  likely  to 
mislead  hon.  Members,  especially  inex- 
perienced Members,  who  probably  last  year 
for  the  first  time  read  through  an  Ordnance 
estimate,  innocently  believed  the  state- 
ments it  contained,  and  fancied  that 
12,8732.  was  all  that  ever  had  been,  or 
would  be,  required  for  fortifications  at 
Corfu.  The  Ordnance  Estimates  of  this 
year  are  as  erroneous  as  those  of  last 
year.  I  think  this  ought  not  to  have 
happened  after  the  animadversions  of  the 
Navy  Committee  of  last  year  on  similar 
errors  in  the  Navy  Estimates.  If  the 
Committee  will  refer  to  page  53  of  the 
Ordnance  Estimates  of  this  year,  they 
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will  find  again,  under  the  three  heads  of 
**  already  voted,**  **  already  expended/' 
and  **  required  for  completing  works,"  at 
Corfu,  the  word  nil;  the  ^proposed  vote 
for  this  year  heing  9,206/.  The  question 
is  whether  we  shall  agree  to  this  vote,  the 
facts  of  the  case  heing  that  in  the  course 
of  the  last  ten  years  we  have  voted 
100,500/.  for  them  :  since  the  commence- 
ment we  have  expended  on  them  346,000/. 
To  complete  them,  Sir  J.  Burgoyne  stated, 
that  in  addition  to  the  vote  of  this  year 
37,000/.  more  would  he  required;  and  even 
then  50,000/.  additional  would  he  wanted 
to  make  Corfu  a  strong  place.  I  will  an- 
swer this  question  hy  reading  a  few  sen- 
tences from  the  report  of  the  Ordnance 
Committee,  in  which  they  state,  that — 

"  According  to  Earl  Grey's  views,  these  works 
should  never  have  heen  undertaken ;  one  of  the 
great  objections  to  the  fortifications  which  have 
been  constructed  towards  the  sea  is,  that  they 
render  other  fortifications  on  the  land  side  neces- 
sary also  ;  otherwise  it  may  be  that  we  have  only 
constructed  fortifications  against  ourselves.  If 
Corfu  had  been  left  undefended,  it  could  never 
have  been  held  against  a  great  naval  Power  ;  but 
as  it  is,  being  fortified,  it  imposes  upon  us,  in  the 
event  of  a  war,  the  inconvenient  necessity  of  main- 
taining a  large  garrison  there.  The  Inspector  Ge- 
neral of  Fortifications  has  recommended  a  further 
outlay.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
regrets  the  past  outlay,  and  expresses  doubts  as 
to  the  policy  of  additional  works.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, your  Committee  recommend  that  no 
vote  for  these  works  should  be  taken  until  the 
subject  has  been  considered  by  the  Government." 

In  my  opinion  these  works  ought  to  he 
stopped  altogether;  they  were  commenced 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament;  for  a 
long  time  they  were  really  paid  for  out 
of  moneys  voted  on  the  Army  Estimates; 
they  were  to  cost  182,000/.;  they  have 
cost  346,000/. ;  it  is  said  they  can  be  com- 
pleted for  96,000/. ;  hut  no  reliance  can  be 
placed  either  on  past  or  present  Ordnance 
Estimates.  If,  however,  they  could  be 
completed  at  a  total  cost  of  450,000/., 
then  they  would  be  so  extensive  that  it 
would  be  inexpedient  in  time  of  war  to 
keep  in  them  cannon  sufficient  to  man 
them;  therefore  in  such  nn  event  the 
wisest  plan  would  be  to  blow  up  the  for- 
tifications, and  to  withdraw  our  troops,  for 
as  long  as  we  retained  the  supremacy  of 
the  sea,  we  could  always  conquer  them  for 
a  trifling  expense,  provided  there  be  no  for- 
tifications to  hurt  us;  and  without  the  su- 
premacy of  the  ocean,  no  nation  could  ever 
long  retain  those  islands  even  with  the  best 
fortifications.  These  reasons  have  satisfied 
me  that  we  ought  to  spend  no  more  money 
on  fortifications  in  the  Ionian  Islands^  and 


I,  for  one,  will  never  give  my  sanction  to 
another  YOie  for  that  purpose. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  labouring  under  a  mistake,  when  he 
complained  of  the  improper  expenditure  on 
account  of  the  ordnance  for  the  Manritins. 
When  that  island  was  first  taken  posses- 
sion of  by  this  country,  its  fordfications 
were  carried  throughout  its  whole  extent. 
Those  works  had  since  been  contracted. 
That  he  considered  to  be  a  work  of  eco- 
nomy, for  the  more  concentrated  and 
strengthened  the  fortifications  were,  the 
less  amount  of  ordnance  was  required. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  in  its  ar- 
rangements with  the  Ionian  Islands  the 
Government  had  robbed  the  Army,  for  the 
purpose  of  expending  the  money  on  the 
Ordnance.  That  was  not  the  case;  for 
the  money  which  had  been  expended  was 
to  be  repaid  by  the  Ionian  Islands  to  thu 
country.  But  he  had  already  said  that 
this  expenditure  for  the  defences  of  these 
islands  would  be  stopped.  The  statement 
in  the  estimates  was  not  so  correct  as  it 
ought  to  have  been.  It  would  induce  a 
person  to  suppose  that  the  monej  was 
required  for  new  works,  whereas  it  was 
not  so. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  merely 
asked  for  information;  but  he  had  a  profes- 
sional curiosity  to  know  what  Oorfd  was 
for.  He  had  heard  it  asserted  from  the 
opposite  benches,  that  Corfu  was  to  defend 
the  entrance  to  the  Gulf  of  Venice;  but 
ho  had  no  notion  how  a  fortress  could  de- 
fend a  passage  when  it  was  out  of  sight. 
He  recollected  passing  all  the  way  to 
Venice,  and  he  saw  nothmg  of  Corfu.  In 
fact  it  was  sixty  miles  from  the  opposite 
shore,  and  therefore  defended  nothing.  It 
was  all  part  of  the  superannuated  notions 
on  the  effect  of  fortifications,  which  the  ex- 
perience of  modem  wars  had  entirely  ex- 
ploded. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  agreed  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, but  he  could  not  assent  to  all  that  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Southwark.  There  could  be  little  doubt 
that  this  country  had  taken  these  islands, 
and  was  fortifying  them  for  her  political 
purposes.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  a  few  forts  constructed  to  protect  the 
town  from  the  predatory  attacks  of  neigh- 
bouring forces  was  all  that  was  necessary, 
and  that  450,000/.  was  more  than  was 
proper  to  have  been  voted.  As  to  the 
Ionian  Islands,  he  had  heard  with  surprise 
that  so  large  an  amount  as  SOO^OOCtf.  had 
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been  paid  in  liquidation  of  tlieir  debt  to 
this  country.  He  did  not  expect  that  it 
could  have  been  so  large,  for  those  islands 
were  very  poor.  Considering  their  condi- 
tion, and  that  the  inhabitants  were  not 
parties  to  the  treaty  which  transferred 
them  to  us,  it  seemed  to  him  rather  hard 
to  make  them  pay  a  contribution  to  this 
country  of  25,000/.  or  30,000/.  a  year. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  England  had  taken 
them  under  her  protection  for  her  own  po- 
litical purposes;  and  it  was  rather  hard  to 
make  them  pay  for  that.  He  hoped  that 
this  country  would  forego  the  arrears  of 
their  debt.  They  were  not  very  pressing 
with  the  greater  Powers  of  Europe.  He 
believed  there  were  arrears  due  still  from 
Austria.  Yet  with  all  these  contributions 
levied  upon  them,  we  did  not  put  them  on 
an  equality  with  the  colonies  as  regarded 
import  duties.  [The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer:  Yes,  we  do.]  He  was  happy 
to  hear  it;  but  this  he  knew — that  a  new 
corn  law  had  been  re-enacted  in  Ionia, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  present  Gevern- 
ment,  in  order  to  assist  in  paying  this  con- 
tribution. 

Mr.  HUME  pressed  on  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  establishing  a  represen- 
tative government  in  these  islands.  He 
wished  the  House  to  observe  that  of  all  the 
votes  that  of  the  Ordnance  required  the 
greatest  attention,  and  afforded  the  great- 
est scope  for  reduction;  in  no  other  depart- 
ment perhaps,  except  the  Navy,  had  grea- 
ter irregularities  taken  place.  He  appre- 
hended that  much  of  the  money  expended 
in  those  fortifications  abroad  was  pure 
waste;  wliereas  had  it  been  expended  at 
home  it  would  have  been  of  much  use  to 
this  country.  He  certainly  thought  that 
every  such  expenditure  should  be  first  sub- 
mitted to  the  Treasury,  and  through  the 
Treasury  to  that  House.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  expenditure  for  the 
Mauritius  would  be  stopped.  The  first 
item  was  5,000Z.,  and  it  involved  all  the 
rest.  He  objected  to  it  until  they  had  all 
the  reports  before  them. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  there  would  be 
a  further  consideration  of  the  question  be- 
fore they  expended  any  money  for  the  Mau- 
ritius. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  was  of  opinion 
that  the  country  stood  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Southwark,  for 
having  brought  forward  this  question, 
though  his  hon.  Friend  had  exercised  a 
very  sound  discretion  in  not  pressing  his 
Amendment  to   a  division,  the  hon.  and 
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gallant  Member  for  Staffordshire  having 
promised  that  the  question  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  these  fortifications  should  bo 
fully  considered  before  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament.  But  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  another  point 
— namely,  to  the  manner  in  which  these 
emergent  services  were  provided  for.  Under 
the  head  of  **  emergence"  most  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Caffre  war  took  place — ex- 
penses of  which  no  account  had  yet  been 
given,  nor  did  he  believe  could  be  given. 
It  was  stated  in  the  report  of  the  Ordnance 
Committee,  that  works  under  the  head  of 
*•  Emergent  Services"  were  frequently 
paid  for  by  the  Ordnance,  with  money  de- 
rived from  the  postponement  of  other  works. 
This  was  a  very  objectionable  system,  as 
it  afforded  the  means  of  incurring  expenses 
which,  if  submitted  to  Parliament,  would 
not  have  been  sanctioned;  all  superinten- 
dence of  Parliament  was,  therefore,  by 
this  system,  rendered  a  mere  farce.  He 
admitted  that  the  governors  of  colonies 
should  have  some  discretionary  power;  but 
as  the  most  extravagant  expenditure  had 
been  incurred  under  this  head,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  de- 
vise some  means  to  check  this  abuse. 

Mr.  W.  miles  pointed  out  the  manner 
in  which  the  balance  m  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury  were  created  out  of  which  these 
emergency  charges  were  defrayed.  Cer- 
tain barracks  were  to  be  erected  at  New- 
castle, the  original  estimate  for  which  was 
58,000^.  This  money  was  voted  at  dif- 
ferent times  in  various  small  sums,  until 
no  less  than  89,000^  were  granted  by  Par- 
liament on  account  of  those  barracks.  Now, 
where  did  the  balance  between  58,000i. 
and  89,000^.  go  to  ?  The  money  was  paid 
over  by  the  Ordnance  to  the  Treasury,  and 
then  paid  by  the  Treasury  on  account  of 
those  works  of  emergency. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  the  attention  of 
the  House  had  been  called  to  the  evil,  but 
not  to  the  remedy  suggested  by  the  Com- 
mittee. Until  1836  there  were  balances 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  appropriate ;  but  under  the  im- 
proved mode  of  keeping  the  accounts,  all 
the  unexpended  balances  were  paid  into 
the  Exchequer,  a  power  being  necessarily 
vested  in  the  Treasury  of  meeting  emer- 
gencies by  a  special  order.  While  the 
Committee  recoumiended  that  that  power 
should  be  retained  by  the  Treasury,  they 
went  on  to  call  attention  to  the  absolute 
necessity,  where  this  power  was  exercised, 
of  a  statement  being  appended  to  the  est!- 
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mates  of  the  ensuing  year,  giying  an  ac- 
count of  the  exerciBe  of  that  power  by  the 
Treasury,  together  with  the  reasons  which 
had  seemed  to  require  it.  The  words  at 
the  end  of  the  report  were  unfortunately 
misprinted.  Instead  of  *'  works  of  which 
Parliament  has  cognisance/*  it  should  be, 
'*  has  no  cognisance/'  The  Conunittee 
was  most  anxious  that  Parliament  should 
have  cognisance  of  such  works;  and  they 
recommended  that,  in  carrying  out  the  pre- 
sent arrangement,  in  reference  to  works  of 
which  Parliament  had  no  cognisance,  a 
statement  should  be  hereafter  made  with 
the  estimates  of  the  ensuing  year,  and  that 
the  signature  of  the  Treasury  should  be 
annexed  to  that  statement.  If  that  were 
done  in  every  case  where  unforeseen  cir- 
cumstances, in  the  opinion  of  the  Treasury, 
justified  the  expenditure  of  money,  and 
the  consequent  postponement  of  some  work 
which  had  received  Parliamentary  sanction, 
the  fact  would  be  made  known  to  Parlia- 
ment, the  reasons  would  be  recorded,  and 
Parliament  would  be  able  to  call  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  to  account  for  the  exer- 
cise of  this  discretionary  power.  In  the 
estimates  for  the  present  year,  three  sums 
were  charged  apparently  as  estimates  for 
future  expenses,  which  really  belonged  to 
the  past — those  under  the  heads  of  Hong- 
Kong,  Monte  Video,  and  New  Zealand. 
This  was  contrary  to  principle.  The  Com- 
mittee pointed  out  the  error,  and  recom- 
mended that  all  these  cases  should  hence- 
forth be  met  by  a  supplementary  estimate. 
If  these  recommendations  were  adopted, 
every  check  that  was  really  necessary  would 
be  obtained  by  Parliament;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  a  strict  appropriation  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Appropriation  Act,  would 
be  observed;  and  in  unforeseen  emergen- 
cies the  Executive  Government  would  have 
that  dispensing  power  which,  with  a  view 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  public  service,  they 
ought  to  possess. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  three  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  preceded  him  had  clearly  and  cor- 
rectly stated  the  difficulty.  It  was  one 
which  did  not  apply  to  the  Ordnance  esti- 
mates only.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  said  very  truly  that  there 
were  cases  of  emergency,  but  that  that 
plea  might  be  carried  to  a  very  improper 
extent.  No  doubt  of  it.  Still  no  one 
could  deny  that  there  were  cases  of  emer- 
gency, in  which  parties  on  the  spot  must 
take  upon  themselves  to  incur  some  ex- 
pense.    He  might  instance  the  invasion  of 
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the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  by  the  Slafirs,  or 
an  attack  on  any  of  our  colonies  by  a 
neighbouring  Power.  It  was  absurd  to 
say  that  the  governor  of  a  colony,  or  the 
person  responsible  for  the  safety  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  was  not  to  take  upon 
him  to  do  that  which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  defence  of  the  cobny  at  the 
time.  He  agreed  that  the  cases  of  emer- 
gency ought  to  be  confined  to  those  of  real 
and  absolute  necessity;  but  that  such  cases 
would  sometimes  inevitably  occur,  no  man 
could  deny.  How,  then,  were  they  to  be 
met?  Heretofore,  when  balances  were 
held  over  from  one  year  to  another, 
there  was  no  difficulty  whatever  in  pay- 
ing off  these  unforeseen  expenses.  That 
system  had  very  wisely,  and  as  con- 
ducing more  strictly  to  economy,  been  put 
at  end  to.  No  money  was  now  ever  kept 
over  beyond  the  conclusion  of  the  financial 
year.  [Mr.  Hume:  Hear,  hear.]  Weil, 
that  was  quite  right.  [Mr.  Humb  :  Quite 
right.]  But  it  did  carry  with  it  the  incon- 
venience to  which  aUusion  had  been  made. 
If  an  unforeseen  expenditure  occurred,  and 
must  be  defrayed,  from  what  source  coold 
it  be  defrayed  if  no  money  was  left  in  the 
shape  of  balances  ?  There  were  only  two 
modes  of  doing  it;  either  to  Tote  a  snm 
for  unforeseen  contingencies,  on  the  same 
principle  as  a  sum  was  annually  TOted  for 
civil  contingencies,  or  to  pursue  the  same 
course  which  was  adopted  at  present — 
when  application  was  made  to  the  Treasury 
to  sanction  an  expenditure  for  a  certain 
purpose,  after  communication  with  the  de- 
partment, to  say,  let  this  emergency  be 
paid  for,  and  let  some  other  work  be  put 
off.  It  was  indispensably  necessary  tnat 
that  power  should  be  continued  to  the 
Treasury,  unless  the  House  was  disposed 
to  vote  a  sum  for  contingent  expenses.  All 
the  advocates  of  strict  economy  were  op- 
posed to  a  vote  for  contingencies;  and  that 
being  so,  there  was  no  alternative  but  to 
continue  to  the  Treasury  the  discretion 
vested  in  them  by  the  Appropriation  Act. 
Of  course,  that  discretion  must  be  exer- 
cised with  great  care  and  attention,  so  as 
not  to  allow  anything  to  be  counted  an 
emergency  which  in  point  of  fact  was  not 
so;  and  an  annual  account  of  such  expen- 
diture ought  to  be  given.  That  was  the 
only  mode  in  which  a  control  could  be  ex- 
ercised over  the  expenditure.  So  long  as 
a  certain  sum  was  voted  for  a  particular 
work,  and  was  applied  to  another  purpose, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  vote  a  further  sum 
for  the  original  work;  hence  it  might  ap- 
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pear  that  a  larger  sum  had  been  voted  for 
it  than  was  really  the  case,  when  in  fact 
the  original  estimate  had  not  been  exceed- 
ed. In  reference  to  the  three  items  ob- 
jected to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  last  spoken,  he  would  observe,  that 
when  the  application  was  made  to  the 
Treasury  for  payment  of  those  services,  it 
did  not  appear,  from  the  letter  addressed 
to  them,  that  the  money  had  been  paid, 
but  that  it  was  a  service  where  it  was  re- 
quired to  be  paid.  Therefore,  in  order  to 
bring  it  before  the  knowledge  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  directed  an  item  for  those 
three  services  to  be  included  in  the  esti- 
mates for  this  year,  in  order  that  Parlia- 
ment might  have  a  knowledge  of  what  had 
been  done.  Subsequently  he  received  a 
letter  from  the  Board  of  Ordnance,  result- 
ing from  what  had  taken  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee; he  then  directed  that  the  two 
items,  for  Hong-Kong  and  Monte  Video, 
where  the  expenses  had  been  paid,  should 
be  withdrawn  from  the  estimates,  and  this 
had  been  done.  The  other  item  remained 
in  the  estimates,  as  it  would  be  a  repay- 
ment. But  he  entirely  agreed  in  the  prin- 
ciple that  a  past  expenditure  ought  to  be 
provided  for  either  by  a  supplementary  vote 
or  a  vote  in  excess. 

SiE  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he  entirely  ap- 
proved of  the  present  mode  of  voting  the 
estimates,  and  should  be  extremely  sorry 
to  return  to  the  practice  of  voting  either 
Army  or  Ordnance  extraordinaries.  Ad- 
mitting that  there  must  be  extraordinary 
items,  still  if  the  present  form  of  estimate 
was  strictly  adhered  to  and  carried  into 
effect,  the  House  would  be  perfectly  cogni- 
sant of  all  the  facts.  These  estimates 
were  rightly  and  deliberately  framed. 
There  were  five  columns,  the  first  contain- 
ing the  total  estimate  for  the  work;  the 
second,  the  sum  already  voted;  the  next, 
the  sum  already  expended;  the  next,  the 
amount  required  for  the  current  year;  and 
the  last,  the  further  amount  necessary  for 
completing  the  work.  If  all  these  were 
accurately  filled  up,  whatever  might  be  the 
sum  voted,  and  whatever  the  sum  expended, 
even  though  there  might  be  some  anoma- 
lies in  the  postponement  of  one  expenditure, 
another  appropriation  of  the  sum  voted, 
the  facts  would  be  constantly  before  Par- 
liament. But  let  it  be  observed,  every- 
thing depended  on  the  fidelity  and  accuracy 
with  which  these  columns  were  filled  up. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Committee,  admitted 
that  the  mode  of  preparing  the  estimates 


had  failed  in  giving  the  information  de« 
sired,  because  it  appeared  that  the  columoB 
had  not  been  filled  up,  or  not  filled  up  with 
sufficient  accuracy;  and  hence  the  difficulty 
of  drawing  any  accurate  conclusion  as  to 
the  amounts. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER had  not  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
assuring  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  matter, 
inasmuch  as  all  the  estimates  were  under 
the  notice  of  the  Treasury.  It  was  per- 
fectly true,  that  unless  all  the  returns  were 
accurately  filled  up,  the  information  was 
not  worth  a  farthing.  If  this  were  done, 
a  precise  knowledge  of  all  the  estimates 
would  be  brought  annually  before  Piu*lia- 
ment. 

Mb.  COBDEN  observed,  that  the  dis- 
cussion had  given  occasion  for  many  sound 
principles  to  be  enunciated;  and  he  thought 
hon.  Members  would  be  satisfied  that  the 
Legislature  had  made  very  considerable 
progress  in  the  declaration,  at  least,  of 
sound  principles  with  regard  to  our  colonial 
government.  A  Motion  had  been  brought 
^rward  for  stopping  the  expenditure  in  the 
Ionian  Islands.  Those  islands  stood  in 
an  exceptional  state  to  all  our  other  colo« 
nies  and  dependencies  abroad.  It  was 
said  they  had  come  into  our  possession 
after  the  late  war,  for  political  reasons, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  this  country.  But 
on  referring  to  the  debates  in  1816,  he 
found  that  very  eminent  authorities  pro- 
tested against  our  taking  possession  of 
these  islands  at  all.  The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  in  speaking  of  this  subject^ 
said — 

**  But  to  revert  to  the  Ionian  Islands,  he  did  not 
see  of  what  use  they  were  to  this  ooontrjr.  They  wero 
burdensome  and  expensive,  but  of  no  use;  and  hem 
he  should  advert  to  the  policy  of  the  Congress  which 
had  given  to  England  the  protection  of  those  places; 
the  Congress  acted  towards  this  country  as  a  man 
dying  without  fortune,  who  left  the  providing  fi>r 
a  son  to  one  friend,  for  a  daughter  to  another,  and 
the  payment  of  his  debts  to  a  third.  They  had,  in 
fact,  made  England  the  residuary  legatee  under  a 
testament  of  this  kind ;  whenever  an  unprofitable 
burden  was  to  be  borne,  it  was  left  to  this  eoun- 
try." 

Lord  (then  Mr.  Brougham)  said-— 

^'Then,  again,  why  were  the  seven  or  eight 
Ionian  Islands  saddled  on  us  ?  Produetive  of 
nothing  else,  they  wore  exceedingly  rich  in  p^* 
tronage.  There  must  be  governors,  and  seor^ 
taries,  and  commanders-in-chief,  and  commis* 
sarics,  and  port  admirals,  and  the  whole  appa- 
ratus of  patronage.  And  these  were  the  latent 
inducements  to  burden  this  country  with-  their 
protection." 

In  proposing  to  stop  this  expenditure,  the 
T  2 
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hoD.  BaroDet  the  Member  for  Southwark 
had  UDderstated  the  amount  that  would 
he  saved ;  for  in  every  such  instance  the 
expenditure  went  much  beyond  the  esti- 
mate. A  sum  in  the  estimates  of  70,000/. 
or  80,000?.  was  sure  to  amount  to  50  per 
cent  more  ;  therefore  by  stopping  these 
works  a  saving  of  150,000/.  would  pro- 
bably be  effected.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  direct  their  attention  to  the 
very  imperfect  data  on  which  the  works 
had  been  begun.  Sir  J.  Burgoyne  him- 
self, in  his  evidence,  admitted  that  the 
first  estimates  were  not  much  to  be  relied 
on,  and  said  that  the  final  project  and  es- 
timate was  made  in  a  rough  way.  If  a  civil 
engineer  had  made  estimates  on  uo  better 
data,  he  would  soon  have  ceased  to  be 
employed  in  similar  undertakings.  In  his 
opinion  the  only  way  to  avoid  these  ex- 
cesses was  for  hon.  Members  to  make  up 
their  minds  to  expend  no  more  on  these 
foreign  possessions.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  had  spoken  of 
the  necessity  for  maintaining  some  foreign 
stations  in  a  very  high  state  of  defence. 
But  where  was  the  necessity  for  this,  so 
long  as  we  maintained  our  maritime  su- 
premacy; for  that,  and  that  alone,  was 
the  guarantee  against  those  fortresses  and 
armed  places  abroad  being  tuken  from  us. 
If  the  Straits  of  Gibraltar  were  slightly 
less  fortified,  or  if  we  were  to  abstain  from 
making  any  addition  to  the  works  or 
forces  there,  he  did  not  think  that  any 
foreign  nation  would  be  likely  to  go  and 
take  possession  of  them,  because,  on  the 
argument  of  our  maritime  supremacy, 
they  would  not  be  able  to  keep  them.  In 
illustration  of  this,  he  might  refer  to  the 
case  of  Heligoland,  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Elbe,  over  which  we  maintained  a  nominal 
supremacy.  This  place  was  a  perfect  focus 
of  smuggling,  and  as  such  must  be  ex- 
tremely obnoxious  to  the  adjacent  State. 
But  those  who  advocated  a  constant  in- 
crease of  expenditure  at  Gibraltar  might 
as  well  come  down  with  a  plan  for  fortify- 
ing Heligoland,  and  ask  for  an  immense 
garrison  to  be  kept  up  there.  Precisely 
the  same  arguments  might  be  used  for  that 
as  those  by  which  the  defences  of  Malta 
and  Gibraltar  were  supported.  Yet  nobody 
attempted  to  go  and  take  possession  of 
Heligoland,  or  to  supersede  our  authority 
there.  On  the  subject  of  these  defences 
much  sounder  opinions  had  been  enter- 
tained in  1816  than  had  been  since  held. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  what  was 
said  by  the  Marquess  of  Wellesley;  and 


if  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  were  to  make  such 
a  speech  now,  he  should  be  charged  with 
seeking  to  destroy  all  our  foreign  pos- 
sessions.    He  said — 

"  It  was  for  the  House,  so  long  as  the  question 
was  before  them  in  detail,  to  estimate  the  par- 
ticular  danger  to  which  each  of  the  different  set- 
tlements was  exposed,  because  it  was  that  danger 
alone  by  which  the  amount  of  its  military  ftvee 
ought  to  be  measured,  and  then  to  compare  this 
danger  with  the  danger  to  ourselres  at  home  from 
a  lavish  and  improvident  expenditure.  Malta, 
also,  must  be  fiilly  garrisoned — and  whj  ?  Not  on 
account  of  any  apprehended  attack,  for  there  was 
not  a  breadth  of  wind  to  waft  a  hostUe  fleet  to- 
wards her  shores,  but  for  a  different  and  singular 
reason,  namely,  that  her  fortifications  were  very 
strong.  So,  with  respect  to  the  Ionian  Islands, 
the  argument  was  this — ^they  were  acquired  in 
time  of  peace  and  by  treaty.  Corfu  is  extremely 
strong,  and  therefore  they  must  have  a  large  gar- 
rison, and  Corfu  must  have  a  force  in  proportion 
to  the  strength  of  her  position.  In  fiuit,  let  the 
place  be  strong  or  let  it  be  weak,  let  it  be  old  or 
new,  populous  or  the  contrary — ^from  all  parts 
come  converging  arguments  in  &vour  of  an  in- 
creased establishment.  But  economy,  approach- 
ing even  to  parsimony,  was  the  panoply  of  peace 
— and  those  who  maintained  that  the  safety  and 
security  of  this  country  depended  on  our  main- 
taining great  armies  in  a  period  of  peace,  dis- 
played an  ignorance  of  the  first  principle  of  our 
constitution  ;  and  not  only  that,  but  an  ignorance 
of  the  first  principle  of  our  insular  policy." 

How  was  the  House  to  guard  against  the 
great  waste  which  inevitably  arose  the 
moment  we  commenced  fortificationa 
abroad?  The  House  would  not  rexnedj 
it,  nor  could  any  Committee  of  the  House. 
The  engineering  department  had  admitted 
that  they  were  not  formed  on  a  principle 
which  was  likely  to  remedy  it.  There 
was  no  remedy  but  to  stay  their  hands  as 
much  as  possible  from  undertaking  any 
more  of  these  fortifications. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  next  vote,  49, 859 Z.  for  the  ex- 
penses of  the  scientific  branch  of  the  Ord- 
nance, was,  after  a  few  observations, 
agreed  to. 

The  next  vote  was  86,659^.  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  for  the  non-effeotive 
service. 

Major  BLACK  ALL  complained  that 
the  privilege  given  to  lieutenant-colonels 
in  the  royal  artillery  and  engineers  of  re- 
tiring on  full  pay,  was  not  extended  to  the 
officers  of  the  line.  Of  the  former,  thirty- 
four  had  retired  in  one  year,  while  in  the 
whole  of  the  line,  only  twenty  had  so  re- 
tired. He  knew  that  twelve  lieutenant- 
colonels  of  the  artillery,  and  five  of  the 
engineers,  had  declined  to  accept  the  boon 
offered  them,  of  filling  up  the  vacancies  ; 
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and  this  boon  might  have  been  suitably 
extended  to  old  officers  of  the  line. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  overlooked  one 
material  difference  with  regard  to  the  re- 
spective positions  of  artillery  and  engineer 
officers,  and  of  officers  of  the  line,  in  the 
fact  that  the  former  advanced  by  merit 
and  service,  whereas  the  latter  got  their 
commissions,  and  could  obtain  their  pro- 
motion, by  purchase.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  give  any  definite  reply  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the 
lieutenant*  colonels  of  the  line  should  have 
retirements  after  refusal  by  engineers  and 
artillery  officers. 

Mr.  HUME  had  to  complain  that  every 
recommendation  made  by  the  officers  of 
the  service  leading  to  increased  expense 
was  eagerly  seized  upon  and  adopted  ;  but 
every  suggestion  favourable  to  economy 
was  instantly  rejected  and  laid  aside.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  promotions  which 
the  public  service  allowed;  but  he  had 
strongly  to  protest  against  the  system  of 
brevets,  as  they  led  to  a  gratuitous  and 
uncalled-for  waste  of  public  money.  He 
had  seen  in  the  public  papers,  that  an 
officer  in  the  British  service  had  taken  it 
upon  himself  to  make  war  upon  a  native 
king  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  officer  in  question 
had  acted  with  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  whether  the  war  was  one  of  those 
emergencies  that  the  country  would  after- 
wards be  called  upon  to  pay  for  ?  If  the 
officer  had  exceeded  his  authority,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  should  like  the  Government  to 
make  him  pay  all  the  extra  expense  of  his 
unjustifiable  proceedings. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  re- 
ceived despatches  on  this  subject,  but  had 
not  yet  been  able  to  read  them.  However, 
he  believed  he  might  say  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  officer  had  not  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Government. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  there  ap- 
peared to  have  been  a  complete  razzia, 
after  the  model  of  Algiers,  and  on  the 
same  pretext,  that  somebody  had  been  in- 
sulted. Nobody  ever  was  insulted,  but  by 
their  own  fault.  The  result  appeared  to 
have  been  the  sacrifice  of  some  hundreds 
of  black  lives,  and  some  of  whites.  There 
ought  to  be  a  severe  reckoning  for  trans- 
actions of  this  nature. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  resumed. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  19,  1849. 

MiNDTis.]  Public  Bills^— 1*  Chapels  of  Ease  (Ireland) ; 
Petty  Bag,  Ac  Offices  Amandment;  Labouring  Poor 
Act  Amendment  (Ireland) ;  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
(No.  X);  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment;  Stock  in  Trade t 
Regimental  Benefit  Societies ;  Enlistment  (Artillery  and 
Ordnance). 

2*  Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland). 

Reported* — Admiralty  Jurisdiction  in  the  Colonies ;  Sewers 
Acts  Amendment. 

3*  Tumpilie  Roads  (Ireland) ;  Pupils  Protection  (Soot- 
land)  ;  Sequestrators  Remedies. 
Petitions  Prbmktko.  By  Earl  Fortescue.  ftom  the 
Southmolton  Union,  for  the  Establishment  of  a  Super- 
annuation Fund  for  Retiring  Poor  Law  Officers.— From 
Birmingham,  for  the  Restoration  of  the  Ten  Suppressed 
Sees  in  Ireland.— From  Bangor,  for  Extending  the  Juris- 
diction of  County  CourU. 

TITLES  OF  RELIGIOUS  CONGREGATIONS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  put  an  end  to  the  great  inconveni- 
ences which  were  at  present  felt  in  Scot- 
land, owing  to  the  feudal  tenures  in  that 
kingdom  in  obtaining  the  transfer  from 
one  set  of  trustees  to  another,  of  small 
pieces  of  land,  which  had  been  obtained 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  chapels  and 
schools  in  connexion  with  religious  congre- 
gations in  Scotland.  The  Bill  simply  pro- 
posed to  extend  the  principle  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  3rd  and  4th  Victoria,  and  to 
give  the  right  of  holding  the  property  upon 
the  death  of  the  trustees  to  other  trustees^ 
or  the  minister  of  a  congregation,  without 
the  expense  and  delay  attendant  upon  the 
present  mode  of  conveyance.  The  incon- 
venience of  the  present  state  of  the  law 
had  been  felt  to  be  a  grievance,  and  the 
present  Bill,  which  proposed  to  remedy 
the  evil,  would  be  beneficial  to  the  whole 
of  the  sects  and  religious  persuasions  of 
Scotland.  The  Bill  had  passed  without 
opposition  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  refuse  to  allow  it  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  if  this 
Bill  had  passed  without  opposition  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  it  had  also  passed  without  due 
consideration.  His  Lordship  then  read 
several  extracts  from  the  Journals  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  to  show  that 
every  one  of  its  stages  in  that  House  bad 
been  taken  after  half-past  twelve  o'clock 
at  night.     Had  it  not  been  for  the  way  in 
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which  Bills  were  passed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  this 
Bill  would  never  have  reached  their  Lord- 
ships in  its  present  shape;  for  it  made  every 
school  and  Dissenting  congregation  in 
Scotland  a  corporation  qualified  to  hold 
land.  It  also  placed  Dissenters  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Estahlished  Church 
in  that  country.  Hitherto  the  property  of 
all  Dissenting  congregations  had  heen  held 
for  them  by  trustees;  but  this  Bill  made 
all  office-bearers  in  those  congregations 
trustees  at  once  virtute  officii.  It  was  in- 
tended, also,  to  set  up  the  ministers  of  the 
Free  Church  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  not  persevere  with  this  Bill 
during  the  present  Session.  If  it  were 
fitting  that  the  ministers  of  Dissenting  con- 
gregations in  Scotland  should  be  erected 
into  perpetual  trustees  capable  of  holding 
land  for  their  flocks,  it  was  also  fitting  that 
the  same  privilege  should  be  given  to  Dis- 
senting congregations  in  England. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  supported  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill,  and  saw  no  pro- 
bability of  either  inconvenience  or  evil 
arising  from  it.  He  had  no  objection  to 
it  because  it  was  favourable  to  the  Free 
Church,  which,  though  it  did  not  contain 
a  majority,  still  contained  a  large  minority 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  He  did  not  wish 
the  Free  Church  well,  but  he  did  wish  it  to 
have  the  fullest  religious  liberty.  The 
ministers  of  that  Church  were  already 
trustees  in  law,  and  this  Bill  wduld  not 
erect  them  into  corporations. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  could  not 
say  that  he  entertained  any  objection  to 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  which  merely 
carried  out  the  provisions  of  another  Bill 
passed  some  years  ago.  It  was,  however, 
a  specimen  of  hasty  legislation  upon  a 
matter  which  was  always  of  importance, 
and  which  was  particularly  important  at 
this  period  in  Scotland.  Without  object- 
ing to  the  Bill,  he  must  say  that  in  his 
opinion  the  noble  and  leamea  Lord  would 
do  much  better  in  postponing  it  to  another 
Session  than  in  endeavouring  to  pass  it 
now. 

Lord  POLWARTH  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved there  was  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  who  were  utterly 
ignorant  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  He 
thought  it  necessary  to  delay  the  Bill  for 
a  short  time  on  that  account. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  denied  that  the  Bill 
would  establish  any  new  principle;  it  was 


simply  an  alteration  of  the  present  mode  of 
conveyance.  If  the  Bill  would  have  the 
effect  of  giving  any  unfair  advantage  to 
the  Free  Church,  he  would  be  the  last 
person  in  the  House  to  bring  forward  such 
a  measure. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  that  the  Bill 
had  only  been  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  2nd  of  July,  and  there- 
fore it  was  impossible  that  it  could  have 
received  due  consideration.  He  wished 
that  the  Bill  should  be  postponed,  for  a 
new  principle  was  established  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  maturely  considered. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  he  could  not 
conceive  what  objection  there  could  be  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  simply  a  Bill  to  enable 
parties  to  do  in  a  more  simple  form,  and 
at  less  expense,  that  which  they  were  le- 
gally entitled  to  do  at  present.  He  denied 
that  the  Bill  was  one  of  a  religious  or 
sectarian  character. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  reply,  denied 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  set  up 
the  Free  Church  against  the  Established 
Church.  It  was  not  a  Bill  to  give  sites 
for  chapels  and  schools  contrary  to  the 
will  of  the  over-landlord ;  but  it  was  a  Bill 
to  enable  the  office-bearers  of  Dissenting 
congregations  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
sites  which  they  had  already  got.  He 
hoped  that  their  Lordships,  notwithstand- 
ing the  objections  urged  against  it,  would 
read  the  Bill  now  a  second  time. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  AffirfhaHf>e. 

Bill  read  2\ 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Lord  POLWARTH  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Eari 
of  Carlisle)  had  any  intention  of  presenting 
the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  during 
the  present  Session;  and  if  not,  whether 
he  would  undertake  to  introduce  any  mea* 
sure  early  in  the  next  Session,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  fully  discussed,  and  come 
into  operation  as  soon  as  possible?  He 
regretted  that  the  measure  had  not  been 
brought  in  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Ses^ 
sion,  for  had  it  been  passed  it  was  prob^ 
able  that  the  visitation  of  cholera  which 
had  afflicted  so  many  parts  of  the  countrj 
lately  might  have  been  rendered  less  se- 
vere in  its  character  by  the  operation  of 
that  Act. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  participated 
in  the  regret  which  he  knew  that  Lord 
Polwarth  would  feel  on  hearing  that  they 
were  not  likely  to  receive  from  the  other 
House  that  Session  a  Health  of  Towns 
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Bill  for  Scotland.  That  Bill  had  heen  in- 
troduced  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
had  been  referred  to  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  Committee.  He  hoped  that  it 
might  still  emerge  from  that  Committee, 
and  come  down  to  their  Lordships  for  dis- 
cussion. Still,  if  the  Members  for  Scot- 
land should  be  of  opinion  that  the  Bill 
could  not  be  passed  during  the  present 
Session,  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  one  of 
the  first  objects  discussed  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament. 

AFFAIRS  OF  ROME. 
The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Marquess 
the  President  of  the  Council  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  arrival  in  this  country  of  a 
number  of  persons  who  had  served  in  the 
Republican  army  in  Rome,  and  who  had 
received  passports  from  the  consular  agent 
of  this  country  at  Rome,  Mr.  Freeborn.  He 
did  not  wish  to  express  any  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  affairs  which  had  recently 
taken  place  at  Rome.  But  whatever  opin- 
ion they  might  have  with  respect  to  the 
policy  which  induced  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  the  justice  which  regulated 
their  actions  when  they  sent  an  army  to 
Rome,  it  was  at  least  unusual  for  a  con- 
sular agent  to  give  passports  to  foreigners, 
and  especially  to  foreigners  who  were  in 
the  very  false  position  in  which  many  of 
those  persons  found  themselves.  If  any 
excuse  could  have  been  given  for  such  con- 
duct, It  would  have  been  that  of  humanity. 
If  the  lives  of  these  men  had  been  in 
danger,  he  could  conceive  the  propriety  of 
straining  a  point,  and  giving  them  pass- 
ports in  order  to  facilitate  their  escape 
from  danger.  It  appeared,  however,  that 
such  was  not  the  case,  and  the  French 
general  was  only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of 
those  persons.  Therefore  he  could  not  un- 
derstand the  reasons  that  had  induced  Mr. 
Freeborn  to  act  in  this  unusual  manner. 
He  thought  that  such  a  practice  must  prove 
injurious  to  the  respectability  that  always 
belonged  to  English  passports;  and  the  sub- 
jects of  Her  Majesty  travelling  with  Eng- 
lish passports  might  find  some  inconve- 
nience from  the  suspicion  that  would  by 
this  means  be  thrown  over  persons  having 
those  documents  in  their  nands.  Could 
the  noble  Marquess  tell  him  if  the  English 
Consul  at  Rome  was  acting  according  to 
orders  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
England,  or  was  he  merely  acting  on  his 
own  responsibility  ?  If  it  were  inconve- 
nient to  the  noble  Marquess  to  answer  the 


question  at  that  moment,  he  would  repeat 
it  on  the  following  evening. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  could 
answer  the  question  as  well  then  as  on  a 
future  day.  He  certainly  had  heard  that 
Mr.  Freeborn  had  given  such  passports, 
and  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that 
he  ought  not  to  have  done  so,  unless  the 
parties  to  whom  they  were  given  were  in 
danger  of  their  lives.  It  was  impossi- 
ble for  him  to  say,  from  his  own  know- 
ledge, whether  each  of  the  individuals  to 
whom  passports  had  been  given  was  in 
such  danger;  but  he  apprehended  that 
must  have  been  the  case,  and  that  would, 
therefore,  be  the  ground  on  which  the 
passports  had  been  given. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  considered  that  this 
was  a  very  important  matter,  if  English 
passports  were  to  be  given  indiscriminately 
to  foreigners.  The  parties  to  whom  those 
passports  were  exhibited  believed  that  they 
were  given  in  good  faith;  and  hence  the 
little  inconvenience  to  which  Englishmen 
were  subjected  in  travelling  upon  the  Con- 
tinent. But  if  every  foreigner  could  ob- 
tain them,  it  would  prove  very  injurious  to 
English  subjects  who  might  not  have  their 
passports  quite  en  regie.  A  knave  going 
to  escape  from  the  scenes  of  his  knavery 
was  sure  to  have  his  passport  more  en 
regie,  as  the  French  called  it,  than  the 
honest  subject  of  these  realms. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  an  English  passport 
was  a  safe  conduct  through  foreign  coun- 
tries. If  it  were  to  be  given  to  a  foreigner 
in  danger,  it  would  cease  to  be  a  security 
to  an  Englishman^  or,  indeed,  to  any  in- 
dividual. If  a  person  who  had  made  him- 
self very  notorious  was  now  walking  on 
the  strength  of  a  British  passport  in  secu- 
rity through  the  streets  of  Rome,  it  was  a 
matter  that  deserved  to  be  noticed. 

The  Eari  of  MINTO  was  prepared  to 
give  some  explanation,  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Freeborn,  with  respect  to  the  course  he 
had  taken.  He  concluded  a  letter  to  him 
(the  Earl  of  Minto)  in  these  words — **  Ex- 
cuse this  brevity,  I  am  fatigued  in  bodr 
and  mind.  I  have  been  up  all  night  faei- 
litating  the  departure  of  those  who,  having 
compromised  themselves,  might  be  shot. 
He  added,  that  the  danger  to  human  life 
alone  induced  him  to  act  as  he  had  done. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  would  not  say  whe- 
ther Mr.  Freeborn  had  acted  right  or 
wrong;  but  he  wished,  in  justice  to  him,  to 
state  what  were  his  motives  in  facilitating 
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the  escftpe  of  those  persons  from  imminent 
danger. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  thought 
that  the  Consul  proved  himself  what  he 
had  proved  himself  hefore,  a  rather  nervous 
person.  He  had  happened  to  see  on  the 
preceding  day  one  of  those  men  who  came 
over  with  Mr.  Freehorn's  passports,  and 
ho  confessed  that  General  Oudinot  was 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  those  persons.  So 
glad  was  he  to  get  rid  of  them,  that  there 
were  many  persons  travelling  under  Eng- 
lish passports  to  whom  General  Oudinot 
had  given  a  French  safe  conduct. 

THE  STEAM  NAVY. 
Eaul  TALBOT  hegged  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships  to  a  correspond- 
ence which  had  recently  taken  place  with 
respect  to  the  state  of  the  steam  navy,  one 
of  the  correspondents  being  Sir  Charles 
Napier,  who  had  lately  been  in  command 
of  the  Channel  squadron,  and  the  other 
correspondent  being  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  did  not  wish  to 
enter  into  the  merits  of  that  correspond- 
ence; but  he  thought  the  question  raised 
by  it  of  so  much  importance,  that  he  was 
anxious  to  afford  the  Government  an  op- 
portunity of  setting  the  question  at  rest, 
by  stating  whether  the  steam  navy  of  the 
country  is  or  is  not  sufficient  for  the  de- 
fence of  our  shores,  and  of  the  empire  ge- 
nerally. The  gallant  Admiral  to  whom  he 
referred  stated  that  they  had  only  three 
steam  frigates  with  an  armament  on  the 
main  deck,  and  that  there  were  twenty-two 
frigates  of  that  description  in  the  French 
navy.  He  did  not  think  the  gallant  Ad- 
miral had  adduced  any  very  strong  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  assertion  that  there 
are  twenty-two  French  steamers  of  this 
description;  but  he  had  stated  in  positive 
terms  that  we  had  only  three  vessels  car- 
rying guns  on  the  main  deck  propelled  by 
steam.  He  found  the  gallant  Admiral 
had  omitted  the  line-of-battle  ships  that  go 
by  the  name  of  block  ships,  that  are  pro- 
pelled by  screws,  and  which  he  (Earl  Tal- 
bot) had  no  doubt  would  sooner  or  later 
prove  of  efficiency  and  use;  and  so  much 
did  he  think  that  was  tho  case,  that  he 
had  no  doubt  that,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  they  would  find  it  necessary  to  adopt 
the  screw  system  as  an  auxiliary  in  all 
their  sailing  vessels,  and  thus  make  them, 
what  frigates  were  formerly  called,  "  the 
eyes  of  the  fleet."  He  should  take  the 
liberty  of  putting  a  question  to  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  with  re- 


ference to  the  matters  adverted  to  in  the 
correspondence  at  the  close  of  his  ohserva- 
tions.  It  was  not  his  wish  to  moot  the 
question  at  all  in  the  House,  and  he  would 
not  have  done  so  had  he  not  seen  that  it 
was  totally  unattended  to  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  where  the  Admiralty- 
was  more  immediately  represented,  and 
where  it  was  more  proper  to  have  the  ques- 
tion discussed.  He  intended  to  move  for 
certain  returns  with  the  consent  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  gave  his 
permission  on  the  condition  that  he  would 
only  move  for  the  first-named  returns,  and 
the  others,  involving  too  much  labour  in 
the  office,  could  be  made  out  hereafter. 
The  first  return  he  would  move  for  would 
be  to  show,  **  The  number  and  description 
of  each  war  steamer  in  commission,  show- 
ing tonnage,  horse-power,  and  armament, 
quantity  of  coals  each  is  capable  of  carry- 
ing under  hatches,  consumption  of  coal  per 
diem  when  under  full  steam,  distinguishing 
screw  from  paddlewheel  ship."  Secondly, 
'*  Similar  return  of  war  steamers  either 
advanced  in  ordinary,  or  under  repair." 
Then  they  would  get  an  official  record  that 
would  show  the  extent  of  the  steam  force 
of  this  country.  He  would  observe  that 
there  was  a  great  waste  of  public  money 
in  the  construction  of  steam  vessels  in  this 
country,  and  that  had  been  occasioned  by 
the  want  of  a  measure  which  for  several 
years  he  had  advocated,  namely,  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  scientific  board  of  construc- 
tion, to  whom  the  plans  of  all  vessels 
might  be  referred.  It  was  most  important 
that  they  should  bring  science  to  bear  on 
this  matter.  At  present  each  man  had  his 
own  view  as  to  the  mode  in  which  ships 
should  be  built,  and  called  upon  the  Admi- 
ralty to  approve  of  his  plan ;  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  they  had  ships  built 
that  were  mismanaged.  He  had  moved 
for  return  after  return,  to  get  at  the  waste- 
ful expenditure  of  public  money  that  had 
been  thus  occasioned;  but  they  presented 
one  mass  of  confusion  that  savoured  very 
much  of  the  cooking  of  accounts.  He 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with  the 
names  of  the  ships  that  had  been  so  mis- 
managed, as  it  would  occupy  their  time 
much  more  than  he  was  inclined  to  do; 
but  he  must  allude  to  one  of  those  ships, 
in  the  construction  of  which  the  gallant 
Admiral  himself  had  taken  a  great  part. 
The  gallant  Admiral  had  taken  a  great 
part  in  the  construction  of  the  Sidon; 
but  he  (Earl  Talbot)  had  been  informed 
that  the  Sidon  was  by  no  means  a  perfect 
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ship.  Amongst  the  returns  for  which  he 
hoped  to  he  ahle  to  move,  he  would  also 
ask  for  a  return  of  the  merchant  steamers 
which  could  he  made  availahle  in  case  of 
emergency.  There  were,  as  their  Lord- 
ships must  he  aware,  certain  contracts  en- 
tered into  with  large  steam  companies,  who 
received  puhlic  grants  for  carrying  the 
mails;  and  in  these  contracts  he  helieved 
there  was  a  clause  hy  which  those  proprie- 
tors of  steam  vessels  were  compelled  to  con- 
struct them  in  a  certain  way,  so  that  in  case 
of  necessity  they  should  he  ahle  to  carry 
heavy  ordnance.  That  would  he  a  very  use- 
ful return  to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
If  the  gallant  Admiral  to  whom  he  had 
referred  stated  that  he  h&d  seen  those 
French  steamers,  and  made  a  report  re- 
specting them  to  the  Admiralty,  he  (Earl 
Talbot)  would  ask  for  a  copy  of  that  re- 
port, in  order  that  their  Lordships  and  the 
country  might  be  able  to  judge  of  the  ex- 
tent of  the  force  that  exists  in  France. 
When  he  spoke  of  the  French  steam  ves- 
sels, he  was  far  from  wishing  that  there 
should  be  any  thing  like  jealousy  between 
the  countries  as  to  the  extent  of  the  force 
to  be  sustained  by  each  ;  but  this  country, 
from  its 'insular  condition,  and  the  great 
demand  on  its  marine,  was  entitled,  at  the 
least,  to  have  as  efficient  a  force  as  France. 
He  begged  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  a  statement  he  held  in  his  hand  of 
the  ships  in  the  French  and  English  navy. 
It  was  taken  from  their  Navy  List,  and 
from  the  Journal  of  Marine,  in  France, 
and  the  statement  of  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic : — 


No. 
12 


13 
27 
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LINE    OF    BATTLE    SHIPS. 

In  Commission. 

ENGLISH.  FRENCH. 

Guns.    No. 

1072  I  10   

Frigates. 

382  I    7  

Corvettes. 


293 


Brigs 


300 


2047 


17 


21 
55 


Guns. 
,.  1000 

.    338 

.    438 

,.    318 

2100 


STEAM   NAVT. 

First  class,  above  200  horse-power. 


No.  Horse-pr. 

20 9,173 

Two  of  which,  from 
800  to  660  horse-power, 
carry  guns  on  main- 
deck. 

For  200  horse-power,  downwards. 
No.                  Horse-pr.     No.                 Horse-pr. 
43 5,898     86 4,700 


No.  Horse-pr. 

22 7,630 

Ten  of  which,  from 
600  to  450  horse-power, 
carry  guns  on  main- 
deck. 


69 


15,071     68 


No. 
9  .. 


Navy. 

Screw  Steamers. 
Horse-pr.  I  No. 
1,660  I    3   
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Horse-pr. 
......    540 


5  ready  for  commission 
20  advanced 


BESERVED  FORCE. 

Line  of  Battle  Ships. 


President  of  French 
Republic        says 

there  are  10 

Frigates  and  Sloops. 

11  (but  several  ad-        I       15 

vanced)  | 

STEAM    RESERVE. 

Beady. 

6  Screw  vessels.  2,320    Steam  frigates 10 

27  Paddle  steam- 
ers    6,688 

Nearly  Ready, 


4  Screw-vessels. 
6  Paddle  steam- 
ers  


1,520 
2,150 


Corvettes 6 

Small  vessels    6 


12,330 


43  12,678 

He  admitted  that  they  had  a  force  suffi- 
cient to  cope  with  any  thing  in  existence 
at  present ;  but  he  trusted,  before  any 
future  steamers  were  built,  means  would 
be  taken  to  correct  the  evil  now  complained 
of,  and  that  their  steamers  might  no  longer 
be,  he  might  say,  the  laughing-stock  of 
the  world.  They  had  every  capability  for 
building  the  finest  steamers  in  the  world 
— they  had  the  best  machinery  in  the 
world,  the  best  timber,  and  the  best  con- 
tractors, if  the  vessels  were  contracted  for 
and  equipped  in  a  proper  manner.  While 
he  was  on  the  subject  of  naval  matters,  he 
should  like  also  to  obtain  a  return  of  the 
number  of  classes  into  which  the  ships  of 
the  Navy  are  divided.  If  a  ship  were  dis- 
abled and  wanted  a  spar,  the  answer,  when 
it  was  applied  for,  might  be  that  there  was 
one  belonging  to  another  class,  but  not  to 
fit  that  ship.  Therefore  there  was  a  want 
of  classification  to  enable  them  to  arrive  at 
a  knowledge  of  what  ships  ought  to  consti- 
tute each  class.  What  he  contended  for 
was,  that  a  first-rate,  carrying  a  certain 
number  of  guns,  should  be  of  a  certain 
recognised  size,  and  so  with  the  second- 
rate,  &c.  A  surveyor  had  been  sent  by 
Mr.  Ward,  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, to  the  dockyards,  by  whom  regu- 
lations were  made  for  the  examination  of 
apprentices  for  the  different  offices  in  the 
dockyard;  but  he  (Earl  Talbot)  thought 
that  the  system  of  education  now  adopted 
was  capable  of  great  improvement.  The 
greatest  hardship  had  been  experienced  in 
consequence  of  the  abolition  of  the  Naval 
School  of  Architecture,  and  that  was  a 
measure  which  he  believed  to  be  of  rerj 
great  detriment  to  the  public  service,  as 
well  as  of  great  hardship  to  the  gentle- 
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men  who  constitated  that  school.  He 
hoped,  hefore  long  that  the  necessity 
of  the  case  would  show  that  a  school 
of  that  description  should  be  estab- 
lished, from  which  the  offices  in  the  yards 
should  be  filled,  and  that  department  of 
the  Navy  put  on  an  efficient  and  perma- 
nent footing.  He  would  also  move  for  a 
return  on  a  future  day  of  the  number  of 
men  that  had  been  discharged  from  Her 
Majesty's  yards.  The  same  system  was 
DOW  going  on  that  had  prevailed  in  the  years 
1832  and  1833 — discharging  men,  leaving 
the  yards  inefficiently  attended,  the  conse- 
quence being  the  very  reverse  of  economi- 
cal. Clearing  the  yards  was  not  the  way 
to  get  men  ;  and  when  an  emergency  arose 
they  would  have  to  pay  a  higher  price  for 
them.  He  was  perfectly  confident  that 
their  steam  navy  would  be  able  to  main- 
tain the  honour  of  this  country;  but  still 
he  did  not  think  it  was  so  possible  as  men 
imagined,  considering  the  great  facilities 
that  steam  had  given  to  France  and  other 
countries  to  bring  troops  to  the  shore  and 
carry  them  over,  to  say  that  there  is  an 
equal  facility  of  resisting  them.  They 
should,  therefore,  be  on  their  guard,  thou^ 
he  had  no  fear  of  the  result,  and  he  would 
have  less  fear  when  their  seaboard  was 
put  on  a  more  efficient  footing.  He  could 
not  sit  down  without  saying  that  there 
were  powers  and  inventions  which  would 
secure  this  country,  not  only  from  all  the 
steamers  of  France,  but  from  all  the 
steamers  of  Europe.  They  knew  of  it 
very  well,  and  the  Goremment,  he  thought, 
were  very  remiss  in  not  securing  the  bene- 
fit of  them  for  the  country.  Having  had 
a  communication  with  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  he  would  now  move  for  the 
first  two  returns  only. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  had  no  doubt 
that  he  could  obtain  such  information  from 
the  Admiralty  as  would  enable  him  here- 
after to  give  the  noble  Earl  a  more  satis- 
factory answer  than  he  could  then  give 
him,  and  which  therefore  he  would  not 
now  attempt  to  give.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
him — that  the  state  of  the  steam  navy, 
when  the  returns  were  made,  would  be 
found  to  be  such  as  must  give  entire  satis- 
faction and  security  to  the  country.  He 
could  say  for  himself  that»  having  seen 
several  of  those  vessels  on  service,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  them.  With  regard 
to  the  motive  that  had  induced  the  noble 
Earl  to  move  for  those  returns,  namely,  to 
counteract  the  representation  of  a  very 


distinguished  and  gallant  officer,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Minto)  was  sorry  to  say  that  such 
a  correspondence  had  taken  place.  He 
must  express  his  regret  that  any  officer 
should  carry  on  a  correspondence  of  that 
description,  or  a  controversy  of  that  na- 
ture. It  could  not  be  attended  with  any 
public  advantage  whatever,  it  was  of  great 
detriment  to  the  service,  and  it  was  a  prac- 
tice which  he  woul^  wish  as  much  as  pos- 
sible to  be  avoided.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  returns  that  had  been  moved  for; 
but  with  regard  to  the  other  returns,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Eari  would  give  notice 
before  he  moved  for  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjotimed  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  19,  1849. 

MiicUTKB.]    PuBuc  BiLCB.— 1<>  CuttoiBs ;  Home  of  Loidi 
Costs  Taxation. 

Rfporf erf.— Judgments  (Irdand)  {  Stamp,  &cw  AlknraoMM. 

30  Estates  Leasing  (IieUmd) ;  Munidpal  Corporations  (Ii»> 
land) ;  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment ;  Stock  in  Trade; 
Regimentol  Benefit  Societies  i  Enlistment  (Artillery  and 
Ordnance). 
PariTioif a  PmassifTao.  By  Mr.  Hume,  ftom  ^t^ipoee, 
complaining  of  Inft-actioo  of  Treaty  with  the  Netherlands. 
—By  the  Earl  of  March,  from  East  Grinstead,  for  Repeal 
of  Uie  Duty  on  Malt.— By  Mr.  Mibier  GibsaB,  ttam  Lorn- 
don,  for  the  Rqieal  of  the  Duties  on  Papnr,  te<— By  tte 
Attorney  General,  fh>m  the  Shrewsbury  and  Chester  Rail- 
way Compafiy,  for  Pbstponeroent  of  the  Audit  of  Railway 
Accounts  BilL— By  Lord  R.  Grosvenor,  ftom  Londoti,  for 
RecogniUOQ  of  the  Hungarian  Republic«-*By  Mr.  Mae- 
kinnon,  from  R.  Jones,  and  others,  against  the  proposed 
Plan  of  sending  Mails  to  Paris  vii  Cahdi.— By  Mr.  Mai- 
terman*  ftom  Londoo,  against  the  Sale  and  MamUhctae 
of  Bread  BilL— By  Mr.  Pearson,  from  Lambeth*  fyi  an 
Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  BlewUt.  fron 
Newport,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debit  Act. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved 
that  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill 
he  taken  into  consideration.  He  said, 
that  out  of  the  35th  Clause  the  House  of 
Lords  had  struck  out  the  words,  *'  that  no 
money  paid  to  the  Accountant  General 
in  Ireland  shall  he  liable  to  usher's 
poundage."  Ho  intended  to  ask  the 
House  to  disagree  to  that  Amendment 
of  the  Lords.  The  Bill  in  effect  substi- 
tuted the  Incumbered  Estates  Commission- 
ers for  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Under 
the  Bill  the  commissioners  would  have  the 
power,  if  they  thought  it  necessary,  of  pay- 
ing money  into  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
adjudication  upon  by  that  court;  bat  it 
would  be  observed,  that  it  would  always 
be  money  arising  from  the  sale  of  land  add 
under  powers  which  were  analogous  to 
those  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     Now,  it 
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was  the  practice  in  Ireland  to  allow  the 
usher  to  hare  poundage  on  all  money  paid 
into  the  Court  of  Chancery  from  any  ex- 
terior source;  hut  where  land  was  sold  hy 
the  Court  of  Chancery  the  produce  of  that 
land  so  sold  was  not  liahle  to  usher  pound- 
age. Money,  therefore,  paid  hythe  com- 
missioners into  the  Court  of  Chancery  would 
he  exactly  the  same  as  money  paid  for  the 
sale  of  land  under  the  court,  which  was  not 
liahle  to  poundage  at  all.  Considenng  that 
the  office  to  which  he  had  referred  was  a 
grossly  sinecure  office,  and  which  would 
cease  with  its  present  holder,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  proposing  that  the  words 
should  he  struck  out  of  the  Bill  which 
prohihited  the  payment  of  poundage.  It 
might  he  a  question  whether  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  did  not  affect  the  privi- 
lege of  the  House  of  Commons,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  in  the  nature  of  imposing  a  tax. 
He  would  not,  however,  go  upon  that 
ground,  hut  upon  the  hroader  ground  of 
principle,  helieving,  as  he  did,  that  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  passing  the  Amend- 
ment, had  not  hefore  them  the  real  facts 
of  the  case. 

Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  up  rea- 
sons to  he  offered  to  the  Lords  at  a  Confer- 
ence, for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendment  to 
which  this  House  hath  disagreed:" — Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Bernal,  Mr.  Mon- 
sell,  Mr.  Stafford,  Sir  John  Young,  Mr. 
Sadleir,  and  Sir  William  Somerville : — 
Three  to  he  the  quorum. 

The  other  Amendments  were,  after  a 
desultory  conversation,  agreed  to. 

TAXATION. 
Mr.  DRUMMOND,  in  hringing  forward 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
relative  to  the  taxation  and  large  expendi- 
ture of  the  country,  said  that  the  necessity 
had  now  arisen  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment taking  into  their  serious  considera- 
tion the  mode  of  levying  taxation  in  this 
country,  with  a  view  of  making  some  radi- 
cal change.  The  last  time  he  trouhled 
the  House  on  this  subject,  he  asked  for 
leave  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  in  which  they  might  have  been 
enabled  to  go  into  these  matters  in  detail, 
referring  to  all  the  various  establishments 
in  which  economy  might  be  practised,  and 
in  which  expenditure  might  be  reduced. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  pleased 
to  oppose  that  proposition,  and  one  of  them 
had  turned  his  remarks  into  ridicule,  while 
another  had  warned  the  House  against  fol- 
lowing so  inexperienced  a  Palinurus.     To 


come  to  a  plain  conclusion,  however,  it 
needed  only  a  reference  to  the  numerous 
blue  books  and  reports  on  the  table,  and 
to  those  he  referred  for  a  justification  of 
the  course  he  proposed.  He  feared  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  judge  of 
this  Motion  rather  by  association  with  for- 
mer Motions,  similar  in  words,  but  very 
dissimilar  in  tendency ;  for  they  had 
usually  been  made  by  some  persons  in- 
tending to  damage  the  Government,  and 
to  establish  some  rival  faction  in  power 
and  emolument  in  their  place.  He  needed 
hardly  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
pointing  out  how  impossible  it  must  be 
that  such  could  be  the  intention  of  this 
Motion.  In  fact,  the  days  of  party  were 
at  an  end  ;  and  it  would  not  now  do  to 
proceed  in  this  covert  way  against  one 
party,  for  there  was  no  other  party  to  sub- 
stitute. Whether  it  were  right,  or  whe- 
ther it  were  wrong — ^whether  it  were  ad- 
vantageous, or  not— parties  were  at  an 
end.  He,  for  one,  regretted — greatly  re- 
gretted— that  there  was  no  powerful  party 
to  whom  the  Sovereign  of  this  country 
might  have  recourse,  if  need  should  arise  ; 
but,  nevertheless,  they  had  to  deal  with 
the  House  as  they  found  it,  and  not  as 
they  might  wish  it  to  be.  If  there  was  a 
disadvantage,  and  on  that  he  gave  no  opin- 
ion, in  no  longer  having  these  strong  par- 
ties in  the  House,  at  all  events  there  was 
an  advantage  for  independent  Members, 
and  they  had  a  greater  opportunity,  if  they 
used  it  aright,  of  carrying  into  effect  the 
measures  they  thought  necessary  for  the 
public  good.  For,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
great  interests  of  the  country  at  all  times 
had  been  sacrificed  to  party  purposes  ; 
from  the  days  of  the  Revolution — he  meant 
the  Revolution  of  1688 — down  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  every  great  interest  in  the  coun- 
try had  only  been  the  battlefield  upon 
which  the  real  question  at  issue  had  been, 
which  faction  in  this  House  should  rule. 
It  was  so  at  the  beginning,  it  was  so  in 
the  days  of  the  early  French  Revolution; 
it  was  so  during  the  days  of  the  American 
war;  it  was  so  during  the  time  of  the  Ca- 
nada rebellion;  it  was  so  in  the  case  of  the 
com  laws;  and  it  was  so  now  every  day  in 
the  case  of  free  trade.  And  some  people 
adopted  this  course  really  believing  they 
were  free  from  it.  To-night  he  had  seen 
the  operation  of  the  principle.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the 
House  said  to  him,  with  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion he  was  now  bringing  before  them, 
"  Oh,  I  quite  agree  with  your  Motion,  and 
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think  it  a  very  right  sort  of  thing,  hut 
then  you  know  I  could  not  go  into  the 
lobby  with  the  Member  for  the  West  Rid- 
ing. *  Again,  another  hon.  Friend,  who 
sat  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  said, 
**  Oh,  I  entirely  agree  with  you — I  am  a 
Radical  reformer,  but  when  I  see  the  Con- 
servatives supporting  you,  I  think  I  can- 
not fitly  do  so.  '  Now,  it  was  in  that  way 
that  they  sacrificed  the  interests  of  the 
country  to  faction.  There  was  also  more 
than  ordinary  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
independent  Members  carrying  out  mea- 
sures, and  the  reason  was  this — that,  in- 
dividualised by  their  peculiarities,  they 
must  of  necessity  be  a  desultory  body  ; 
they  could  not  be  in  compact  order  :  and 
certainly  a  small  and  compact  body  would 
always  in  detail  be  a  more  powerful  body 
than  a  more  numerous  company  with  no 
common  principle  of  union.  To  illustrate 
what  he  meant,  they  very  well  knew  what 
difference  in  the  speeches  they  should  hear 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  if  the  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  sitting  there.  Well 
did  they  know  how  lively  on  the  subject  of 
economy  and  retrenchment  they  had  been; 
but  those  eloquent  tongues  were  silent 
now.  Perhaps  they  were  keeping  these 
away  in  a  little  corner  for  a  future  time, 
when  the  Whigs  were  in  want  of  a  subject 
for  popular  commotion,  to  be  used  as  a 
stepping-stone  to  power.  The  policy  of 
independent  Members  must  be  this.  There 
were  no  greater  differences  among  those 
who  were  convinced  of  the  advantages  of 
retrenchment  than  were  to  be  found  in 
any  other  body  of  men.  If  one  discussed 
one  mode  of  doing  a  thing,  and  another 
discussed  another  mode  of  doing  a  thing, 
an  ingenious  Government  might  very  well 
be  able  to  be  heavy  upon  them,  exclaim- 
ing, *' what  inconsistences  there  are  among 
these  people  !  '*  and  *'  how  difficult  it  is  to 
examine  their  crotchets  !  '*  They  must 
come  to  conclusions,  and  leave  details,  for 
differ  as  they  might  in  their  plans,  both 
as  to  the  how  it  was  to  be  done,  and 
the  when  it  was  to  be  done,  the  long 
and  the  short  of  the  story  must  be  for 
them  to  say,  **  You  shan*t  have  so  much 
money.'*  That  was  the  end  of  the  whole 
story.  It  was  not,  however,  that  those  Gen- 
tlemen [referring  to  the  Treasury  bench] 
should  rest  altogether  upon  any  assertion 
they  could  make;  they  ought  to  give  them 
authority,  more  of  authority  than  reasons  for 
it.  He  desired  upon  that  occasion  to  avoid 
using  either  inflammatory  or  exaggerated 


language,  because  he  knew  full  well  that 
there  were  greater  expectations  of  relief 
to  be  derived  from  this  source  among  the 
public,  than  there  was  any  good  foundation 
for.  He  had  also  seen  it  stated  that  the 
whole  amount  of  our  taxation  was  en  pure 
perte — was  just  as  completely  wasted  from 
the  resources  of  the  country  as  if  it  had 
been  thrown  into  the  sea.  Now,  that  was 
not  the  fact;  whatever  the  disadvantages 
of  our  taxation  might  be — and  he  was  not 
inclined  to  diminish  its  disadvantages — a 
great  deal  of  it  did  return  to  the  coun- 
try again,  and  was  not  therefore  en  pure 
perte.  The  advocates  of  retrenchment 
might  readily  grant  all  that — there  was 
no  necessity  for  exaggeration  on  the  sub- 
ject. All  that  they  need  attempt  to 
show  was,  that  the  amount  of  taxation 
was  excessive,  and  that  the  mode  of  levy- 
ing it  was  unjust.  He  disclaimed  all  in- 
tention of  casting  any  special  blame  upon 
Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers  for  the 
evils  of  which  he  complained.  In  order 
to  show  clearly  what  he  meant,  he  would 
take  for  his  examples  a  few  articles  upon 
which  the  duties  had  already  been  re- 
pealed. The  duty  on  the  highest  priced 
printed  cottons,  on  the  dearest  cottons, 
which  were  only  worn  by  the  richer  classes 
of  the  community,  was  10  per  cent;  but 
upon  the  very  commonest  cottons,  those 
that  were  low-priced  and  worn  by  the 
poorest,  the  duty  was  50  per  cent.  You 
would  say,  you  had  repealed  all  these; 
yes,  but  the  principle  on  which  the  taxes 
were  made  existed  now.  The  tax  upon 
leather  was  regulated  by  the  weight;  but 
everybody  knew  that  a  countryman's  shoes 
weighed  more  than  a  hundred  pairs  of  la- 
dies' shoes,  and  accordingly  they  cost  him 
more.  The  same  with  the  tax  upon  wine; 
it  was  100  per  cent,  while  the  tax  'upon 
beer  was  175  per  cent.  These  were  illus- 
trations of  his  meaning,  and  further  than 
that  he  would  not  detain  the  House.  It 
was  the  whole  establishment  of  the  country 
that  had  been  in  that  sort  of  way  pitched 
at  too  high  a  rate;  and  as  evidence  of  that, 
he  would  give  the  House  first  a  quotation 
from  a  journal  which  was  the  great  organ 
of  the  last  Administration.  The  Quarierltf 
Review,  in  a  long  panegyric  which  it  pro- 
nounced upon  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
T  am  worth,  said — 

"  If  we  are  to  keep  our  place,  it  is  indispenablj 
necessary  that  every  incumbrance  should  be  re- 
moved which  clogs  the  activity  and  enei^  of  in- 
dividuals or  the  Grovemment.  Every  part  of  the 
machine  of  society  must  bo  adapted  to  tbe  in- 
creased exertion  it  is  called  upon  to  make.    If 
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this  be  80,  every  branch  of  onr  public  and  private 
economy  —  the  adminintration  of  the  affairs  of 
parishes  and  counties  ;  the  state  of  charities,  cor- 
porations, public  schools,  colleges,  the  law,  the 
Church,  and  the  whole  management  of  our  foreign 
dependencies,  must  necessarily  submit  to  exami- 
nation and  amendment.  Wealthy  as  the  country 
is,  and  attached  to  ancient  institutions  as  it  has 
always  been,  it  can  no  longer  support  the  burden 
of  places  or  proceedings  which  can  be  simplified 
or  dispensed  with.  While  no  branch  of  our  insti- 
tutions ought  to  be  touched  which  can  be  safely 
let  alone,  there  yet  exists  an  imperative  necessity 
for  submitting  many  of  them  to  alteration.  When 
the  situation  of  a  State  becomes  really  critical — 
when  its  affiiirs  require  to  be  effectually  disen- 
tangled, it  is  neither  to  men  of  mere  routine,  nor 
to  proficients  in  statistical  calculation,  and  the 
metaphysics  of  political  economy,  that  the  wise 
wUl  look." 

He  believed  that  was  exactly  the  state  of 
the  case;  that  unless  they  would,  by  some 
strong  resolution,  compel,  if  they  supposed 
them  disinclined,  or  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Administration  if  they  were  inclined 
to  make  retrenchments  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure, they  neither  would  nor  could. 
He  was  further  strengthened  in  his  views 
by  a  passage  in  a  despatch,  lately  present- 
ed to  the  House,  from  one  of  our  colonial 
governors  to  Earl  Grey : — 

*'  Your  Lordship  will  find,  that  I  stated  in  my 
message  to  the  council,  that  though  I  was  not  of 
opinion  that  the  salaries  were  extravagant,  or  the 
officers  too  numerous,  yet  I  considered  that  some 
diminution  should  take  place  in  consequence  of 
the  state  of  the  finances,  and  that  I  intended 
making  a  proposal  to  your  Lordship.  This  I  pro- 
posed should  be  to  the  effect  that  from  the  Ist  of 
October  next  a  graduated  deduction  should  be 
made  by  the  treasurer  on  all  salaries  from  1002. 
and  upwards.  It  has  been  objected,  that  to  touch 
the  fixed  salaries  was  contrary  to  all  rule  and 
practice.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  whether  such 
be  the  case  or  not ;  but  it  certainly  does  appear 
to  me  that  if  the  revenue  cannot  meet  the  expendi- 
ture, and  if  at  the  same  time  the  whole  population 
is  in  a  state  of  distress,  that  in  equity  it  is  not  only 
just,  but  also  expedient,  as  manifesting  a  proper 
sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that 
some  reduction  should  be  made  in  the  saUries  of 
its  officers." 

Now,  Earl  Grey  did  not  assent  to  that  in 
the  case  of  the  colony  referred  to;  but  he 
found  him  assenting  in  the  case  of  another 
colony,  which  would  do  just  as  well.  Earl 
Grey  says,  March,  1849,  very  much  to  the 
same  effect  as  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  the  other  night.  Ob- 
jections had  been  urged  touching  fixed  sa- 
laries, upon  which  it  was  unnecessary  now 
for  him  to  give  any  opinion;  but  at  a  time 
when  the  revenue  of  the  country  was  not 
meeting  the  expenditure,  and  when  the 
great  body  of  the  people  were  in  distress, 
it  was  worth  considering  whether  it  would 


not  evince  a  proper  sympathy  in  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  sufferings  of  the  people 
if  they  submitted  to  reductions  in  the  sala- 
ries they  received.    His  Lordship  writes — 

"  That  a  complete  revision  of  the  financial  sys- 
tem of  Jamaica,  including  an  improvement  in  the 
existing  mode  of  taxation,  both  for  general  and 
parochud  purposes,  would  afford  more  real  relief 
to  the  suffering  planters  than  any  other  measure 
which  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to 
adopt." 

In  another  colony  they  made  a  stand  and  a 
remonstrance  against  any  alteration  or  re- 
duction in  the  Government  expenditure. 
Then  the  council  of  the  colony  took  it  into 
their  own  hands,  and  stopped  the  sup- 
plies. [An  Hon.  Member  :  What  colony  ?] 
Guiana.  What  said  the  document  in  his 
hands?— 

'*  Due  weight  ought  to  be  given  to  the  follow- 
ing considerations  —  That  the  agriculture  of  the 
colony  is  in  a  state  of  great  depression ;  that  every 
degree  of  retrenchment  in  the  public  expenditure 
that  is  consistent  with  justice  and  good  faith  is 
imperatively  called  for ;  that  an  example  of  the 
reduction  of  emoluments  set  by  the  Governor 
would  increase  his  personal  iniSuence  and  au- 
thority in  the  colony,  and  would  tend  to  reconcile 
the  holders  of  subordinate  appointments  to  the 
application  in  their  own  case  of  a  rule  to  which 
the  highest  authority  in  the  colony  had  voluntarily 
and  cheerfully  submitted." 

That  was  from  the  report  on  the  colony, 
and  he  believed  it  was  drawn  up  by  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  Next  to  the  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  levying  the  taxation,  that  was  by 
relieving  the  poor  and  making  it  press 
more  severely  upon  the  rich,  was  one  that 
he  had  most  at  heart,  and  was  the  most  im- 
portant in  consequences,  that  they  should 
take  some  means  to  pay  off  or  diminish  the 
burden  of  the  national  debt — whether  by 
conversion  into  terminable  annuities,  or  by 
buying  up  stock  in  the  market — that  was  a 
point  which  was  necessary,  and  could  not 
be  too  soon  attended  to  by  those  Gentle- 
men who  talked  of  the  recovery  of  agricul- 
ture. It  was  perfectly  true  they  could 
raise  ^ve  times  the  amount  of  eatables  out 
of  the  land  which  they  now  raised.  That 
was  perfectly  true,  no  doubt;  but  then  it 
could  only  be  done  by  an  expenditure  of 
capital  greater  than  the  value  of  the  pro- 
duce raised.  Therefore,  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  give  relief,  was  by  lower- 
ing the  rate  of  interest  to  such  an  extent 
that  money  might  be  employed  produc- 
tively which  was  now  unproductive.  He 
should  conclude  by  reading  one  passage  from 
Burke,  to  show  the  necessity  there  was  of 
a  higher  object  being  contemplated  by  Go- 
vernment in  their  wishes  to  benefit  the 
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the  establishments  of  the  country.  But, 
said  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  not 
enough  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  joined  him  by  adding,  reduc- 
tion must  be  made  in  the  forces.  Why, 
it  was  not  a  year  and  a  half  ago  since  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  Government  to 
supply  the  additional  forces  asked  for  by 
the  manufacturing  towns  for  the  protection 
of  life  and  property.  As  soon  as  these 
disturbances  had  passed  over,  reductions 
had  been  made  in  the  Army  to  the  number 
of  10,000  men.  The  proposals  for  further 
reductions  in  the  Army  were  made  and 
rejected  in  the  House,  and  he  concluded 
that  this  Government  so  far  had  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  in  the  limit  which 
they  had  fixed  for  this  year.  In  the 
Navy,  reductions  had  been  made  to  the 
number  of  3,000  men.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  that  he  cast  no  blame  on 
the  present  Government,  and  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  admitted 
he  did  not  think,  when  he  stated  that 
reductions  had  been  made  in  the  esti- 
mates for  both  services  to  the  amount  of 
2,360,000^.,  they  were  fairly  open  to  the 
charge  of  having  been  unmindful  of  reduc- 
tions in  the  expenditure.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  course  they  had  pursued 
had  been  satisfactory  to  all,  but  at  least 
they  had  the  approval  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  in  not  carrying  to  a  greater 
extent  the  reductions  which  they  had 
made.  As  for  the  reduction  proposed  to  be 
made  in  salaries,  that  was  a  subject  which 
had  been  fully  discussed  the  other  night; 
and  it  appeared  then  that  the  various 
officers  wore  paid  at  a  much  higher  rate, 
about  1780,  than  they  were  now,  in  conse- 
quence of  emoluments  then  enjoyed  which 
did  not  now  exist.  In  the  minor  depart- 
ments material  reductions  had  been  ef- 
fected. In  the  course  of  the  present  year 
the  pay-offices  had  been  consolidated,  whilst 
in  the  Paymaster *s-ofl5ce  reductions  in  the 
amount  of  salaries  had  been  effected  to  an 
extent  of  no  less  than  16,000^.,  and  of 
thirty-five  in  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed. There  had  been  a  reduction  of 
47  per  cent  upon  the  whole  amount  of  sal- 
aries paid,  and  of  33  per  cent  in  the  number 
of  persons  employed.  The  salaries  in  the 
Home  Office  had  been  reduced  3,774^  a 
year.  Complaints  had  been  made  of  the 
number  of  persons  employed  in  the  public 
service,  and  inquiries  as  to  how  many  hun- 
dreds were  employed  in  the  Home  Office, 
and  at  the  Treasury.  He  would  tell  the 
House,  the  whole  establishment  of  the 


Home  Office  consisted  of  eighteen  persons; 
and  fifty-four  wais  the  whole  of  the  Trea- 
sury, exclusive  of  the  six  Lords  and  Secre- 
taries in  Parliament.  Comparing  the 
number  of  persons  employed  in  the  public 
offices  in  this  country  with  the  number  em- 
ployed iQ  those  of  foreign  countries,  France 
for  example,  it  would  be  found  that  thej 
were  one-fourth  or  one-third  less.  At  the 
Treasury,  including  the  Parliamentary 
stafi^,  62  persons  were  employed;  at  the 
Exchequer  9;  at  the  Pay-office,  61;  mak- 
ing, altogether,  130  persons  for  those  es- 
tablishments. In  the  French  Ministry  of 
Finance  alone,  no  fewer  than  560  persons 
were  employed.  He  knew  not  what  better 
test  could  be  applied  than  this;  and  he 
thought  if  he  had  the  hon.  Gentleman  un- 
der his  guidance  at  the  Treasury  for  a 
short  time,  he  would  find  it  pretty  hard 
work  there.  In  the  Treasury  a  saving 
had  been  effected  of  2,600/.  per  annum, 
while  there  was  every  prospect  that,  by 
carrying  out  a  similar  system  of  retrench- 
ment, a  saving  of  10,000/.  a  year  might 
be  permanently  made  in  that  department. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  were  fond  of  talking  of 
patronage.  He  could  assure  them  that  no 
fondness  for  patronage  should  interfere 
with  reductions.  He  himself  had  one 
office  at  his  disposal  —  the  Exchequer 
Seal-office  —  of  600/.  a  year,  and  this 
he  had  abolished.  There  had  been  in- 
quiries instituted  in  the  Home  Office,  with 
a  view  to  a  reduction  in  that  department; 
many  minor  offices  of  a  similar  kind  had 
been  abolished  also,  while  2,000  persons 
were  reduced  in  consequence  of  the  conso- 
lidation of  stamps,  taxes,  and  excise — 
making  a  saving  of  250,000/.  since  1833. 
The  Mint  Solicitor's-office  was  abolished, 
which  made  a  saving  of  800/.  per  annum. 
In  the  Audit-office  there  had  been  a  saying 
of  4,070/. ;  and  reductions  were  made  also 
in  the  following  instances  : — Auditors  of 
Exchequer,  Scotland,  a  saving  of  1,500/.; 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Chelsea  Hospital, 
<fcc.,  a  saving  of  1,7 00/.;  Stationery-office, 
a  saving  of  31,000/.  (in  the  expenses  of 
printing),  and  further  contemplated  reduc- 
tions, by  which  50,000/.  would  be  saved. 
In  the  Customs,  a  saving  of  60,000/.  to 
80,000/.  a  year.  He  mentioned  these  facts 
to  show  that  in  little  things  as  wdl  as 
great  the  attention  of  the  Government  had 
been  directed  to  a  reduction  of  expenditure 
in  every  way  consistent  with  the  efficient 
discharge  of  the  public  service.  But  he 
must  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  who  adro- 
cated  economy,  that  in  some  respects  they 
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were  hard  taskmasters,  for  whilst  calling 
upon  the  Government  to  take  increased 
duties  upon  themselves,  they  ohjected  to 
grant  the  means  to  pay  for  them.  During 
the  whole  sitting  of  Parliament,  half  the 
time  of  the  clerks  in  the  public  depart- 
ments was  occupied  in  furnishing  returns 
which  were  called  for  day  by  day  in  that 
House.  Hon.  Gentlemen  complained  if 
they  were  not  furnished  with  the  utmost 
readiness,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they 
were  crying  out,  **  reduce  your  establish- 
ments, and  do  not  employ  so  many  per- 
sons." But  if  such  duties  were  constantly 
imposed  upon  the  establishments,  and  such 
labour  was  perpetually  being  called  for,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  execute  it  with- 
out adequate  means  of  remunerating  the 
persons  employed  in  performing  it.  As  he 
had  already  stated,  they  were  called  upon  last 
year  to  furnish  troops  in  greater  numbers 
than  usual  for  the  manufacturing  towns; 
yet  from  some  of  those  places  there  had 
proceeded  a  cry  for  a  large  reduction  of 
force.  Then  they  were  told  that  they 
were  looking  for  patronage  rather  than  the 
efficiency  of  the  public  service;  yet  they 
had  been  perpetually  pressed  in  that  House 
to  appoint  new  commissions,  new  inspec- 
tors, and  new  establishments,  to  take  upon 
them  duties  which  the  Government  would 
not  undertake.  That  pressure  came  from 
the  House  of  Commons;  and  even  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose, 
though  be  deprecated  any  addition  to  our 
establishments,  supported  a  Bill  the  other 
day  which  in  this  respect  would  have  called 
for  several  new  appointments.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  the  Government  had, 
in  his  opinion,  given  sufficient  proof  that 
they  had  not  been  unmindful  of  economy; 
and  they  were  determined  to  persevere  in 
that  course,  because  nobody  could  feel  more 
than  they  did  the  necessity  for  it,  keeping 
in  view  at  the  same  time  the  efficiency  of 
the  public  service.  No  person  in  the 
House  had  a  stronger  interest  in  promoting 
economy  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. But  he  must  say  that  for  the 
greater  part  of  his  official  life  he  had  had 
to  resist  the  pressure  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  further  expenditure ;  and 
therefore  he  felt  he  did  not  need  any  of 
that  pressure  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
put  upon  him  to  persevere  in  a  course 
which  he  had  pursued  ever  since  he  be- 
came a  Member  of  the  House.  He  did 
not  think  the  Government  could  justly  be 
exposed  to  the  censure  implied  in  the  reso- 
lution. The  reductions  they  had  made 
VOL.  CYII.    {3iS} 


were  as  great  as  it  was  advisable  to  make 
in  the  present  year;  in  future  years  further 
reductions  might  be  made,  and  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  giving  the  strongest  assur- 
ances to  the  House  that  no  expenditure 
would  be  sanctioned  by  the  Government 
which  was  not  indispensably  necessary, 
and  that  every  reduction  would  be  made 
consistently  with  the  real  interests  of  the 
State.  They  had  given  practical  proofs  of 
such  being  their  intention.  The  resolution 
seemed  to  him  to  express  a  censure  upon 
the  former  as  well  as  the  present  Govern- 
ment, which  they  did  not  merit.  They 
had  no  objection  to  it  as  a  principle,  be- 
cause it  was  only  consistent  with  their  pror 
fession  and  their  practice;  but,  as  a  Mo- 
tion, he  did  not  think  the  House  ought  to 
agree  to  it,  because  it  implied  a  censure 
which  was  not  deserved. 

Mr.  HUME  was  almost  ashamed  to 
answer  the  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  they  had  been  re- 
peated four  times  in  the  House.  The 
question  submitted  to  the  House  was,  whe- 
ther more  money  was  raised  than  was 
wanted.  The  terms  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Motion  scarcely  did  justice  to  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that 
the  day  of  party  had  gone  by;  he  (Mr, 
Hume)  wished  that  that  was  the  case.  Un- 
fortunately, up  to  this  hour,  he  found  that 
party  operated  to  reject  measures  which 
the  country  approved  of,  and  which,  if 
followed  up,  would  confer  a  great  bene- 
fit on  the  country.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  had  scarcely 
done  justice  to  his  own  Motion;  he 
scarcely  knew  in  what  way  he  supported 
his  own  allegations.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  a  complete  answer, 
and  he  (Mr.  Hume)  agreed  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  it  was  not  the 
Ministry,  but  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
was  responsible.  Last  year,  on  the  pro- 
posal to  renew  the  income  tax,  the  House 
of  Commons  evinced  their  decided  opinion 
against  it,  and  then  the  Ministers  came 
down  and  revoked  their  resolution.  He 
wished  that  in  the  present  case  the  House 
would  show  themselves  equally  alive  to  the 
pressure  of  taxation;  but  Members  did  not 
think  of  the  manner  in  which  the  taxes 
were  exacted,  and  consequently  did  not 
trouble  themselves  much  about  it.  He  did 
not  deny  the  benefit  they  had  derived  from 
changes;  he  only  complained  that  they 
had  not  carried  them  further.  He  entirely 
concurred  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; he  concurred  diat  a  greater  amount 
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Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey  inyited 
the  House  to  agree  to  a  Motion  made  by 
him  some  days  or  weeks  since  on  financial 
subjects,  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  considered 
to  be  a  little  squeamish,  and  unwilling  to 
agree  to  what  appeared  to  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  a  reasonable  proposition,  be- 
cause he  moved  the  previous  question.  He 
made  that  Motion  then,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  submitted  a  similar  Motion  on 
the  present  occasion,  he  should  have  taken 
a  similar  course,  and  for  this  reason  —  his 
first  Motion  was  simply  to  come  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  in  order  to  do 
something  which  was  shadowed  forth  in 
the  hon.  Member's  speech.  The  Motion 
only  asked  for  a  Committee;  and  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  that  he  would  go  into  Com- 
mittee for  objects  shadowed  forth  in  a 
speech  to  which  he  did  not  agree.  He, 
therefore,  could  not  have  reasonably  been 
expected  to  vote  for  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion.  But  here  the  hon.  Member  pre- 
sented himself  in  a  different  guise,  and 
asked  for  a  distinct  opinion  as  to  whether 
there  did  exist  a  margin  of  expenditure 
which  might  be  cut  down,  still  continuing 
a  good  and  efficient  system  of  government. 
He  merely  asked  them  to  leave  on  the 
Votes  of  the  House  of  Commons  a  record 
to  the  effect,  that,  at  the  present  time,  the 
expenditure  was  larger  than  was  necessary 
to  carry  on  good  and  efficient  government. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  must  say,  that  if 
he  was  asked  to  give  his  deliberate  opin- 
ion, aye  or  no,  he  must  say  decidedly  that 
he  thought  there  was  a  larger  expenditure 
than  was  necessary  for  good  and  efficient 
government.  Therefore,  thinking,  as  he 
believed  most  men  thought,  that  there 
must  be  a  reduction  of  expenditure,  he 
could  have  no  objection  to  vote  for  the 
hon.  Member's  present  Motion.  It  might 
not  be  desirable  in  the  opinion  of  some  to 
put  abstract  resolutions  on  that  subject  on 
the  books.  There  might  be  some  tech- 
nical objections  to  that  course;  he  had 
none ;  but  there  could  be  no  objection  on 
principle  to  it,  so  long  as  all  were  agreed 
that  there  must  be  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture. If  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  had  no  objection  to  this  Motion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Go- 
vernment was  so  anxious  to  carry  out  mea- 
sures of  economy,  that  they  would  make 
no  objection  to  having  this  Motion  placed 
on  their  proceedings.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  glad  to  hear  that.     He  did  not  look 


upon  a  vote  of  this  sort  as  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure on  the  Government.  It  was  a  Tote 
of  censure  on  the  system,  for  which  this 
particular  Government  was  not  responsible. 
But  it  was  a  vote  by  which  that  House 
would  leave  on  record  its  solemn  opinion 
that  the  time  had  come  for  looking  into 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  with  a  view 
to  its  reduction.  He  looked  upon  it  as  an 
instructional  Motion  —  one,  also,  encour- 
aging the  Government  to  go  on  in  their 
reductions.  It  would  also  provide  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
when  pressed  by  the  different  departments, 
the  members  of  which  hovered  about  the 
Treasury  during  the  recess,  to  get  as  much 
as  they  could  of  the  public  money,  with  a 
most  complete  and  sufficient  answer  to  their 
appeals.  What  an  answer  it  would  be  for 
his  noble  Friend  if  he  were  able  to  say, 
**  Look  at  the  resolution  the  House  passed 
last  Session.  Look  at  what  is  in  that  re- 
solution. How  can  you  expect  me,  a  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown,  anxious  to  retain  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
increase  the  expenditure,  when  the  House 
has  solemnly  resolved  that  it  shall  be  re- 
duced?" He  repeated  that  it  would  arm 
Government  against  those  men,  who,  when 
Parliament  was  prorogued,  would  com- 
mence their  attacks  upon  the  Executive, 
and,  under  pretence  of  increasing  the  efii- 
ciency  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  sought  to 
increase  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
He  was  in  this  difficulty  with  his  consti- 
tuents when  he  defended  the  Government 
on  the  score  of  economy.  He  might  say 
that  great  economy  was  going  on;  but 
then  the  people  replied  that  they  were 
paying  the  same  amount  of  taxation.  No- 
thing, in  fact,  could  persuade  them  that 
economy  was  going  on  while  they  were 
required  to  pay  the  same  amount  to  the 
taxgatherer.  Until  his  friends  enabled 
him  to  say  that  there  was  to  be  reduction 
of  taxation,  he  feared  that  he  could  not 
make  a  good  defence  for  them  on  the  sub- 
ject of  economy.  His  hon.  Fnend  the 
Member  for  Montrose  had  alluded  to  the 
civil  list,  which  was  a  delicate  question, 
and  much  misunderstood.  A  large  portion 
of  that  list  was  appropriated  to  the  pay- 
ment of  political  officers  with  whom  the 
Crown  had  little  to  do.  Parliament  had 
imposed  upon  the  Crown  the  duty  of  dis- 
posing of  the  civil  list  in  a  particular  way 
in  certain  public  offices;  and  if  his  hon. 
Friend  could  show  that  these  officers  were 
not  necessary,  he  would  not  be  acting  in- 
consistently with  a  desire  to  maintain  the 
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dignity  and  honour  of  the  Crown,  hut 
merely  acting  on  the  principle  upon  which 
the  Parliament  had  previously  dealt  with 
them  in  desiring  that  useless  places  should 
he  aholished.  If  he  could  show  that  the 
present  officers  were  not  useful  puhlic  offi- 
cers, and  that  useful  puhlic  servants  might 
he  paid  out  of  the  civil  list  instead  of  such 
officers  as  the  Master  of  the  Buckhounds, 
he  would  he  in  no  way  trenching  on  the 
constitutional  principle.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  sure  that  every  Gentleman  in  the  House 
would  be  ready  to  affirm  that  they  were  need- 
less places,  extravagant  salaries,  and  unne- 
cessary public  works  going  on.  There  was 
no  man  who  could  conscientiously  say  that, 
in  the  united  kingdom,  there  existed  at  the 
present  time  no  needless  places,  no  extra- 
vagant salaries,  no  unnecessary  works. 
Unless  a  man  was  prepared  to  make  that 
solemn  assertion,  he  could  have  no  objec- 
tion to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey.  As  to  needless  places, 
he  could  mention  one  in  a  moment  by  which 
a  saving  of  from  100,000^.  to  150,000^.  a 
year  might  be  effected.  He  meant  the 
Viceroyalty  of  Ireland,  with  its  mockery 
of  a  Court  in  Dublin.  He  did  not  believe 
it  was  in  accordance  with  the  necessities 
of  the  times,  that  we  should  keep  up  a 
second  Court  and  establishment  in  Dublin, 
the  communication  being  now  so  rapid 
that  the  executive  functions  of  Govern- 
ment could  be  carried  on  just  as  well  in 
this  country.  He  knew  the  great  talent 
and  ability,  and  had  the  highest  respect 
for  the  character  of  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  He  was  only  speaking 
of  the  system;  and  he  believed  he  was 
speaking  the  sentiments  which  were  shared 
by  great  statesmen  and  many  Members  of 
that  House  when  he  advocated  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  office.  There  was  another 
great  establishment  which  effected  no 
practical  good,  and  was  a  serious  detri- 
ment to  the  trade  of  the  country  by  cre- 
ating misunderstandings  with  foreign  Pow- 
ers— he  alluded  to  the  slave-trade  squad- 
ron. All  these  things  justified  him  in 
supporting  the  Motion,  and  he  felt  that  he 
should  be  stultifying  himself  if  he  felt  any 
difficulty  in  supporting  the  present  Motion. 
He  believed  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  in  pressing  on  our 
attention  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance, 
attacked  the  great  causes  of  high  taxation; 
but  all  useless  expenditure,  small  or  large, 
it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  get  rid  of. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  our  naval  and  mili- 
tary expenditure  had  gone  on  increasing 
as  the  likelihood  of  war  diminished^  and 


that  since  the  Peace,  instead  of  reducing 
the  national  debt,  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made,  we  had  spent  nearly  600  mil- 
lions, almost  the  whole  of  the  debt,  in 
preparations  for  war.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  some  should  not  have  been 
spent,  but  he  believed  that  far  less  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  secure  the  safety  of 
the  united  kingdom. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  that  if  he 
might  be  permitted  to  state  the  points 
upon  which  he  agreed  with,  and  differed 
from,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Surrey,  with  a  view  to  giving  his 
vote  in  support  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion,  he  would  say  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  one  foot  of  iron  upon  which 
he  might  stand  in  defiance  of  all  argu- 
ments against  his  Motion,  and  that  was, 
that  there  was  not  a  fair  partition  of  taxa- 
tion on  the  working  classes.  Now,  if  they 
looked  to  the  taxation  upon  such  an  arti- 
cle as  tobacco,  they  would  find  that  by  the 
manner  in  which  that  taxation  was  made, 
the  working  man  paid  eleven  times  as 
much  as  the  rich  consumer  of  that  article. 
And  when  he  heard  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  say  there  was  a  sort  of  balance 
in  the  case  of  the  income-tax,  he  could  not 
agree  to  it  until  he  found  that  the  rich 
man  paid  something  like  eleven  times  as 
much  as  the  poor  man.  As  to  the  policy 
of  paying  off  the  national  debt,  he  thought 
they  must  some  day  have  a  friendly  pas- 
sage of  arms.  He  could  not  understand 
how  it  was  to  be  paid  off  except  at  the 
market  value,  and  he  feared  that  if  it  were 
paid  off  we  should  be  told  to-morrow,  **  Oh, 
you  are  a  happy  nation — you  have  no 
debt;"  and  the  first  thing  we  should  do 
would  be  to  get  into  debt  again.  He 
would  also  take  that  opportunity  of  saying 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  not  to  be  too 
hasty  in  forming  an  opinion  in  consequence 
of  what  was  considered  as  the  report  of 
the  African  Committee.  In  the  main,  that 
report  was  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman; 
for  generally  there  was  an  equal  division 
of  the  Committee,  and  then  the  Chairman 
gave  his  casting  vote.  He  (Colonel  Thomp- 
son) hoped,  therefore,  that  the  report  would 
go  forth  to  the  world  as  the  opinion  of  the 
Chairman. 

Lord  B.  GROSVENOR  thought  one 
thing  was  evident — that  there  was  a  great 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  remedy  bj 
which  the  evil  complained  of  was  to  he 
met.  To  the  resolution  he  thought  there 
was  no  substantive  objection;  but  the  ar- 
guments in  support  of  it  ought  to  be  borne 
in  mindy  or  it  might  give  a  notion  to  the 
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public  out  of  doors  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  others  before  them  had  been 
exceedingly  remiss  in  endeavouring  to  re- 
duce taxation — a  charge  which  he  thought 
could  not  be  fairly  made.  The  House 
would  not  fail  to  observe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer agreed  upon  this  subject.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  made  no  objection  to  a  reso- 
lution pledging  the  Government  or  the 
country  to  a  reduction  of  expenditure,  and 
he  himself  thought  a  resolution  might  be 
prepared  which  would  be  unanimously 
agreed  to  by  that  House.  He  would  there- 
fore suggest  a  resolution  to  that  effect.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  consent  to 
adopt  that  alteration,  he  (Lord  Grosvenor) 
would  move  it  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion. 

Mr.   DRUMMOND   declined  adopting 
the  alteration  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Amendment  proposed — 

<*  To  leave  out  from  the  words  *  That 
whereas'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  or- 
der to  add  the  words,  *  no  greater  amount 
of  Taxation  ought  to  be  levied  than  is  sufficient 
for  the  good  and  efficient  government  of  the  Em- 
pire ;  and  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  a  searching 
inquiry  should  take  place,  whether  some  places 
may  not  have  become  useless,  whether  some  sala- 
ries arc  not  too  large,  and  whether  some  works 
and  establishments  may  not  be  unnecessary,  it  is 
the  opinion  of  this  House  that  a  vigilant  superin- 
tendence should  be  exercised  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  Country  in  all  its  departments,  in  order 
that  every  reduction  may  be  made  therein  which 
can  be  effected  without  detriment  to  the  public 
service.' " 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  surely  the  House 
was  not  going  to  adopt  such  a  resolution 
as  was  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  for  it  was  the  iden- 
tical proposition  that  that  House  ought  to 
do  its  duty — that  whereas  there  were  many 
needless  places  and  so  on,  therefore  the 
House  ought  to  be  vigilant  in  reducing  the 
expenditure.  Could  the  House  understand 
a  proposition  of  that  sort  ?  He  could  un- 
derstand the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Surrey,  for 
that  stated  distinctly  and  categorically 
that  tho  expenditure  was  too  great;  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  for  an  in- 
stant pass  over  what  was  a  real  and  sub- 
stantive proposition,  to  accept  one  which 
was  evidently  put  forward  as  a  makeshift 
and  excuse  to  escape  from  a  plain-spoken 
and  proper  proposition.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that  this  was  a 
sort  of  charge  against  the  Government. 
He  (Mr.   Roebuck)  accepted   it  in  that 


meaning.  He  believed  that  it  was  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  a  charge  against  the 
Government;  and  he  would  ask  any  one 
who  wished  for  a  sort  of  historical  recol- 
lection for  the  holydays  to  take  the  years 
1815  and  go  to  1830,  and  to  consider  the 
proceedings  of  the  Governments,  the  old 
Tory  Governments  of  those  days — Con- 
servatives were  not  discovered  at  that  time. 
In  1830  the  House  saw  two  remarkable 
events — a  Government  with  an  overflowing 
Exchequer,  and  the  Whigs  with  a  majority 
on  a  Motion  for  economy.  The  Duke  of 
W^ington's  Administration  in  1830  was 
displaced;  and  it  was  a  very  remarkable 
event,  as  it  bore  upon  an  observation  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  that 
evening — it  was  displaced  on  a  Motion 
made  by  Sir  H.  Parnell  on  the  civil  list  of 
that  day;  and  it  was  a  curious  circumstance 
connected  with  that  vote  and  the  subse- 
quent proceedings  of  the  Whig  Adminis- 
tration, that  although  by  that  Motion  thej 
voted  that  the  Government  of  that  day  was 
extravagant  in  a  civil  list  of  900»000£., 
having  got  a  majority  and  turned  out  the 
Government,  they  within  a  few  months 
brought  in  the  same  identical  civil  list  with 
a  diminution  of  only  SfiOOL,  and  the  only 
distinction  was  that  part  of  it  was  made  a 
permanent  charge  which  before  was  grant- 
ed only  for  the  life  of  the  Sovereign.  That 
was  the  proceeding  of  a  Whig  Administra- 
tion upon  that  occasion.  Now,  b>o  did  ac- 
cuse the  Government  of  extravagance ;  for 
from  that  year  to  the  present  they  had 
been  increasing  the  expenditure.  At  that 
time  there  was  very  nearly  3,000,00OZ. 
over  the  expenditure.  That  had  never 
been  seen  during  the  Administration  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  now  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Treasury  bench  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  from  that  time  every  one  of  our 
iqstitutions  had  been  iscreasing  in  its  ex- 
travagance. At  that  time  the  whole  ex- 
penditure of  the  country  was  49,000,0OOZ. 
Last  year  it  was  57,000,000^.  And  yet 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  consider- 
ed this  Motion  as  a  charge  against  the 
Government.  It  was  a  charge  against 
them.  He  understood  it  as  a  charge 
against  them,  and  upon  that  ground  he 
would  vote  for  it.  Could  it  bo  said  that 
an  ordinary  private  man,  when  he  found 
his  daily  expenditure  growing  from  year  to 
year  beyond  his  means  of  payment,  did 
not  look  to  his  income  and  ask  himself 
what  he  could  do  to  meet  the  expense  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  his  concern  ?  Was 
this  country  in  a  position  to  go  on  as  it 
had  of  late  years  ?    It  would  not  do  at 
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that  tim6  to  tell  them  that  the  Government 
had  been  effecting  savings,  as  some  of 
their  simple  friends  had  b^en  suggesting ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  country  felt  that  day 
after  day,  and  year  after  year,  the  expen- 
diture of  the  oountry  had  been  increasing, 
and  with  obviously  no  necessity  for  any 
such  increase.  Qe  knew  it  had  often  been 
said  that  Europe  was  in  a  dangerous  state, 
and  that  a  large  expenditure  was  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  warding  off  danger,  and 
that  therefore  we  must  retain  an  immense 
war  establishment.  Now,  what  rational 
ground  was  there  for  any  such  assertion  ? 
He  would  take  upon  himself  to  say  that 
never  since  England  was  a  kingdom  had 
she  been  in  a  situation  of  such  perfect 
security  as  at  the  present  moment.  The 
main  was  to  her  a  tower  of  strength;  and 
even  if  any  danger  were  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  hostility  of  Continental  Powers, 
their  present  distractions  were  to  this  coun* 
try  a  source  of  additional  security.  Jt  was, 
therefore,  an  idle  pretence,  a  purely  fan- 
tastic idea,  to  talk  of  the  dangers  by 
which  we  were  surrounded,  as  a  pretence 
for  augmenting  the  public  expenditure. 
What  had  this  country  to  do  with  the 
causes  of  distraction  which  disturbed  the 
Continent  ?  The  business  with  which  Par- 
liament ought  then  to  occupy  itself  was 
not  foreign  affairs,  but  the  most  effectual  and 
judicious  mode  of  cutting  down  the  public 
expenditure.  They  had  a  very  expensive 
amusement  in  the  nautical  evoluUona  pf  a 
gallant  admiral  who  had  formeidy  made 
some  evolutions  in  that  House.  What 
wafi  the  use  of  having  that  gallant  admiral 
with  a  large  fleet  wandering  about  the 
narrow  aeaa  and  doing  nothing,  except 
sometimes  going  to  Lisbon  and  firing  off  a 
little  gunpowder?  The  people  of  England 
were  really  behaving  like  persons  who 
knew  not  how  to  take  care  of  their  money; 
according  to  the  old  phrase,  as  if  it  were 
"  burning  a  hde  in  their  pockets  ;*'  as  if 
they  had  not  a  sufficient  pauper  population 
to  take  care  of.  Then  there  was  Irelaod. 
They  were  obliged  to  pay  her  from  day  to 
day,  and  this  with  not  the  slightest  show 
of  economy,  &or  any  the  least  opposition 
on  the  part  of  Members  of  that  House* 
Private  individual!  were  accustomed  to  out 
down  their  expenses  within  the  limits  of 
their  income,  but  the  House  of  Conmions 
never  thought  of  anything  half  so  pm* 
dent.  The  army  of  this  country  was  such 
as  had  never  before  been  maintained  during 
peace.  He  said  nothiiig  of  4he  army  ef 
indiay  beeauae  it  was  maintained  ftbroadi 


neither  did  he  say  anything  of  the  army 
maintained  in  Canada.  If  England  dealt 
honestly  with  her  colonies,  she  need  not 
maintain  any  for  their  use.  If  repres^i- 
tative  governments  were  given  to  the  whole 
of  Australia  from  end  to  end,  and  given 
also  to  New  Zealand* — ^if  they  reformed 
their  colonial  governments^— they  might  at 
once  bring  home  their  troops.  As  to 
Canada,  if  they  could  not  keep  it  by  the 
agency  of  a  Pai*liament,  they  could  not 
hope  to  maintain  it  by  the  force  of  an 
army.  When  this  country  was  at  war,  it 
possessed  an  Army  and  a  Navy  sufficiently 
effective,  and  the  expense  of  it  was  not 
great,  unless  when  we  thought  proper  to 
Uirow  away  money  upon  the  Peninsula, 
and  otherwise  to  waste  treasure  by  subsir 
dising  foreign  Powers.  If  a  man  were  to 
pass  the  globe  all  over,  he  would  find  no- 
thing but  profound  peace  in  all  the  British 
dominions;  and  if,  in  the  midst  of  this  per^p 
feet  tranquillity,  England  were  to  pay 
57,000,000;.,  what  would  be  her  condition 
if  she  reidly  went  to  war?  The  right 
hon.  Membe^  for  T  am  worth  imposed  upon 
the  country  the  income  tax;  and  when  he 
(Mr.  Koebuck)  asserted  that  it  would  be  a 
permanent  impost,  he  was  sneeringly  told 
that  it  would  be  merely  temporary.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  with  the  plausible  smile 
for  which  he  was  distinguished,  repeated 
that  it  would  very  soon  be  removed;  and 
with  the  same  smile,  which  seemed  store* 
otyped  on  his  countenance,  he  on  a  subse- 
quent occasion  said  the  tax  would  not  be 
for  ever.  Would  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  tell  tbe  House  that  the 
tax  was  a  temporary  impost  ?  It  was  true 
the  present  Government  had  tried  to  in-^ 
crease  the  tax.  With  the  true  feeling  of 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  consi- 
dered it  the  easiest  mode  of  imposing  taxes, 
and  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  considered  it  one  of 
the  best  modes  of  doing  so.  But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  afraid  to  p^- 
sist  in  that  proposition,  for  he  must  have 
known  that  a  lai^e  income  tax  would  be 
the  surest  way  to  stimulate  the  vigilaaoe 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  as  it  woidd 
touch  them  and  their  constituents.  Bat 
he  repeated  his  disposition  to  favour  direel 
taxation  rather  than  any  other.  Upon 
these  grounds  he  must  vote  for  the  Motimi 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey^  fer 
it  had  become  absolutely  necessary  to  ex- 
cite the  vigilance  of  that  House,  and  to 
rouse  the  Government,  which  lived  on  hem 
day  to  day  ia  eonstant  terror  of  bemg  out- 
voted.   Nothing  could  be  more  untrue  than 
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that  party  was  dead  in  that  House.  It 
was  bj  accident  he  spoke  from  the  place 
he  now  occupied  (on  the  Opposition  side). 
The  least  trifle  would  split  the  party  in 
two.  The  Protectionists  at  one  end  of 
the  bench,  the  remainder  of  the  leading 
Oppositionists  who  sat  at  the  other,  were 
as  distinct  as  positive  and  negative  elec- 
tricity. No  Members  could  be  more  op- 
posed to  each  other  than  those  who  sat 
above  and  below  the  gangway.  The  bench 
opposite  to  him  was  totally  unlike  the 
bench  behind  it,  and  the  whole  House  was 
but  as  a  nest  of  partisans.  He  really  wish- 
ed instead  of  all  this  that  there  was  some- 
thing like  a  strong  Government  establish- 
ed. For  his  part,  he  would  willingly  give 
up  a  popular  for  a  strong  Government.  He 
should  gladly  support  a  Government  that 
had  vigour  enough  to  carry  out  its  own 
right  intentions;  but  he  could  not  give  his 
support  to  those  paltry  hesitating  fears, 
that  feeling  of  shrinking  from  trouble,  that 
self-deceit,  which,  like  the  wild  ostrich  in 
the  bush,  hid  its  head,  and  thought  it  con- 
cealed its  body.  If  he  could  force  out  such 
a  Government  and  force  in  a  strong  one, 
he  would  most  willingly  do  so,  and,  there- 
fore, he  gave  his  cordial  support  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Surrey. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said :  Those  who  at 
all  consider  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Surrey,  must  admit 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  bring  any  charge 
against  the  present  Government,  for  my 
hon.  Friend  had  himself  said  so  most  dis- 
tinctly. Then  if  there  has  been  no  charge 
conveyed  in  the  Motion,  and  if  it  has  not 
been  accepted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  a  charge 
against  the  Government — if  those,  also, 
who  this  evening  debated  the  question, 
were  also  agreed  in  not  regarding  it  in  the 
light  of  a  censure,  then  I  venture  to  think 
myself  warranted  in  saying  that  no  sort  of 
censure  has  been  intended.  But  nothing 
less  would  please  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  SheflSeld  than  to  take  the  Mo- 
tion in  a  sense  totally  different  from  that 
which  the  hon.  Mover  himself  intended  and 
plainly  professed.  That  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  take  it  to  be  a  censure, 
and  insisted  upon  his  right  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  opportunity  which  that  Motion 
gave  him,  to  speak  of  what  he  called  the 
imbecility  of  the  present  Administration, 
and  to  express  his  earnest  wish  that  a 
strong  Government  could  be  found.  Now 
it  would  be  difficult  to  imagine  that  the 


hon.  and  learned  Member  would  regard 
anything  as  a  strong  Government  unless 
it  were  to  be  an  Administration  consisting 
of  himself  and  no  one  else;  for,  of  course, 
he  could  not  support  those  who  differed 
from  him,  and  there  was  scarcely  any  one 
who  agreed  with  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  maintains  his  own  opin- 
ions honestly  and  independently;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  there  is  not  any  set  of  Gentle- 
men in  this  House  who  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield,  so 
that  he  clearly  could  not  be  satisfied  with 
any  Government  excepting  one  which 
should  begin  and  end  with  himself.  As 
to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Surrey,  though  it  is  not  a 
censure  on  the  Government,  it  neverthe- 
less is  one  to  which  I  cannot  give  my  as- 
sent. My  hon.  Friend  has  spoken  in  his 
resolution  as  holding  the  opinion  that  in 
the  present  Session  the  pcJicy  and  mea« 
sures  for  which  he  contends  ought  to  hare 
been  carried;  and  that,  I  apprehend,  is 
not  so  much  a  censure  on  the  present  Go- 
vernment as  it  is  a  condemnation  of  the 
House  itself.  It  condemns  the  manner  in 
which  the  votes  of  this  House  have  been 
given,  and  the  way  in  which  its  proceedings 
have  been  conducted — ^for  it  asserts  that 
after  six  months  of  deliberation,  the  Honse 
has  in  the  present  Session  not  performed 
its  duty;  and,  again,  after  six  months  of 
deliberation,  my  hon.  Friend  having  put  off 
his  Motion  untU  this  present  evening,  now 
comes  forward  to  say  that  500  Members 
of  this  House  who  have  voted  upon  the 
questions  brought  before  them,  and  the 
greater  part  of  whom  are  now  out  of  town, 
have,  during  the  whole  of  the  Session  been 
misapplying  the  powers  with  which  their 
constituents  intrusted  them.  It  cannot 
fail  to  appear  very  extraordinary  that  my 
hon.  Friend  should  now  bring  forward  this 
accusation  against  the  whole  House,  not 
only  when  a  very  large  proportion  of  them, 
probably  500  Members,  but  also  at  a  time 
when  some  of  the  ablest  debaters  in  Parlia- 
ment, were  absent.  Are  we  not,  then, 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  he  takes  ad- 
vantage of  the  thinness  of  the  House  at  the 
end  of  the  Session  to  bring  forward  a  Mo- 
tion which  he  could  not  hope  to  propose 
with  equal  success  at  any  other  period  of 
the  year?  It  is  at  this  time  and  under 
these  circumstances  that  he  brings  his 
Motion  before  the  House.  Assuming, 
then,  for  a  moment  that  my  hon.  Friend 
could  carry  his  resolution,  I  cannot  suppose 
that  such  a  decision  could  come  before  the 
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country  with  any  weight,  seeing  that  at 
best  it  would  only  eipress  the  sense  of  a 
very  small  number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House.  But  even  in  the  existing  condi- 
tion of  tbe  House,  the  Motion,  in  its  present 
state,  is  hardly  one  which  we  could  adopt; 
nevertheless,  it  is  one  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  says  he  will 
support,  though  he  seems  to  justify  his 
vote  upon  rather  extraordinary  grounds. 
He  says  that  Sir  H.  Pamell  moved  a  reso- 
lution in  1830,  which  Lord  Althorp,  in 
1831,  did  not  practically  carry  out.  Now, 
supposing  the  statement  of  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  to  have  been 
well  founded  with  respect  to  both,  1  do  not 
see  bow  that  ought  to  induce  this  House 
to  come  to  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  present 
Government.  The  fact  is,  however,  that 
tbe  points  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  referred,  were  not  ar- 
gued in  1830  and  1831,  as  he  represented 
them  to  have  been.  The  leading  Whigs 
of  that  period.  Lord  Brougham  and  others, 
objected  to  certain  expenses  being  included 
in  the  civil  list,  which  in  all  previous  times 
had  formed  part  of  that  branch  of  the  pub- 
lic expenditure.  They  objected  to  apparent 
additions  being  made  to  the  household  and 
personal  expenses  of  the  Sovereign,  which 
properly  did  not  belong  either  to  the  one  or 
the  other.  They  argued  the  question  on 
two  grounds — one  was  that  all  charges  on 
the  civil  list  should,  according  to  tbe  pre- 
vious arrangement,  expire  with  the  life  of 
the  Sovereign — the  other  was,  that  means 
should  be  taken  to  do  away  with  the  in- 
fluence of  the  unfounded  assertion  that 
900,000^.,  to  which  the  charges  on  the 
civil  list  amounted,  wlis  a  sum  which 
the  actual  expenses  of  the  Crown  required 
— whereas  the  personal  expenses  of  the 
Sovereign  and  the  dignity  of  the  Grown 
could  be  and  were  maintained  at  less  than 
half  that  amount  of  expenditure.  That 
was  the  light  in  which  the  subject  bad 
been  regarded  by  the  Whigs  of  that  pe- 
riod; and  the  House  of  Commons,  en- 
gaging in  an  inquiry  on  that  subject,  re- 
ferred the  questioiv  to  a  'Select  Committee, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records.  Upon  the  appointment  of 
that  Committee,  the  Wellington  Adminis- 
tration resigned  their  offices.  But,  even 
on  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field's own  showing,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  present  vote  should  be  agreed  to 
by  the  House,  and  there  certainly  is  less 
reason  for  it  when  the  history  of  those 
transactions  comes  to  be  explained.    Ac- 


cordingly, the  civil  list  was,  at  the  period 
to  which  I  have  been  referring,  so  settled 
as  that  during  the  reign  of  William  IV. 
the  amount  was  considerably  less  than  in 
the  preceding  reign.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  reign  it  was  still  further 
reduced,  and  therefore  the  events  connected 
with  the  accession  of  the  Whigs  to  power, 
and  the  resignation  of  their  predecessors, 
in  1830,  ought  not  to  induce  the  House  to 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Surrey.  As  to  the  grounds 
that  have  been  laid  for  that  Motion,  I 
cannot  agree  to  the  doctrine  put  forward 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, who  repeats  what  he  has  often  be- 
fore stated  as  his  settled  conviction,  that 
if  the  gross  amount  of  the  taxes  be  not 
lowered,  the  people  of  this  country  can 
have  experienced  no  relief.  [Mr.  Hume 
said  that  relief  had  not  been  given  to  the 
people  by  lowering  the  whole  amount  of 
taxes  that  they  paid.]  But  if  there  were 
any  value  in  that  argument,  it  was  this, 
that  taking  off  taxes  did  not  give  the 
people  any  relief.  It  has  never  been  main- 
tained by  us,  that  taking  off  taxes  even- 
tually diminished  the  gross  amount  of  tax- 
ation to  an  equal  amount;  but  1  hope  the 
House  will  do  us  the  justice  to  remember 
that  we  did  not  merely  change  taxes — that 
is  not  all  that  has  been  done,  for  eveiy 
one  must  recollect  that  Parliament  took 
off  more  taxes  than  were  imposed ;  and 
farther,  there  were  other  cases — there  were 
cases  of  total  abolition.  Surely  it  will  not 
be  siud  that  by  such  measures  the  people 
were  not  relieved,  even  though  the  revenue 
might  still  remain  at  the  same  amount. 
Now  I  cannot  help  reminding  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  some  of  the  changes  that  have  been 
effected.  On  salt  there  has  been  a  reduo- 
tion  to  the  amount  of  3,000,000^  It  once 
bore  a  price  of  I5s,  a  bushel;  and  I  now 
learn  from  a  person  very  largely  engaged 
in  that  trade,  that  he  can  now  purchase  it 
for  6d.  a  bushel  instead  of  I5s.  This  is 
taking  off  duty  to  the  amount  of  3,000 
per  cent.  If,  then,  when  3,000,000^  were 
taken  off,  the  revenue  in  a  short  time  rose 
to  its  original  height,  it  was  not  owing  to 
the  unaltered  nature  of  the  taxation,  but  in 
consequence  of  the  riches  of  the  country. 
The  people  had  been  relieved  to  a  great 
extent,  but  in  a  short  time  the  gross  re- 
venue regained  its  previous  position.  The 
tax  on  sugar  has  also  been  reduced  from 
3d,  a  pound  to  l|d.  The  poor  man  can 
now  have  it  for  4^(2.;  surely  that  is  a  re- 
lief, and  if,  notwithstanding  that  he  paid 
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^\d,j  the  wealih  of  the  eountry  still  con" 
tiuuos  to  be  such  that  the  whole  revenue 
remains  of  the  same  amount  as  before, 
that  fact  surely  affords  no  proof  that  the 
people  had  not  at  that  time  been  relieved, 
or  that  their  burdens  still  remained  equal 
to  what  thej  had  previously  been.  I  can- 
not understand  how  the  hen.  Member  goes 
on  repeating  that  the  taxes  are  just  the 
same  as  before,  merely  because  the  total 
amount  of  the  revenue  remains  unchanged. 
On  the  contrary,  I  do  believe  that  the 
largest  amount  of  taxation  which  the  coun« 
try  has  paid,  is  but  proof  of  its  riches  and 
prosperity — ^that  it  was  better  off  than  be- 
fore ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
American  and  the  French  wars,  which 
added  so  largely  to  our  public  debt,  have 
but  afforded  proofs  of  the  great  resources 
of  the  country  ever  since  peace  has  been 
re-established.  The  taxes  on  salt,  the 
taxes  on  candles,  the  taxes  on  leather,  the 
taxes  on  coals  carried  coastwise,  have  been 
removed.  There  has  been  a  diminution  of 
the  taxes  on  sugar  and  beer — all  these  are 
matters  which  the  poor  man  consumes, 
and  which  paid  heavy  duties  before  we  un- 
dertook those  unfortunate  and  mistaken 
wars  with  America  and  France.  But,  Sir, 
having  taken  off  these  taxes,  and  having 
taken  them  off  consistently  with  maintaining 
a  considerable  military  establishment—* 
some  say  much  too  large  a  military  estab- 
lishment —  and  consistently  i^th  the  credit 
of  the  country,  the  hen.  Member  for  West 
Surrey  asks  us  to  adopt  some  scheme  by 
which  we  may  be  relieved  from  what  he 
rightly  considers  the  great  burden  of  the 
country,  namely,  the  sum  of  upwards  of 
28,000,000?.  annually,  which  we  pay  as 
the  interest  of  our  national  debt.  Now,  I 
own  that  while  I  think  the  wars  I  have 
mentioned  were  unnecessary,  while  I  think 
we  never  ought  to  have  entered  into  a 
war  with  our  people  in  America,  and  while 
I  think  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to  ge  to 
war  with  the  Frendi  when  they  established 
a  republic,  and  that  prudent  conduct  would 
have  saved  us  from  those  wars — I  say  the 
nation  is  now  bound  by  faith,  and  by  a 
regard  to  policy  if  not  to  honesty,  to  pay 
the  interest  of  the  debt  it  has  incurred. 
Well,  if  that  be  the  case,  I  own  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  contrivance— -any  sort 
of  hocus  pocus — by  which,  if  yon  are  to 
pay  the  interest  of  the  debt,  and  to  be 
liable  to  that  debt,  you  can  get  rid  of  the 
burden  of  it.  Any  scheme  to  raise  an 
amount  of  taxation  to  pay  off  that  debt, 
would  cither   produce   such  an 


amount  of  taxation  as  the  country  would 
not  tolerate,  or,  after  two  or  three  shifts, 
you  would  find  you  had  exactly  the  same 
burden  to  bear  as  was  the  case  before. 
There  is  only  one  way  of  dealing  with  this 
debt,  and  that  is  regularly  to  pay  iba  in- 
terest of  it.  If  you  have  a  surplus,  employ 
that  surplus  to  a  moderate  amount,  if  you 
please,  in  paying  off  some  of  your  debt; 
but  I  believe  that  we  made  a  usefid  change 
when  we  abolished  the  sinking  fund,  whidi 
would  never  have  materially  diminished  the 
capital  of  our  debt,  in  order  to  enable  us 
to  take  off  taxes  by  the  removal  of  which 
the  country  has  become  much  richer,  and 
is  much  better  able  to  bear  the  inters 
est  of  the  debt  than  if  those  taxes  had 
been  retained.  But,  admitting  that  the 
debt  must  remain,  and  that  there  is  no  in- 
genious contrivance  by  which  we  can  get 
rid  of  the  burden,  if  we  maintain  the 
public  faith,  we  are  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  that  the 
Army  is  a  great  deal  too  large,  and  that  it 
ought  to  be  considerably  reduced.  I  most 
say  with  respect  to  the  Army  maintained 
in  the  united  kingdom  and  its  eokmiea, 
that  we  have  this  year  reduced  it  hy  no 
less  than  10,000  men.  I  certainly  oon* 
sider  that  such  a  reduction  made  in  one 
year  is  a  very  considerable  reduction.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  has 
said — ^following  others  who  have  frequently 
made  the  same  assertion,  though  I  never 
heard  anything  advanced  in  proof  of  it — 
that  if  we  did  but  govern  our  ooloniea  well, 
and  give  them  representative  institutions, 
we  should  have  no  need  of  our  Annj. 
Why,  these  hon.  Gentlemen  suppose  that 
our  Army  is  maintained  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  down  the  people  of  the  eohmies. 
Then,  why  not  reduce  the  number  of 
troops  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  ?  Bat 
we  do  not  keep  troops  at  Poitamouth  and 
Plymouth  because  the  people  of  those 
towns  are  disaffected,  and  we  wish  to  re- 
strain them  by  military  force.  We  keep 
troops  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  to  de- 
fend those  ]daces,  because  we  consider 
their  defence  to  be  eas^tial  to  the  safely 
of  the  country;  and  on  the  same  grooKl 
we  have  troops  in  Bermuda  and  other  pos- 
sessions, to  defend  those  colonies.  In 
some  instances,  no  doubt,  when  there  are 
dissensions  in  our  colonies,  those  dissen- 
sions might  break  out  into  disturbances,  and 
the  troops  are  of  use  for  maintaining  the 
peace  in  the  case  of  any  soch  distarbanees. 
The  hon.  and  ksmed  Member  for  Sheffield 
has  said  that  if  we  gave  rep 
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ingtitutions  to  the  colonies,  we  might  di- 
minish our  Army;  hut  it  is  remarkahle  that 
the  Governor  of  New  Zealand  entertains 
the  opinion  that  with  representative  insti- 
tutions there  would  be  much  more  danger 
of  diAturbance  among  the  natives  of  that 
colony  than  there  is  at  the  present  time. 
I  have  always  maintained  that  we  ought, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  establish  representa* 
tive  institutions  in  our  colonies;  and  the 
only  question  is  with  regard  to  particular 
colonies,  whether  they  can  or  cannot  bear 
representative  institutions.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  salaries  and  offices, 
if  a  resolution  were  submitted  to  the  House 
like  that  which  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  has  prq)03ed,  which  only 
implies  that  salaries  ought  to  be  reduced, 
and  that  offices  ought  to  be  abolished, 
whenever  there  is  a  reason  for  taking  such 
a  course,  I  think — ^the  Govenmient  being 
disposed  to  act  upon  that  principle — that  I 
could  have  no  objection  to  the  House 
affirming  such  a  principle.  But  I  conceive 
that  we  are  not  at  all  liable  to  the  charge 
of  wishing  to  keep  up  offices  when  they 
are  unnecessary.  I  do  not  think  any  pro- 
posal wa,s  ever  made  in  this  House  to  re* 
duce  the  number  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Stamps  and  Taxes  and  of  the  Excise;  and 
yet  the  appointment  of  those  conmiissioners 
was,  in  the  way  of  patronage,  about  the 
most  desirable  patronage  any  Minister 
could  possess.  Now,  what  have  we  done  ? 
We  had  no  pressure  upon  that  subject; 
but  we  reduced  the  number  of  Commis- 
sioners of  Stamps  and  Taxes  and  Excise 
from  twelve  to  seven,  abolishing  five  com- 
missioners, and  of  course  parting  with  a 
great  deal  of  the  patronage  which  belonged 
especially  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. That,  I  say,  is  some  proof  that  we 
are  not  indisposed  to  measures  of  economy 
and  reduction.  Then,  with  regard  to  Mas- 
ters in  Chancery,  last  year  one  of  those 
offices  became  vacant.  I  asked  the  Lord 
Chancellor  whether  it  was  necessary  thftt 
it  should  be  filled  up.  He  said  it  was  not 
necessary.  No  Motion  was  made  in  this 
House  on  the  subiect;  but  we  abolished 
that  Mastership  in  Uhancery,  and  I  thereby 
parted  with  the  patronage  of  the  appoint- 
ment. So  with  respect  to  several  offices 
in  the  Treasury  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness connected  with  payments,  in  eases 
with  whidi  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  acquainted, 
we  introduced  regulations  by  which  those 
offices  have  been  abolished  as  they  fell 
vmoaal^  or  have  been  united  witii  other 


offices  in  the  Treasury.  I  say^  then,  that 
I  can  have  no  objection  to  any  general  re* 
solution  with  respect  to  these  offices.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  has  said  that 
our  expenses  have  been  increasing.  It  is 
certainly  true,  with  regard  to  the  year  1847 
and  the  beginning  of  1848,  that  there  was 
an  increase  of  expenditure;  but  the  great 
increase  of  expense  was  in  the  estimates 
of  1845,  which  were  very  fully  explained  to 
this  House,  and  which  the  House  affirmed. 
It  was  explained  to  the  House  that  an  in- 
crease was  proposed  in  the  Navy  for  the 
purpose  of  defence;  and  the  House — I 
think  without  any  opposition — affirmed  the 
necessity  of  that  increase.  I  believe  there 
was  nothing  beyond  a  very  insignificant 
opposition  to  that  proposal.  At  present 
there  is  a  contrary  disposition;  and  the 
House  of  Commons  now  calls  upon  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  reductions  in  the  esti- 
mates. Well,  at  the  end  of  last  Session, 
and  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
we  have  made  very  considerable  reduc* 
tions.  The  reductions  stated  in  the  budget 
of  184&-.49  were  828,000^.  In  the  esti- 
mates  of  1849-50  the  reductions  were  to 
the  amount  of  1,511,455^.,  and  there  has 
been  a  further  reduction  in  the  Ordnance 
Estimates,  making  a  total  of  2,361,8242, 
But  while  we  have  been  making  these  re- 
ductions, we  are  constantly  told  that  we 
are  always  increasing  our  expenditure.  It 
is  said,  almost  every  qight,  *'  You  may 
require  as  many  tro(^  ^s  you  have  had, 
but  why  should  you  be  ccmstantly  increas- 
ing them?"  My  answer  is,  that  we  are 
not  increasing,  but  in  the  progress  of  re- 
ducing the  Qumber;  and  I  therefore  con-r 
sider  that  it  would  not  be  wise  on  the  purt 
of  this  House  to  come  to  a  general  reso^* 
lution,  which  is  proposed,  not  as  a  vote  of 
censure  upon  the  Goveraunent,  but  which 
would  be  a  vote  of  censure  passed  by  the 
Members  present  upon  the  Members  ab- 
sent. I  own  that  in  that  view  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  either  a  very  wise  or  very 
fair  course  of  proceeding.  I  think  we 
should  rather  adopt  some  resolution  which 
would  convey  the  general  sense  of  the 
House  when  tiie  House  is  full,  and  thatr 
with  regard  to  the  carrying  out  of  such  i^ 
resolution,  we  should  reserve  our  decisioii 
until  further  estimates  are  laid  before  us. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
has  told  us  that  the  people  say,  **  You  teU 
us  you  are  making  great  reduction^,  but 
how  is  taxation  lessened?"  That  right 
hon*  Gentleman  might  reply,  *f  If  you  go 
into  the  maikeft  you  will  &sA  UUt  pric9# 
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are  reduced  in  1849  very  mach  below  what 
they  were  in  1841,  and  this  reduction  is 
owing  in  many  instances  to  the  abolition 
or  reduction  of  duties  either  under  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth,  or  under  that  of  the  present 
Ministry."  1  trust  that  if  the  House 
comes  to  any  resolution  they  will  rather 
adopt  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  for  1  think  it  would 
be  unwise  to  pass  a  resolution  in  such 
sweeping  terms  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Surrey,  which  cannot  lead  to 
any  practical  result. 

Mb.  SPOONER  said,  he  had  attended 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  but  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  know  how  he  intended  to  meet 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Surrey.  They  had  had  many  matters 
introduced  into  the  present  discussion 
which  were  altogether  extraneous  as  re- 
garded the  speech  of  that  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  in  a  few  words  which  he  (Mr.  Spooner) 
desired  to  address  to  the  House,  he  would 
endeavour  to  confine  himself  to  the  propo- 
sition which  he  had  made.  In  the  reso- 
lution the  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved — 
there  were  two  propositions^-one  enun- 
ciating that  there  were  overpaid  salaries 
and  needless  ofBces,  and  one  that  the 
taxation  of  the  country  bore  unfairly  on 
its  income.  And  how  did  the  noble  Lord 
meet  that  resolution  ?  Let  the  noble  Lord 
meet  it  with  a  direct  negative — ^let  that 
House  say  that  there  were  too  heavily 
paid  salaries  and  too  many  ofBces — and 
let  them  know  who  thought  that  such 
was  the  case,  and  who  did  not.  Instead 
of  taking  that  course,  however,  the  noble 
Lord  recommended  the  House  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  who  said  that 
these  things  might  exist,  whilst  the  reso- 
lution of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Surrey  asserted  that  they  did.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  adoption  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  resolution  would  be  the 
adoption  of  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  absent 
Members  by  those  that  were  present;  but 
did  not  the  same  argument  apply  to  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  ?  Why  did  not  the  noble 
Lord  put  the  House  to  the  test  as  to 
whether  there  were  too  heavy  salaries  or 
unnecessary  offices,  and  not  meet  the 
question  by  a  side  wind,  instead  of  by  a 
direct  negative?  They  had  taken  off  the 
customs  duties,  and  suffered  the  produce 
of  foreign  articles  to  come  into  this  country 


and  enjoy  the  benefit  of  our  own  market, 
without  contributing  anything  towards  onr 
taxation  ;  and  that  was  the  real  reason 
why  the  taxation  of  the  country  pressed 
so  heavily  upon  the  nation.  Taxation  en- 
tered into  the  cost  of  production  of  ^reiT 
article  produced  in  this  country — and,  if 
so,  on  what  principle  of  justice  oould  they 
admit  the  produce  of  other  countries  into 
this  duty  free,  which  did  not  contribute 
towards  such  taxation  ?  They  had  taken 
away  the  means  of  profitable  employment 
of  the  capital  of  the  country,  and  bad 
reduced  the  wages  of  labour.  They  must, 
then,  retrace  their  steps,  and  lay  upon 
every  article  that  came  into  this  country 
from  others  a  tax  equivalent  to  the  amount 
of  taxation  that  entered  into  the  cost  of 
the  production  of  the  native  article.  Those 
who  had  'fixed  salaries  and  incomes,  those 
were  the  persons  who  had  been  benefited 
by  their  late  legislation:  but  on  every  pro- 
ductive class  in  this  country — on  every  in- 
dustrious class — they  had  inflicted  a  last- 
ing injury.  With  these  views  and  opinions, 
he  was  unable  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey,  nor  could 
he  tell  on  what  ground  either  they  were  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  which  was  a 
complete  evasion  of  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  one  which  if  he  had  not  known 
the  high  honour  and  upright  conduct  in 
public  life  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  he  should  almost  have 
been  disposed  to  have  said  he  had,  by  some 
means  or  other  prevailed  upon  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  to  pro- 
pose. What  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  asked  for 
was,  a  plain  answer  "  aye  "  or  "  no,'*  to 
the  question  whether  there  were  salaries 
unnecessarily  heavy,  and  places  needlelMlj 
numerous,  and  that  question  ought  to  be 
met  in  a  manly  way  by  a  direct  negative, 
and  not  in  the  evasive  manner  involved 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  CHRISTOPHER  wished  to  ex- 
plain the  grounds  on  which  he  intended 
to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Surrey.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  stated,  in  re- 
ply to  the  arguments  of  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  subject  of  salaries,  that  official 
salaries  were  in  the  aggregate  less  now 
than  they  were  at  the  end  of  the  Ameri- 
can war;  but  he  wished  to  know  whether 
— ^with  reference  to  the  prices  of  articles 
of  consumption,  these  salaries  were  nol 
much  higher  now  than  they  were  ten  jeMs 
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ago  ?  Considering  that  the  policy  of  the 
last  and  the  present  Goyernments  had 
been  to  make  all  articles  of  consumption 
cheap  and  money  dear,  it  did  not  require 
any  long  argument  to  prove  that  persons 
receiving  official  salaries  were  benefited 
by  those  changes.  That  was  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  House  to  interfere  and  to 
reduce  their  salaries  in  accordance  with 
the  existing  state  of  things  in  the  country. 
The  Amendment  proposed  evaded  the 
question  altogether.  It  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  exercise  a  supervision  over  the 
expenditure;  but  as  the  Government  pro- 
fessed to  do  so  already,  any  resolution  of 
that  kind  was  not  wanted.  What  was 
required  was  for  the  House  to  come  to  a 
resolution  that  under  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  brought  on  by 
recent  legislation,  it  woidd  not  sanction  the 
same  salaries  as  were  given  during  a 
different  state  of  things. 

Mr.  HAW.es  wished  to  correct  a 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey.  He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  state  that  certain  reductions 
were  proposed  by  the  Governor  of  Trinidad 
— which  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Department  refused  to  sanc- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  was  in  error, 
for  no  reductions  had  been  proposed  by 
the  Governor  of  Trinidad  which  did  not 
meet  in  principle,  though  in  regard  to  the 
extent  there  might  be  some  question,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  noble  Earl ;  and  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that,  as 
far  as  the  noble  Earl  was  concerned, 
whenever  well-considered  reductions  were 
proposed,  they  would  not  meet  with  op- 
position. 

Mb.  BANKES  expressed  his  surprise 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  should  have  brought  forward 
his  Amendment  without  giving  notice  of 
it.  Having  heard  the  speech  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  he  undoubtedly 
understood  that  the  Government  meant  to 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  Motion  ;  and 
having  been  absent  from  the  House  for 
some  short  space  of  time,  he  was  aston- 
ished on  his  return  to  find  an  Amendment 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex.  That  Amendment  gave  an 
opportunity  to  hon.  Members  of  slipping 
through  the  question;  but  as  he  was  not 
prepared  for  any  evasion  of  the  question, 
he  should  give  his  vote  for  tho  original 
Motion.  The  time  had  come,  he  thought, 
when  Parliament  was  called  on  to  give  an 
aye  or  no  decbion  on  the  question  whether 


under  the  existing  circumstances  of  the 
country  a  searching  inquiry  and  economy, 
with  respect  to  these  matters,  was  not 
required.  He  should  be  heartily  sorry,  if 
the  Government  had  no  serious  objection 
to  the  Motion,  that  they  should  at  the 
present  moment  endeavour  to  get  rid  of 
it  by  a  side  wind,  for  such  was  the  cha- 
racter of  the  present  Amendment. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND,  in  reply,  observed 
that  there  was  no  intention  on  his  part  to 
misrepresent  the  conduct  of  Earl  Grey, 
but  he  thought  that  what  had  fallen  from 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
made  more  strongly  for  his  argument.  It 
was  unjust  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  to  say  that  he  had 
taken  advantage  of  the  absence  of  Mem^ 
hers  to  bring  forward  the  question,  for 
the  fact  was  that  he  had  urged  the  mat- 
ter on  the  attention  of  the  House  last 
Session,  and  twice  during  the  present. 
With  regai'd  to  the  national  debt,  it  had 
been  said  that  that  was  an  advantage 
to  the  public,  though,  if  the  same  rule 
were  applied  to  the  nation  as  to  individuals, 
it  would  not  bo  so  considered,  for  it  was 
always  thought  to  be  an  advantage  to 
gentlemen  having  mortgages  on  their  es- 
tates to  pay  them  off.  In  conclusion,  he 
declared  that  he  did  not  bring  the  Motion 
forward  as  a  censure  on  the  Government, 
and  he  believed  that  no  Gentleman  on 
either  side  of  the  House,  with  one  ex- 
ception, thought  it  had  that  tendency, 
either  directly  or  indirectly. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  71;  Noes 
68:  Majority  3. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Alcock,  T.  Fox,  W.  J. 

Bankes,  G.  Frewen,  0.  H. 

Bass,  M.  T.  Fuller.  A.  E. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 

Blewitt,  R.  J.  Gooch,  E.  S. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P.         Gwyn,  H. 

Bright,  J.  Hastie,  A. 

Brooklehurst,  J.  Heathcoat,  J. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Chaplin,  W.  J.  Henry,  A. 

Christopher,  R.  A.  Heyworth,  L. 

Cobden,  R.  Hindley,  C. 

Coles,  H.  B.  Hodgson,  W.  N. 

Dick,  Q.  Hollond,  R. 

Dickson,  S.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

Duncan,  G.  Horsman,  E. 

Du  Pre,  C.  G.  Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Ewart,  W.  Kershaw,  J. 

Fagan,  W.  Lennard,  T.  B. 

Fergus,  J.  Locke,  J. 

.  Fordyce,  A.  D.  Lookhart,  A.  E. 
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Meagher,  T, 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mo  watt,  F. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Osborne,  R. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pechcll,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portal,  M. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rufford,  F. 

Main  Question  put 


Ruflhout,  Capt. 
Salwey,  CoL 
Scholefield,  W. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J, 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLEBS. 

Drummond,  H. 
Hume,  J. 

and  agreed  to. 


OUTRAGES,  CASTLEWELLAN. 
Mr.  MOORE  rose  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  he  trusted  also  that  of 
the  Government,  to  an  occurrence  of  a  very 
extraordinary  nature  which  had  recently 
taken  place  in  the  north  of  Ireland — an 
occurrence  which  he  thought  ought  to  en- 
gage serious  attention,  not  only  on  account 
of  the  violence  committed  and  the  hlood 
shed,  hut  on  account  of  other  circum- 
stances which  had  stained  the  transaction, 
and  which  could  only  he  considered  as  en- 
dangering the  peace,  the  loyalty,  and  the 
affection  of  the  people  in  that  country.  It 
would  he  unnecessary  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  fact,  that  the  very  wise  and  proper 
enactment  passed  for  the  discontinuance  of 
those  abominable  nuisances  and  fanatical 
follies  called  the  processions  of  the  12th 
July  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  expired  in 
the  year  1845;  or  that  the  Government, 
regardless  of  the  entreaties  of  wiser  and 
more  considerate  gentlemen  in  Ireland, 
had  neglected  to  renew  the  Act.  He  did 
not  blame  the  Government  for  the  omis- 
sion, as  he  believed  they  had  abstained 
from  bringing  forward  such  a  measure  in 
the  spirit  of  generous  reliance  on  the  good 
feelings,  discretion,  and  right  principles  of 
the  gentlemen  of  the  north  of  Ireland,  and 
in  the  belief  that  it  would  be  almost  an 
insult  to  the  pride,  principles,  and  honour 
of  those  gentlemen,  to  suppose  it  possible 
that,  in  the  midst  of  mutual  afflictions, 
they  would  seize  the  moment  to  stir  up 
the  embers  of  forgotten  feuds,  and  inflame 
a  prostrate  but  still  chivalrous  people,  by 
the  display  of  the  banners  of  religious  as- 
cendancy. But  the  Government  little 
know  the  hearts,  the  souls,  the  brains  of 
the  Orangemen  of  the  north  of  Ireland, 
who  were  about  to  seize  that  opportunitv 
for  obtaining  a  paltry  and  disreputable  tri- 
umph over  their  opponents.  That  particu- 
lar 12th  of  July,  following  three  confie- 


cutive  yean  of  distress  fltnd  misfbrtone, 
was  the  fitting  period  chosen  by  these 
parties  for  sacrificing  to  that  Moloch  of 
religious  ascendancy  which  had  bowed 
down  the  energies  of  the  people  of  IreUad 
for  three  centuries*  and  it  was  reeolved 
that  the  12th  of  July  should  be  celebrated 
with  signs  of  more  of  ordinary  spleadoar, 
or,  in  other  words,  with  more  of  ordinary 
insult  than  usual,  to  the  feelings  of  the 
majority  of  the  inhabitants.  It  was  easy 
to  conceive  the  exasperation  which  such  a 
proceeding  would  at  such  a  time  eause  in 
the  minds  of  an  excitable  people.  On  ike 
one  hand,  tiie  population  of  XJlster  felt  the 
triumph  of  conscious  security ;  on  the 
other  was  perceivable  the  patience  of  de- 
spair. Had  the  bigoted  blockheads  heeta 
satisfied  with  the  scenes  of  a  former  tri- 
umph, it  was  possible  that  the  galas  of 
this  year  might  have  passed  off  with  less 
of  opposition  and  strife  than  usual;  hut 
their  folly  and  rashness  went  one  step 
farther,  and  those  deplorable  and  bloody 
scenes  ensued  which  he  was  now  aboat  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House.  In 
the  neighbourhood  of  Castlewellan  was  a 
place,  or  defile,  called  Dolly's  Brae.  This 
spot,  as  the  seat  of  the  fanatical  feuds  of 
the  neighbourhood,  had  been  invested  with 
a  conventional  importance,  and  it  was  per- 
fectly understood  by  both  sides  that  an 
Orange  procession  to  pass  over  that  brae 
amounted  to  a  defiance  and  challenge  to 
the  opposite  faction.  For  many  years  the 
defile  had  not  been  passed.  Last  year,  he 
understood,  the  question  had  been  mooted 
in  the  Orange  lodges  in  the  neighboor- 
hood,  whether  the  attempt  should  be  again 
made  or  not.  It  was  apprehended,  how- 
ever, by  the  people  on  the  other  side,  that 
such  attempt  would  be  made ;  and  when 
the  occasion  came  round,  large  bodies  of 
armed  peasantry  collected,  to  prevent  the 
supposed  object  being  carried  into  effect. 
The  attempt  of  last  year  was  in  conse- 
quence of  such  preparations  laid  aside ; 
hut  this  year  it  was  advised,  not  by  infatu- 
ated persons  on  either  side,  but  by  gentle- 
men, magistrates  of  the  county,  and  men 
of  station  and  education  in  the  county,  that 
this  pass  should  be  attempted,  and  that 
large  masses  of  armed  peasantry  should 
be  brought  into  collision  with  the  opposite 
party.  But  they  took  a  further  step. 
They  appeared  to  have  had  sufficient  in- 
fluence with  the  Government  to  obtain 
from  them  large  bodies  of  military  and  po- 
lice to  aid  them  in  this  extraordinary  pro- 
ject. They  procured  a  company  of  the  9th 
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Foot,  n  troop  of  the  Idth  Light  Drftgoons, 
a  troop  of  the  EnniBkillen  Dragoons,  and  a 
strong  body  of  constabulary  and  police,  to 
enable  them  to  take  a  devioas  and  bad 
road  for  the  purpose  of  coming  in  oonflict 
with  the  peasantry  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  brae.  What  misrepresentations  had 
been  made  to  the  Government  he  could 
not  say ;  but  he  felt  sure  that,  had  they 
been  aware  of  the  object  of  these  foolish 
men,  and  the  factious  quarrels  they  were 
abetting,  they  would  hare  proceeded  in  a 
totally  different  manner.  Well,  Major 
Williamson,  accompanied  by  Captain  Skin- 
ner, and  other  magistrates,  arrived  on  the 
spot.  On  reaching  Dolly's  Brae  they 
found  the  place  unoccupied.  They  took 
possession  of  it,  and  so  disposed  their 
forces  as  to  establish  a  defence  of  the 
place.  Soon  after  they  had  made  these 
dispositions  they  saw  a  large  number  of 
men  armed  with  muskets,  scythes,  and 
other  weapons,  and  at  first  numbering  be- 
tween 300  and  400,  but  afterwards  in- 
creasing in  numbers.  The  latter  took  up 
their  position  on  the  right  of  the  entrance. 
So  that  here  were  assembled  numbers  of 
people  in  arms,  prepared  to  wage  a  battle 
worthy  of  only  the  most  barbarous  ages — 
the  troops  not  interfering,  but  remaining 
inactive  to  see  the  battle  fought  out. 
Some  time  after  (said  Major  Wilkinson)  two 
Roman  Catholic  priests  made  their  appear- 
ance, who  said  that  their  influence  was 
insufficient  to  prevent  the  impending  col- 
lision. They  prevailed,  however,  upon 
the  peasantry  to  agree  not  to  attack, 
and  the  procession  passed  without  mo- 
lestation. One  would  have  supposed 
that  this  would  have  presented  an  op- 
portunity for  the  intercession  and  media- 
tion of  the  authorities,  and  that  the  magis- 
trates would  have  prevented  the  disgrace 
of  another  hostile  collision;  and  yet  the 
commanding  officer  declared,  that  although 
the  magistrates  were  aware  that  the 
Orangemen  were  returning,  and  that  they 
saw  the  people  throwing  up  intrenchments, 
and  practising  shot  firing,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  prepared  to  receive  them; 
he  was  not  aware  of  a  single  effort  being 
made  by  himself,  by  the  constabulary,  or 
by  the  magistrates,  in  the  slightest  way  to 
prevent  the  avrful  collision  which  took 
place.  On  their  return,  the  procession 
went  to  TuUymore  Park,  the  seat  of  the 
Earl  of  Roden.  Now,  he  should  be  sorry 
to  speak  disrespectfully  of  that  nobleman. 
He  was  not  ignorant  of  his  private  charac- 
ter and  virtues;  but  he  should  be  guil^  of 


a  bi'each  of  common  sense  ttnd  good  fSeel- 
ing  if  he  attempted  to  speak  of  luis  eondatft 
on  this  occasion.  Weak  men  like  Lord 
Roden  w^re  more  dangerous  than  viciouB| 
their  private  virtues  were  confounded  with 
their  public  oues;  but  beneath  the  shodo 
of  those  virtues  bad  men  and  bad  bigots 
succeeded  in  working  out  their  unholy 
ends.  According  to  the  account  of  the 
proceeding  in  the  Evening  Mtnl,  it  would 
appear  that  hid  Lordship,  in  the  full  insig^ 
nia  of  his  office,  rode  out  on  horseback  io 
meet  between  five  and  six  thousand  Orangey- 
men.  Whether  it  was  the  insignia  with 
which  he  had  been  invested  by  his  Sove* 
reign,  ot  the  jack-pudding  insignia  of  hid 
Orange  friends,  he  did  not  know;  but  in 
this  manner  Lord  Roden,  accompanied  Vf 
the  grand  master  and  various  district  offi- 
cers, headed  the  party  to  a  large  field, 
where  a  platform  was  erected.  Here  th^ 
party  partook  abundantly  of  refreshment, 
which,  after  a  long  and  thirsty  march,  wad 
not  unacceptable.  The  refreshment  over» 
at  the  sound  of  a  trumpet  the  party  assem* 
bled  round  the  platform,  and  his  Lordship 
addressed  them.  He  (Mr.  Moore)  wai 
bound  to  admit  that  there  was  nothing  in 
that  address,  as  reported  in  the  neirfl^ 
papers,  which  might  not  be  expected  from 
his  Lordship's  known  virtuei.  It  breathed 
nothing  but  goodwill  and  kindness.  It 
prohibited  anything  like  a  coUision,  recom- 
mended as  a  guide  for  their  conduct  that 
sacred  volume  which  certainly  did  not  sane* 
tion  such  a  proceeding  as  that  at  Dolly's 
Brae.  But  first  to  give  them  entertain* 
ment,  and  then,  amidst  the  sounds  of  drums 
and  trumpets,  to  attempt  to  restrain  their 
angry  passions  by  such  twaddle  as  that  ad* 
dressed  to  them,  was  absurd.  His  Lord- 
ship excused  himself  from  attending  the 
inquest  on  the  victims  of  this  proceeding 
on  the  score  of  illness;  but  he  (Mr.  Moore) 
sincerely  trusted  that  for  the  future  his 
Lordship  would  refuse  to  lend  the  sanc- 
tion of  his  name  to  men  who  had  brought 
shame  on  his  grey  hairs.  Well,  the  party 
left  the  park  and  approached  the  fatal 
pass.  The  officer  in  command  stated  that 
he  never  doubted  that  a  collision  would 
take  place  when  the  two  armed  bodies  met. 
A  collision,  which  nothing  but  a  special  in- 
terposition of  Providence  could  have  avert- 
ed under  the  circumstances,  did  actually 
take  place.  The  officer  in  command  said 
the  first  shot  was  fired,  in  his  opinion,  by 
the  Orangemen;  but  it  mattered  little  who 
it  was  that  fired  first,  for  the  men  who  were 
really  guilty  of  all  the  bloodshed  that  en- 
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sued  were  those  who  hrought  the  parties 
into  collision,  and  did  not  interfere  to  pre- 
vent it,  and  not  the  unfortunate  fana- 
tic who  fired  the  first  shot.  But  whoever 
it  was  who  fired  first,  the  firing  was  imme- 
diately returned  hy  the  other  side,  and  soon 
became  general.  As  for  Her  Majesty's 
forces,  they  appeared  to  have  considered  it 
"  a  very  pretty  quarrel  as  it  stood;"  and 
they  did  the  only  thing  they  could  have 
done  in  such  a  case,  namely,  nothing  at 
all.  It  was  difficult  to  understand  what 
two  or  three  companies  of  the  military  could 
do  where  there  were  three  or  four  thousand 
men  in  conflict  armed  with  muskets.  They 
had  no  choice  but  to  fire  indiscriminately 
upon  both  parties  or  upon  neither;  and 
they  very  wisely  adopted  the  latter  course. 
The  police,  however,  acted  difierently,  for 
the  instant  the  word  was  given,  like  grey- 
hounds from  the  slip,  they  became  most 
furious  partisans;  and  as  for  their  conduct, 
it  had  been  highly  eulogised  by  the  Orange 
journals,  and  they  had  been  called  heroes 
and  destroyers  of  the  rebels  by  the  local 
prints.  The  commanding  officer  said  they 
pursued  the  Ribbonmen  up-hill;  and  the 
united  forces  of  the  police  and  the  Orange- 
men, in  this  disgraceful  pursuit,  succeed- 
ed in  beating  out  the  brains  of  several,  and 
in  killing  others  by  wounding  them  in  the 
chest  with  the  butt  end  of  their  muskets. 
They  also  captured  some  thirty  or  forty  of 
the  opposite  party.  And  here  he  must 
notice  one  most  extraordinary  feature.  The 
Orangemen  and  police  having  captured  these 
men  under  the  direction  of  the  magistrates 
who  had  led  them  on,  the  prisoners  were 
brought  before  these  very  magistrates,  who 
received  the  testimony  of  policemen  and 
other  witnesses,  and  absolutely  committed 
the  prisoners  to  gaol,  and  scarcely  a  man  who 
heard  the  evidence  but  thought  that  the 
witnesses  and  the  accused  ought  to  be  sent 
to  gaol  side  by  side.  But  the  most  hor- 
rible feature  of  the  transaction  had  yet  to 
be  told,  if,  indeed,  any  one  feature  could 
be  more  disgraceful  than  another  where  all 
was  disgraceful  to  humanity  and  to  civilisa- 
tion, to  say  nothing  of  Christianity.  The 
Orangemen,  finding  no  more  to  pursue, 
fired  the  village.  The  Evening  mail,  an 
Orange  paper,  described  what  the  com- 
manding officer  said,  who  appeared  to  have 
been  standing  still,  enjoying  what  was 
going  on.  lie  said  that  on  his  advance  he 
saw  several  houses  on  fire.  He  was  en- 
gaged looking  after  the  Ribbon  party,  and 
it  struck  him  that  the  houses  were  fired 
by    some    stragglers    from    the    Orange 


party  who  had  broken  off  from  the  main 
body.  The  account  stated  that  one  man 
was  killed  by  a  bayonet  wound  in  the 
groin,  another  by  a  shot  in  the  chest; 
twelve  were  taken  to  the  dispensary,  four 
being  mortally  wounded,  and  one  of  them 
a  woman.  AH  the  persons  wounded  were 
on  the  Catholic  side.  A  case  more  deplo- 
rable in  all  its  detiuls  had  seldom  hap- 
pened in  that  country.  When  they  looked 
at  the  whole  proceeding  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  end,  on  whatever  feature  of  the 
dreadful  catastrophe  they  cast  their  eyes, 
it  was  hard  to  say  which  of  the  actors 
engaged  were  most  to  blame,  and  wluch  of 
the  acts  were  the  most  disgraceful.  To 
investigate  the  matter  thoroughly,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  inquire  who  were  the  par- 
ties who  originated  the  intention  of  passing 
through  Dolly's  Brae;  for  that  was  not  the 
proper  route;  and  the  commanding  ofiicer 
himself  said  that  the  Orangemen  must 
surely  have  been  very  fond  of  bad  roads, 
when  they  preferred  them  to  a  good  and 
straight  one  that  would  have  equally  an- 
swered their  purpose.  The  inquiry  must 
go  into  these  facts — into  what  led  to  the 
procession  to  Dolly's  Brae,  and  mto  what 
were  the  representations  under  which  the 
Government  sent  a  large  number  of  troops 
to  support  the  party  who  committed  the 
aggression.  It  must  go  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Orange  lodges  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  transaction;  and,  above  all,  it  must 
take  into  consideration  the  conduct  of  the 
local  gentry  and  the  local  magistrates, 
what  was  their  knowledge  of  the  state  of 
things  existing  in  the  neighbourhood  before 
the  procession,  and  of  the  collision  that 
was  about  to  take  place;  and  what  were 
the  measures,  if  any,  which  they  took  to 
prevent  it.  The  conduct  of  the  military 
and  police,  also,  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration; and  if  it  should  be  found  in  the 
end  that  these  disastrous  occurrences  led 
to  the  suppression  of  the  abominable,  wick- 
ed, and  outrageous  system  that  had  so 
long  disgraced  and  afflicted  Ireland,  the 
blood  that  had  been  shed  on  the  12th  of 
July  would  prove  not  to  have  been  shed  in 
vain. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy 
of  any  information  which  may  have  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Government  relating  to  the  Out- 
rages lately  committed  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Castlewellan." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  hoped  that  if 

he  did  not  attempt  to  answer  in  detail  the 
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speech  of  his  l^on.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mayo,  his  forhearance  would  not  be  attri- 
buted to  any  indifference  to  the  facts  of 
the  case;  for,  equally  with  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  felt  the  deepest  regret  at  the  melan- 
choly occurrence  which  he  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  bring  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  He  thought,  at  the  same 
time,  that  his  hon.  Friend,  in  some  of  his 
remarks,  had  borne  rather  hard  upon  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  asked  why  it  was  that  troops 
were  assembled  upon  the  occasion  alluded 
to  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  one  party 
rather  than  another  ? 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  that  was  a  mistake. 
What  he.  said  was,  that  he  was  quite  sure 
misrepresentations  must  have  been  used  to 
induce  Government  to  send  troops  on  that 
occasion. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  that 
Dolly's  Brae  was  not  far  distant  from  a 
place  called  **  Crossgar,"  where  a  certain 
occurrence  took  place  not  long  ago  to 
which  he  would  not  more  particularly  al- 
lude; and  the  Government,  in  sending 
troops  to  Dolly's  Brae,  were  actuated  by  a 
desire  to  prevent,  if  possible,  a  repetition 
of  that  occurrence.  Now,  the  occurrence 
at  Dolly's  Brae  was  of  a  very  recent  date : 
they  hardly  knew  at  the  present  moment 
the  real  state  of  the  case.  As  he  had  al- 
ready said,  he  would  forbear  on  the  present 
occasion  to  go  into  details  respecting  it; 
but  this  he  would  say,  that  the  present 
most  melancholy  and  unfortunate  occur- 
rence presented  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  the  country,  and  the  world,  a  state 
of  society  that  was  most  lamentable  to 
think  of.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
why  the  Government  had  not  proposed  the 
renewal  of  the  Act  to  prevent  such  proces- 
sions. He  (Sir  W.  Somerville)  confessed 
that  he  had  hoped  that  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when  the  common  sense  of  all  par- 
ties would  have  rendered  such  a  renewal 
unnecessary,  seeing  that  such  processions 
at  no  time  did  any  good,  while,  as  on  the 
present  occasion,  they  often  did  great  mis- 
chief. He  had  hoped  that  the  state  of 
public  feeling  in  general,  and  the  increase, 
if  he  might  so  say,  of  a  more  kindly  dispo- 
sition of  one  class  toward  another,  would 
have  permitted  the  Government  to  post- 
pone, at  all  events,  the  consideration  of 
the  proposal  to  introduce  an  Act  to  pre- 
vent such  processions.  He  deeply  regret- 
ted that  in  this  case  the  Government  and 
the  country  had  been  disappointed.  Hav- 
ing said  thus  much,  ho  would  only  add^  i 
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that  the  Government  were  ready  to  insti- 
tute the  most  rigid  inquiry  into  every  par- 
ticular of  the  unfortunate  occurrence. 

Captain  JONES  wished  also  to  express 
the  deep  regret  he  felt  at  this  unfortunate 
occurrence,  which  equalled  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  and  he  would  show  that 
he  felt  it  by  not  imitating  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  had  used  very  harsh  and  oppro- 
brious terms,  speaking  of  the  jack-pud- 
ding insignia  of  the  Orangemen,  and  mak- 
ing use  of  the  terms  bigots  and  fools.  He 
would  take  no  notice  of  these  words,  and 
regretted  they  had  been  used.  He  would 
say  for  himself  that  he  was  one  of  those 
who  had  represented  to  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  preventing  those  proces- 
sions, and  he  was  anxious  to  see  not  only 
Orange  processions,  but  every  other  sort, 
prohibited.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  imagine  that  Lord  Roden  had  invited 
these  men  to  his  park  at  TuUymore.  He 
had  seen,  under  Lord  Roden 's  hand,  that 
such  was  not  the  fact.  He  complained  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  using  the  term  bigot 
with  regard  to  Lord  Roden. 

Mr.  MOORE  explained.  What  he  had 
said  was,  that  under  the  shadow  of  Lord 
Roden 's  name,  bigots  and  bad  men  were 
pursuing  their  own  objects. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  had  let  fall  some  warm 
expressions,  he  might  be  readily  excused 
for  having  done  so.  He  was  very  glad  the 
hon.  Member  had  brought  the  matter  be- 
fore the  House.  Had  he  not  done  so,  he 
(Mr.  Bright)  should  have  felt  it  his  duty 
to  have  asked  the  Government  to  what  ex- 
tent an  inquiry  had  been  instituted  into  the 
origin  of  this  most  shocking  occurrence. 
The  present  was  the  most  atrocious  pro- 
ceeding that  had  taken  place  in  Ireland  for 
many  years  past.  There  was  not  a  single 
feature  in  tho  whole  transaction  that  did 
not  cause  equal  regret  and  blame.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  county  of 
Londonderry  knew  more  of  Lord  Roden 
than  he  could  pretend  to  do;  but  certainly, 
according  to  the  evidence  in  the  papers, 
that  nobleman  was  very  greatly  to  blame. 
He  knew  not  how  thousands  of  persons 
could  enter  a  field  adjoining  Lord  Roden 's 
park  and  find  refreshments  prepared  for 
them,  without  having  been  invited  to  do  so, 
and  indeed  expected  there  by  the  owner. 
The  Government  had  been  blamed  for  not 
having  brought  in  an  Act  for  prohibiting 
processions  in  Ireland.  Yet  the  Govern- 
ment was  right.  They  hoped  that  the 
tone  which  Ireland  had  assumed  rendered 
X 


611 


Outrages^ 


{COMMONS} 


CcuUewellan. 


612 


such  a  measure  no  longer  necessary.  But 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the  law  in 
Ireland  sanctioned  the  going  ahout  in  pro- 
cessions of  thousands  of  persons,  all  of 
whom,  save  the  women  and  the  drummers, 
were  armed  to  the  teeth.  Such  proces- 
sions would  he  illegal  in  England.  It  was 
only  last  year  that  the  Government  very 
properly  prevented  a  procession  from  pass- 
ing throngh  the  city,  hecause  hy  so  doing 
disturbances  were  likely  to  he  caused. 
He  must  ask  the  Government  to  explain 
why  the  military  and  police  accompanied 
the  Orange  procession.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber :  No,  no  !  ]  The  evidence  he  had  read 
said  they  did,  from  morning  until  evening. 
It  was  clear  the  provocation  was  given 
by  the  Orange  party.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber :  No,  no !  ]  That  such  was  the  case 
the  evidence  proved.  The  first  shot  was 
fired  by  an  Orangeman.  And  it  was 
also  stated,  that  a  further  fray  had  be- 
gun. The  police  regarded  the  Catho- 
lics alone  as  their  enemies,  and  the 
Orange  party  as  their  friends.  In  that 
sentiment  was  conveyed  the  whole  his- 
tory of  Ireland.  He  did  not  mean  to 
charge  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  with 
any  participation  in  or  sanction  of  this 
most  outrageous  proceeding;  but  he  must 
say,  that  no  ordinary  inquiry  would  sa- 
tisfy the  public  mind,  and  it  must  be  an 
inquiry  which  went  into  the  origin  of  the 
processions,  and  the  spirit  in  which  the 
magistracy  had  assisted  in  them.  The 
occurrence  would  add  immensely  to  the 
bitterness  of  feeling  that  existed  in  Ire- 
land, which  had  for  centuries  raged  there, 
.  and  it  would  prevent  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics and  the  Protestants  from  meeting 
cordially  for  a  long  period.  He  must 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  Lord  Roden 
and  others  of  his  class  were  the  most 
guilty  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  and  if 
the  facts  proved  to  be  as  they  were  stated, 
he  ought  to  be  struck  off  the  commission 
of  the  peace  as  a  mark  of  the  indignation 
of  the  Government. 

Sir  DEXHAM  NORREYS  hoped  the 
Government  would  endeavour  to  make  the 
law  obeyed  in  Ireland,  because  it  was  the 
law,  and  not  allow  it  to  be  interpreted  by 
partisan  magistrates.  Who  were  the  ma- 
gistrates that  sanctioned  processions,  which 
necessarily  led  to  such  fatal  results  ?  That 
was  a  most  important  point,  and  ought  to 
be  carefully  inquired  into.  If  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  ascertain  who  were  those 
who  sanctioned  these  proceedings,  the  in- 
vestigation would  be  a  delusion.     He  held 


a  letter  in  his  hand  from  a  noble  Lord,  who 
stated  that  resistance  to  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment might  be  justifiable  and  praiseworthj. 
It  was  this  principle  against  which  he  pro- 
tested. The  Government  should  crash  it, 
and  take  steps  to  make  the  law  respected 
and  obeyed,  because  it  was  the  law.  Until 
they  did  so,  they  could  never  rule  Irdand; 
and  scenes  like  these  would  be  of  frequent 
occurrence. 

Major  BLACEALL  quite  agreed  with 
the  law  l{ud  down  by  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Manchester  that  it  was  iUegal  for  any  par- 
ties to  appear  in  arms.  It  should  be  recol- 
lected that  the  military  who  were  connect- 
ed with  this  business  had  no  option  of  ac- 
tion themselves,  but  were  entirely  nnder 
the  control  of  the  magistrates.  The  con- 
duct of  the  military  during  the  trying 
times  of  last  year  in  Ireland,  was,  he 
thought,  sufficient  to  show  that  they  were 
not  the  partisans  of  any  class  of  men,  hot 
were  always  anxious  to  discharge  their 
duty. 

Mb.  fox  MAULE  thought  that  the 
House  would  admit  that  a  most  melancholy 
occurrence  had  taken  place  in  Ireland.  It 
was  one  that  required  the  most  roinnte  in- 
vestigation into  all  its  details.  He  wonld, 
therefore,  earnestly  impress  open  the 
House  the  inconvenience  of  getting  into  a 
discussion  upon  the  subject  now,  when 
they  found  that  the  assertions  on  the  one 
side  were  contradicted  by  the  other.  They 
should  remember  that  it  was  but  one  short 
week  since  this  affair  had  happened,  and 
all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it 
were  to  undergo  a  most  strict  inquiry  by 
the  Government.  The  military,  on  an  oc- 
casion like  that,  were  entirely  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  magistrates,  and  dioukl  not 
be  censured  for  the  course  they  took. 
They  should  recollect  that  during  the  late 
disturbed  times  in  Ireland,  the  conduct  of 
the  military  had  been  such  as  to  call  forth 
the  approbation  of  all  well-disposed  per- 
sons. 

Mb.  MONSELL  looked  at  this  moment 
with  a  hope  that  something  would  be  done 
to  put  an  end  to  these  miserable  party 
quarrels  in  Ireland.  It  should  be  under- 
stood, before  this  Session  closed,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
put  a  final  stop  to  these  proceedings  by 
the  introduction  of  some  legislative  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  think  that  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  quite 
satisfactory  on  this  point.  He  thought  it 
was  most  essential,  in  the  present  excited 
state  of  the  people's  minds,  that  there 
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should  be  a  Bill  introduced  immediately 
into  the  House  to  put  a  stop  to  these  party 
processions.  The  Government  were  also 
bound  to  express  their  opinion  as  to  the 
existing  law  upon  the  subject,  and  at  once 
to  state  whether,  according  to  the  common 
law  of  the  country,  1,500  men  could  march 
fully  armed  through  any  district  of  the 
country  without  violating  the  law,  and 
with  a  full  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrates  that  there  was  another  armed 
force  in  readiness  to  come  into  collision 
with  it.  He  believed  that  the  feeling  of 
this  House,  was,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
magistrates  on  the  occasion  referred  to  was 
directly  contrary  to  law. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  could  not  help 
thinking  that  after  the  assurances  given 
that  the  Government  were  determined  to 
institute  a  complete  and  searching  inquiry 
into  this  unfortunate  business,  it  would  be 
most  inexpedient  for  the  Government  to 
comply  with  the  request  just  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  that 
they  should  pronounce  any  opinion  upon 
an  abstract  proposition.  In  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland  he  saw  nothing  more 
unfortunate  than  that  those  scenes  which 
he  hoped  had  passed  away  for  ever,  should 
have  been  added  to  the  calamities  with 
which  that  unfortunate  country  was  af- 
flicted. During  his  experience  of  that 
country,  nothing  had  given  him  greater 
satisfaction  than  to  see  a  determination 
among  the  leading  men  of  both  parties, 
and  especially  the  Protestant  party,  to 
discourage  by  every  means  in  their  power 
those  displays  which  had  kept  up  a  spirit 
of  animosity  among  different  classes  of  the 
people,  who  had  a  common  interest  in 
living  together  in  harmony.  If  these 
things  could  be  prevented  by  the  influence 
of  men  of  all  classes,  it  would  be  better 
than  any  interference  by  way  of  legisla- 
tion. He  deeply  regretted  what  had  re- 
cently occurred,  and  could  only  repeat  the 
assurance  which  had  already  been  given, 
that  the  attention  of  the  Goveniment  had 
been  directed  to  the  matter,  and  that  the 
most  searching  inquiry  would  take  place. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  surprised  and  disappointed 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
the  House  not  to  agree  to  an  **  abstract 
proposition."  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  by  an  **  abstract  propo- 
sition "  in  connexion  with  this  massacre  ? 
It  appeared  from  the  evidence  at  the 
inquest  that  a  man  was  shot.       It  also 


appeared  that  a  woman  was  shot,  and 
that  not  less  than  forty  persons  were 
wounded.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
that  was  considered  an  *'  abstract  propo- 
sition?" 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  wished  to  ex- 
plain.  What  he  had  called  an  •*  abstract 
proposition  "  was,  not  the  circumstances 
of  this  case,  but  the  question  put  to  the 
Government,  whether  processions  of  this 
nature  were  or  were  not  lawful  ? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  was  glad  that  he 
had  made  the  remark,  because  it  had 
eUcited  such  an  explanation.  He  con- 
sidered the  summing  up  at  the  inquest  an 
excuse  for  murder.  Such  proceedings 
were  calculated  to  inflict  great  discredit 
upon  the  country  and  all  the  authorities. 
With  regard  to  the  military,  no  censure 
had  been  east  upon  them.  But  it  occurred 
to  him  that  the  author  of  these  murders 
was  the  Earl  of  Roden.  That  observation 
might  be  unpleasant  to  hon.  Gentlemen, 
but  he  believed  the  facts  would  show  that 
to  be  so.  What  were  the  facts  ?  That 
the  Earl  of  Roden,  the  late  grand  master 
of  the  Orangemen  in  that  province — and, 
perhaps,  the  grand  master  at  present — 
invited  1,500  armed  men  to  enter  his  do- 
main on  the  12th  July.  They  were  armed 
to  the  teeth — dressed  in  all  the  gaudy 
colours  worn  by  Orangemen  on  these  bloody 
anniversaries.  It  appeared  that  the  Earl 
of  Roden  prepared  the  banquet,  that  he 
appeared  in  the  dress  of  an  Orangeman, 
that  he  read  extracts  from  the  holy  Bible 
among  them,  that  he  regaled  them  with 
beer  and  porter,  and  whisky,  and  that 
after  all  this  occurred  they  were  directed 
to  go  by  what  was  called  a  circuitous 
route  on  the  one  hand,  and  a  bad  road  on 
the  other.  And  why  ?  Because  the  im- 
mediate district  of  Dolly's  Brae  was  in- 
habited  by  Roman  Catholics.  Not  satis- 
fied with  spending  the  day  in  triumph, 
shouting  and  huzzaing,  and  firing  shots, 
and  playing  Croppies  lie  dotim,  and  The 
Boyiie  Water,  when  they  became  in- 
ebriated they  were  determined  to  go  to 
the  houses  of  their  neighbours  for  the  pur- 
pose of  insulting  them.  And  they  were 
safe  in  doing  so.  They  had  a  troop  of 
Enniskillen  Dragoons  riding  before  them, 
and  two  troops  of  infantry  guarding  them 
in  the  rear,  and  they  were  guarded  on  the 
flanks  by  the  Orange  police,  and  after  a 
shot  was  fired  from  the  van  of  this  mur- 
derous cavalcade,  they  commenced  the 
work  of  havoc.  What  was  the  course 
taken  on  this  occasion  ?  They  pursued 
X2 
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tliese  '*  Ribbonmen,"  as  they  were  called, 
up  the  hill,  and,  after  murdering  men, 
women,  and  children,  they  turned  to  their 
work  of  wrecking.  They  burned  the 
Catholic  priest's  house — they  wrecked  the 
Catholic  chapel — they  robbed  the  people 
of  their  property — ^for,  not  content  with 
burning  the  house  of  a  grocer,  they  took 
away  his  property.  It  was  impossible  for 
an  Irishman  who  wished  to  see  the  coun- 
try properly  governed,  and  that  religious 
distinctions  should  cease,  to  restrain  his 
indignation  at  the  contemplation  of  this 
awful  havoc.  The  Earl  of  Roden  was 
a  magistrate  and  a  privy  councillor.  Mr. 
Beers,  the  magistrate,  who  encouraged 
these  bloodhounds,  was  also  in  the  power 
of  the  Government.  Now,  let  him  ask 
this  question,  did  the  House  recollect  how 
the  Whig  Government  dealt  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  county  of  Ar- 
magh? On  the  I2th  July,  at  one  of  these 
bloody  banquets.  Colonel  Verner  proposed 
"  The  Battle  of  the  Diamond,"  for  which 
the  Marquess  of  Xormanby,  to  his  eternal 
credit,  deprived  him  of  the  commission  of 
the  peace.  What  was  done  with  respect 
to  Colonel  Blacker  for  appearing  in  front 
of  his  house  with  an  Orange  sash,  and 
addressing  a  band  of  those  men?  He  was 
deprived  of  his  commission.  Why  then 
should  Ihey  deal  so  tenderly  with  the  Earl 
of  Roden?  If  such  a  proceeding  was  to 
be  overlooked,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mal- 
low need  not  express  his  regret  that  there 
was  not  a  dictator  and  a  despotism  in 
Ireland.  If  the  Earl  of  Roden  was  per- 
mitted to  retain  the  commission  of  the 
peace,  and  to  remain  a  privy  councillor, 
then,  indeed,  would  there  be  a  despotism 
in  Ireland — then  would  Orange  ascend- 
ancy be  again  rampant  in  that  country; 
and  then,  and  not  till  then,  would  he  say 
to  his  fellow-countrymen  **  You  can  have 
no  confidence  in  the  Government  —  you 
can  have  no  confidence  in  any  person  but 
yourselves/*  He  did  not  believe  that  any 
one,  cither  peer  or  peasant,  would  be  per- 
mitted to  degrade  the  high  office  of  magis- 
trate under  such  circumstances.  He  had 
liitherto  refrained  from  using  any  exciting 
language,  but  circumstances  would  com- 
pel him  to  alter  his  style.  They  had 
passed  the  Arms  Act;  why  were  not  the 
Orangemen  disarmed  ?  They  had  passed 
the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act; 
why  were  not  the  Earl  of  Roden  and  his 
accomplices  taken  into  custody  ?  The 
Earl  of  Roden  ought  to  have  been  in  the 
dock  at  the  inquest. 


Dr.  NICHOLL:  Sir,  this  discussion 
ought  to  cease.  The  House  was  assured 
that  a  searching  investigation  was  going 
on:  that  investigation  might  lead  to  ju- 
dicial proceedings,  which  they  ought  to 
do  nothing  to  prejudice.  What  had  been 
done  in  reference  to  Colonel  Vemer, 
Colonel  Blacker,  and  Mr.  Watson,  ought 
to  prove  that  rank  would  not  screen  any 
individual.  They  ought  to  leave  the  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  Govemraent,  and 
if  justice  were  not  done,  in  a  future  Ses- 
sion an  inquiry  might  be  entered  upon,  in 
order  to  find  out  why  there  had  been  such 
a  failure  of  justice;  and  Irish  Members 
might  depend  upon  the  assistance  of  in- 
dependent English  Members. 

Captain  ARC  HD ALL  agreed  inth  bis 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  the  Members 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  the 
present  discussion  could  lead  to  no  good. 
He  only  rose  to  say  that  he  had  beard 
the  abuse  of  the  Orangemen  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Dublin  with  the  utmost  con- 
tempt. 

Mr.  MOORE,  under  the  circumstances, 
would  not  persist  in  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  20,  1849. 

MiirurBS.]  PuBLrc  Bills^— 1*  Advanoe  of  Money  (Alhlone 
to  Galway  Railway) ;  MiUtia  Pay ;  Ertates  Lcariiv  (be- 
land) ;  Munidpal  Corporatkms  (Irdaod). 

2*  Newgate  Gaol  (Dublin) ;  Lunatic  Asyhmit  (lulaml)  i 
Comrooot  Indosure  (No.  S) ;  Highway  Ratca;  fiflM 
Beoerolent  Fund  Society. 

JZ<porto2.— Indictable  Ofiences  (Irdand) ;  Sanunarj  Goo- 
ricCioQS  (Irdand) ;  Militia  Ballots  Suspentoo. 

5*  Admiralty  Jurisdictioa  in  the  Colonies ;  Sevan  Acto 

AmendmcnL 
PsTiTioxs  PRBsairrKD.  By  the  Carl  of  Carlisle,  fcom 
Bradford,  that  a  Protest  may  be  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Brittsh  Pet^  against  all  further  Foreign  Interfennea 
with  the  Liberties  of  the  Romans. — By  the  Duke  of  Bae> 
deudi,  from  Glastonbury,  against  Art.  11,  See.  3,  CapwS, 
of  the  Criminal  Law  ConscHidatioo  BilL— By  Viseout 
Strangfocd  and  Lord  Redesdale,  bom  Erediam  and  BIcbb^ 
against  Granting  any  New  Licenses  to  Beer  Shops. 

FOREIGN  AFFAIRS— RESOLUTIONS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:*  WhocFer.  my 
Lords,  would  undertake  the  discussion  of 
any  difficult  and  delicate  question  touching 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  country,  ought, 
ahove  all  things,  to  free  himself  from  every 
feeling  of  hatred  or  of  anger,  and  from  iJl 
personal  and  from  all  national  prejudices, 
which  might  tend  to  disturh  the  equani- 
mity of  his  judgment.    For,  when  the  mind 

*  From  a  PampUlet  published  by  Ridgway. 
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labours  under  any  such  feelings,  expres- 
sions are  apt  to  be  used  which,  whether 
thoy  are  well  understood  or  ill  understood, 
give  umbrage  elsewhere,  and  endanger 
the  peace  as  well  as  the  policy,  in  a  word, 
all  the  highest  interests  of  the  country.  I 
present  myself  to  your  Lordships  to  handle 
the  important  subject  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  under  the  deep  impression  of 
sentiments  such  as  these;  and  it  will  be  no 
fault  of  mine  if  I  am  betrayed  into  any  dis- 
cussion, or  even  into  any  passing  remark, 
which  shall  give  offence  in  any  quarter,  at 
home  or  abroad,  and  shall  thus  endanger 
what  is  most  essential  to  the  interests  of 
the  country,  a  good  understanding  with, 
and  a  friendly  feeling  towards,  foreign  na- 
tions. It  gives  me  great  satisfaction, 
seeing  that  I  have  to  express  a  difference 
of  opinion  from  my  noble  Friends  oppo- 
site, and  to  blame  the  measures  which  they 
have  adopted — it  gives  me  great  satisfac- 
tion, I  say,  to  commence  what  I  am  about 
to  state,  by  declaring  my  entire  approval 
of  such  sentiments  as  I  am  about  to  cite, 
in  language  far  better  than  my  own,  used 
by  them  when  they  instructed  our  Envoy 
at  the  Court  of  the  Two  Sicilies  to  give  the 
**  strongest  assurance  of  the  earnest  desire 
of  the  British  Government  to  draw,  if  pos- 
sible, still  closer  the  bonds  of  friendship 
which  had  so  long  united  the  Crowns  of 
Great  Britain  and  the  Two  Sicilies."  It 
is  therefore  grateful,  most  grateful  to  me 
— whilst  I  join  in  their  sentiments,  which 
are  better  expressed  than  I  could  have  ex- 
pressed them,  but  not  more  warmly  ex- 
pressed than  I  would  have  expressed  them 
— that,  in  the  remarks  which  I  am  about 
to  make,  and  which  are  wrung  from  me  by 
the  accusations  brought  against  the  Minis- 
ters, the  authorities,  and  the  troops  of 
Naples,  I  shall,  in  the  true  sense  of  the 
passage  I  have  just  quoted,  have  to  defend 
those  Ministers,  those  authorities,  and 
those  troops  from  attacks  which  have  been 
made  upon  them  by  the  authors  of  that 
passage  injuriously,  inconsiderately,  and 
unjustly. 

The  despatch  to  which  I  have  just  al- 
luded, is  dated  the  16th  of  December, 
1847.  But  somehow  or  other,  events 
happened  soon  after  which  make  it  hardly 
possible  to  suppose  that  the  same  hand 
which  wrote  that  despatch,  could  have 
written  the  subsequent  instructions,  or 
that  the  same  agents  who  had  to  obey  the 
former  instructions,  and  to  represent  the 
feelings  of  old  attachment,  of  which  it  was 
impossible  to  draw  the  bonds  closer,  could 


have  been  instructed  so  soon  afterwards 
as  the  18th  of  January,  1848,  to  take 
a  course  entirely  and  diametrically  oppo- 
site. 

It  would  give  me  great  satisfaction  if, 
having  thus  accidentally  touched  upon  the 
transactions  of  Southern  Italy,  I  could 
proceed  at  once  thither  in  the  progress  on 
which  I  am  now  asking  your  Lordships  to 
accompany  me.  But  I  find,  my  Lords, 
from  what  has  been  taking  place  within 
the  last  few  weeks,  how  reluctant  soever 
I  may  be  to  discuss  the  events  of  the  nor- 
thern divisions  of  Italy,  and  recur  to  ques- 
tions often  agitated  here,  and  by  none  of 
your  Lordships  more  ably  than  by  the 
noble  Earl  near  me  (Lord  Aberdeen),  that 
I  must  allude  to  the  conduct  of  his  late 
Sardinian  Majesty,  to  the  still  unfinished 
negotiations  between  Sardinia  and  Aus- 
tria, to  the  still  unremoved  fleets  of  Sar- 
dinia in  the  Adriatic,  to  the  beleaguer- 
ing of  Austria  in  her  Venetian  domi- 
nions, and  to  the  prevention  of  her  em- 
ploying her  undivided  resources  in  crush- 
ing the  rebellion  in  the  eastern  parts  of 
her  empire;  and  that  I  cannot  examine 
the  whole  foreign  policy  of  this  country 
without  adverting  to  the  events  which 
have  happened  in  Northern  Italy.  It  was 
at  the  beginning  of  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament  that  I  had  occasion  to  fore- 
tell before  your  Lordships  the  speedy  dis- 
comfiture of  the  then  monarch  of  Sardinia 
by  the  victorious  troops  of  Marshal  Ra- 
detzky.  After  a  temporary  success  the 
year  before,  his  Sardinian  Majesty  had 
been  repulsed,  had  been  compelled  to  re- 
pass the  Ticino,  had  been  driven  to  seek 
protection  within  the  walls  of  his  own  ca- 
pital, and  had  only  not  been  pursued  with- 
in those  walls  because  his  opponents  had 
mercifully  abstained  from  urging  their  vic- 
tory to  the  utmost,  and  had  preferred  the 
redemption  of  their  pledge  of  maintaining 
the  Treaties  of  Vienna  and  the  settlement 
of  territory  made  under  them,  to  the  en- 
largement of  their  dominions  and  to  the 
exaction  of  security  against  any  repetition 
of  the  offence  which  they  had  so  signally 
chastised.  The  fiimest  friend  of  Sardinia 
— the  stoutest  champion  of  that  distribu- 
tion of  territory  to  which  I  have  referred — 
my  noble  Friend  himself  near  the  wool- 
sack (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  who  com- 
pleted by  his  skill  in  negotiation  the  still 
more  glorious  triumph  of  his  arms  in  the 
field — not  one  of  these  parties  could  have 
objected  to  the  Austrians  crossing  the 
Ticino,  exacting  vengeance  from  Sardinia, 
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and  taking  from  its  monarch,  according 
to  all  the  laws  of  war,  according  to  the 
strict  law  of  nations,  ample  security  against 
the  repetition  of  a  similar  transgression. 
Marshal  Radetzky,  however,  acted  a  mer- 
ciful part,  and  was  wiser  in  so  doing  than 
if  he  had  justifiably  acted  with  greater  seve- 
rity. He  and  his  imperial  master  showed  that 
they  were  above  all  sordid,  all  selfish  feel- 
ing. I  only  lament  that  the  marshal  stopped 
so  far  short  of  that  which  he  had  a  right 
to  do.  An  acre  of  land  I  would  not  have 
taken  to  increase  the  dominions  of  one 
sovereign,  or  to  diminish  the  territory  of 
the  other  ;  but  I  would  have  shown  the 
Monarch  of  Sardinia,  I  would  have  shown 
the  world,  that  it  was  not  from  fear,  but 
from  magnanimity,  that  I  had  resolved  to 
stop  short  of  the  full  rights  of  victory. 
Then  it  was  said,  **  Oh,  but  now  we  shall 
have  peace."  Mediation  was  talked  of, 
and  mediation  was  offered — the  mediation 
of  Great  Britain,  of  the  success  of  which 
I  never  entertained  any  hopes.  That  any 
great  benefit  would  arise  from  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, I  thought  just  as  unlikely  as  that 
in  private  life,  when  two  individuals  having 
quarrelled  about  a  disputed  right,  had 
gone  to  law  to  asertain  which  had  the  bet- 
ter title,  and  one  of  them  had  gained  a 
verdict  and  had  entered  up  judgment,  this 
winning  party  would  accept  an  offer  to 
refer  all  the  matters  in  dispute  to  arbitra- 
tion, just  before  execution  issued.  In 
such  a  case  the  matter  in  dispute  is  at  an 
end,  and  though  the  party  who  has  lost 
the  cause  may  have  no  objection  to  such  a 
reference,  it  will  never  be  so  with  the  party 
who  has  gained  it.  I  therefore  told  my 
Friend,  Sir  H.  Ellis,  who  was  appointed 
to  superintend  the  proceedings  of  our  me- 
diation, that  as  the  matter  in  dispute  be- 
tween Austria  and  Sardinia  was  at  an  end, 
I  did  not  anticipate  that  with  all  his  skill 
he  would  have  any  success  as  a  negotiator 
in  this  strange  arbitration.  **  Oh,"  I  was 
told,  **  Austria  will  abide  by  it."  Yes,  I 
know  that  Austria  certainly  would,  if  she 
submitted  to  the  mediation,  and  perhaps 
Sardinia  also  ;  but  little  did  I  know  Sar- 
dinian counsels  when  I  said  so. 

I  stated,  however,  that  very  same  night, 
to  your  Lordships  in  this  House,  that  it 
was  my  deliberate  bchef,  that  before  the 
end  of  a  few  weeks  there  would  be  an  end 
of  the  Sardinian  monarchy.  On  that  oc- 
casion I  was,  indeed,  a  true  prophet.  Al- 
most whilst  I  was  speaking,  the  King  of 
Sardinia  broke  the  armistice,  again  at- 
tacked the  Austrians,  was  again  defeated, 


and  then  abdicated  his  crown.     That  Mo- 
narch was  much  to  be  blamed  for  the  for- 
mer part  of  his  conduct,  but  was  much  to 
be  pitied  for  its  close ;  he  was  dnven  on 
by  the  fear  of  a  niob — the  most  paltry  and 
the   most  perilous   of   all  fears — ^ho   was 
urged  on  to  his  ruin  by  the  worst  of  all 
advisers,   those   fears — he    threw   himself 
into   the   hands   of   the   Red   Republican 
party  of  Paris  and  of  Turin,  and,  worse 
than  all,  of  Genoa;   and  he  has  paid«  in 
consequence,  the  penalty  of  giving  ear  to 
evil  counsellors.     Then  there  was  more  of 
negotiation,    although    one    would     hare 
thought  that,  when  Radetzky  stopped  in 
the  full  career  of  victory,  there  would  have 
been  an  end  of  all  resistance  on  the  part 
of  Sardinia.     The  negotiation  which  then 
began  has  been  continued  from  day  to  day 
up  to  the  present  hour,  and,  if  common 
fame  can  be  trusted,  there  is  less  chance 
now  of  that   negotiation   leading   to   the 
pacification  of  Northern  Italy  than  there 
was  three  or  four  months  ago.     I  deeply 
lament  this,  my  Lords.     Every  friend  of 
the   true  policy   of  England,   and    every 
friend  of  the  peace  of  Europe,  must  lament 
it.    I  hear  it  said,  our  Foreign  Office  lends 
its  aid  to  the  delay  of  peaceful  measures 
in  Turin;  and  I  hear  it  with  wonder,  con- 
sidering what  has  passed  within  the  last 
two  years.     But  I  am  afraid  thai  there 
are  some  natures  far  too  sanguine — some 
whom  no  failure  can  cure  of  the  most  ex- 
travagant   hopes — who,   while    they    are 
sinking,  cling  to  the  feeblest  straw,  and 
derive  hope  from  the  slightest  chaifge,  and 
who,  because  things  are  not  just  as  they 
were  twenty-four  hours  before,  expect  that 
better  times  are  coming,  and  hope  even 
against   hope   itself.     I    think   that  what 
has  recently  taken  place  in  Hungary,  in 
Croatia,  and  in  Transylvania,  has  been  the 
foundation   of   the   hopes  recently   enter- 
tained by  the  friends  of  Sardinia,  and  that 
some  parties  in  England,  but  still  more  in 
Turin,  have   conceived   expectations   that 
Austria,  if  these  negotiations  are  allowed 
to  drag  their  slow  length  along,  will  he 
frustrated  in  her  designs  of — what  ?     Ag- 
grandisement ?    Oh,  no.     If  that  were  all, 
the   difficulty  might    easily  be  removed. 
For    look,   my    Lords,   how    the    matter 
stands.     Here  is  craving  ambition  on  the 
one  side,  against  a  steady  adherence  to  a 
pacific  policy  on  the  other ;  here  is  a  de- 
sire to  enlarge  dominion  against  the  so- 
lemn faith  of  treaties  on  the   one   part, 
and  a  resolution  not  to   swerve  a  hair's 
breadth  from  that  faith  on  the  other,  even 
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when  tempted  by  aggression  the  most  un- 
just, and  crowned  by  success  the  most 
absolute  and  complete.  Here  is  good  faith 
unsurpassed,  almost  unexampled  modera- 
tion in  victory,  met  by  incurable  thirst  of 
aggrandisement,  and  reckless  love  of 
change  under  the  most  grievous  disaster. 

Thus  stand  the  rival  Powers  of  Sardinia 
and  Austria  opposed  to  each  other.  I  hope 
that  I  view  these  matters  more  gloomily 
than  the  real  state  of  things  warrants  ; 
but  I  certainly  feel  not  a  little  uneasy 
when  I  reflect  on  the  great  length  to  which 
these  negotiations  have  been  sedulously 
spun  out.  And  here,  my  Lords,  I  must 
observe,  that  this  brings  me,  among  many 
of  the  views  which  I  now,  anticipating 
somewhat,  have  taken  of  the  present  state 
of  the  Powers,  to  the  conviction  that  the 
various  matters  now  in  dispute  can  only  be 
settled  by  some  general  congress.  This 
would  at  once  close  the  Turin  conference. 
I  have  before  mentioned  to  your  Lordships 
that  the  favour  which  the  Government  of 
England  has  shown  to  Sardinia,  and  the 
prejudice  |igainst  Austria,  has  exhibited 
itself — indeed,  I  may  say,  has  broken 
out  very  conspicuously,  in  two  portions  of 
these  transactions.  First,  it  was  display- 
ed in  the  general  difference  of  the  lan- 
guage used  to  Austria  and  to  Sardinia. 
To  Austria  we  have  held  out  everything 
short  of  threat — we  have  addressed  her  in 
language  gentle  indeed  in  outward  ap- 
pearance, but  atnounting  in  substance  to 
downright  menace.  **  You  had  better  not 
go,"  we  said,  **  into  Italy — you  had  better 
not  invade  any  ally  of  ours — you  had  bet- 
ter not  think  of  going  to  Turin  or  to  Rome 
— for,  if  you  do,  we  shall  consider  it  a 
matter  deserving  of  grave  consideration." 
That  was  not  the  language  in  which  we 
addressed  the  other  party.  To  Austria 
wo  were  suaviter  in  modoy  fortiter  in  re. 
But  Sardinia  was  gently  and  amicably 
told,  **  If  you  do  so  act,  it  will  bo  very 
much  against  your  true  interests.  It  will 
be  wiser  not  to  do  anything  of  the  kind." 
**  Pray  don't  for  your  own  sake."  But  no 
threat,  nor  anything  like  a  threat.  Sar- 
dinia was  not  told,  as  Austria  was,  that  it 
would  be  matter  of  great  importance  if 
she  budged  a  foot  out  of  her  own  domin- 
ions. And  all  this  diversity  of  treatment, 
all  this  reprimand  of  Austria,  was  designed 
to  be  made  known,  and  to  gain  credit  and 
popularity  with  the  republican  rabble.  For 
then  came  that  proceeding — so  ludicrous 
at  once,  and  so  mean,  that  I  have  never 
read  anything  like  it  in  the  whole  bourse 


of  history.  While  we  were  anxiously  ad- 
vertising to  all  Europe,  and  more  especi- 
ally to  the  rebels  at  Milan,  and  to  the  red 
republicans  in  Paris,  that  we  had  held  out 
to  Austria  this  menace,  we  had  at  the  very 
time  in  our  pockets  an  answer  from  Prince 
Metternich  to  our  menacing  despatch, 
saying,  **  What  is  the  matter  with  you? 
It  is  not  yet  the  month  of  November,  when 
the  malady  of  your  gloomy  climate  pre- 
vails, but  it  is  the  cheerful  month  of  Sep- 
tember. What  ails  you  ?»  Are  you  dis- 
tracted in  your  brain  to  talk  of  our  going 
to  Turin  ?  We  have  no  more  thought  of 
going  to  Turin  or  Naples  than  we  have  of 
going  to  the  moon.  On  the  contrary,  if 
any  one  presumes  to  disturb  the  security 
of  any  country,  above  all  to  threaten  Sar- 
dinia, we  will  stand  by  you  to  defend  Sar- 
dinia, and  to  maintain  inviolate  with  all 
our  forces  and  all  our  resources  all  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  treaties  of  Vienna." 
Not  one  word  of  this  answer  from  Austria 
did  we  suffer  to  be  known  while  bragging 
of  our  threats  to  her;  threats  which  as- 
sumed her  having  the  design  of  attacking 
Sardinia.  Then,  when  the  impropriety  of 
keeping  such  a  document  in  your  pockets 
was  mooted  in  this  House,  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Lansdowne)  said,  **  Oh,  we 
were  ready  to  give  you  that  despatch  as 
soon  as  you  asked  for  it."  Yes,  when  I  did 
ask  for  it  I  got  it;  for,  on  the  1 8th  of  last 
September — my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Aber- 
deen), was  not  at  that  time  in  the  House, 
but  in  Scotland — I  said,  **  I  have  that  de- 
spatch in  my  hand,  and  I  will  read  it,  every 
word,  if  you  do  not  consent  to  give  it  to 
the  public."  Non  constat  that  it  would 
have  been  given  if  I  had  omitted  to  give 
that  direct  challenge  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  don't  blame  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  fot  all  this;  he,  good  easy  man, 
knew  nothing  at  all  about  it;  he  was  not 
instructed;  the  Foreign  OflSce  let  him  re- 
main innocent  and  ignorant;  but  the  sum 
6ind  substance  of  all  this  is,  that  every  in- 
dulgence was  extended  to  Sardinia,  whilst 
threats,  downright  threats,  were  held  out 
to  Austria.  Now,  for  one  moment  stop  to 
recollect  the  language  which  wc  used  in 
the  despatch  addressed  to  the  Court  of 
Austria  on  the  11th  of  September,  1847. 
It  was  as  follows : — 

"  Any  aggression  on  the  rights  of  independent 
States  will  not  be  viewed  with  indifference  by 
Great  Britain.  The  independence  of  the  Roman 
States  is  an  essential  element  in  the  political  in- 
dependence of  Italy ;  and  no  invasion  of  that 
territory  can  he  attempted  without  leading  to 
consequences  of  great  gravity  and  importanee." 
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The  answer  which  we  received  to  that 
note  from  Austria  was,  **  We  never  dreamt 
of  any  such  thing,  but  are  ready  at  all 
times  to  stand  by  the  integrity  of  all 
Italy."  That  declaration  brings  me,  my 
Lords,  from  considering  the  aflfairs  of  Nor- 
thern Italy  to  the  subject  of  Central  Italy, 
and  more  particularly  of  Rome  itself;  and 
I  naturally  ask,  in  the  words  of  my  first 
resolution,  whether  that  full  and  satisfac- 
tory explanation  which  we  have  a  right  to 
receive  has  been  given  of  **  those  recent 
movements  in  the  Italian  States  which 
tend  to  unsettle  the  existing  distribution  of 
territory,  and  to  endanger  the  general 
peace  of  Europe?**  First,  there  is  the 
occupation  of  Ancona  by  an  Austrian  army; 
then  there  is  the  occupation  of  Bologna  by 
the  main  force  of  another  Austrian  army. 
I  say  nothing  of  the  occupation  of  Tus- 
cany. I  put  Tuscany  out  of  the  question, 
as  it  is  a  sort  of  family  estate  of  the  House 
of  Austria,  in  which  she  has  a  right  by 
treaty  to  interfere.  But  that  is  not  all. 
There  is  also  in  the  heart  of  Italy,  in  its 
very  centre,  in  its  capital,  an  army,  not 
Roman,  not  Austrian,  not  Italian,  not 
composed  of  its  native  soldiery,  but  a 
French  army,  consisting  of  40,000  or 
50,000  men,  and  with  a  park  of  artillery 
consisting  of  120,000  guns.  I  crave  your 
pardon,  120  guns.  [Laughter  attended 
this  mistake.]  This  army  did  not  fall 
from  the  clouds.  The  troops  advanced  on 
the  suiface  of  the  earth.  The  Eternal 
City  was  invaded  with  all  the  usual  pomp 
and  circumstances  of  war.  Some  thou- 
sand men  with  a  few  guns  were  in  the  first 
instance  sent  from  Marseilles  to  Civita 
Vecchia,  and  some  explanation  was  given 
why  they  were  sent,  more  or  less  satisfac- 
tory. But  if  any  man  has  seen  that  ex- 
planation, stating  that  a  force  of  16,000 
men  and  a  strong  fleet  had  been  sent  to 
Civita  Vecchia  by  France,  and  has  been 
told  that  the  army  was  to  stop  there  and 
to  do  nothing  further,  and  that  their  sole 
object  was  to  re-arrange  the  balance  of 
power — such  was  the  Government  explana- 
tion— to  adjust  the  balance  of  Europe  at 
that  port :  if  any  man,  having  seen  that 
explanation,  can  take  it  as  satisfactory,  all 
I  have  to  say  is,  that  he  is  a  man  very 
easily  satisfied.  It  does  not  satisfy  me — 
indeed,  it  seems  very  like  treating  us  with 
contempt  to  give  such  explanations.  Be 
that,  however,  as  it  may,  the  other 
events  which  followed,  plainly  demand- 
ed full  explanation.  That  army,  sent 
the  first  instance   to   Civita  Vecchia, 


afterwards  marched  onwards,  and  in  three 
days  arrived  at  Rome.  What  was  it  doing 
there  ?  To  an  unskilled  observer  —  to  a 
non-military  man  like  myself,  who  could 
not  tell  the  difference  between  120,000 
and  120  guns — it  did  look  as  if  it  were 
going  to  make  an  attack  upon  the  Eternal 
City. 

Well,  then,  there  is  another  question, 
still  more  apposite,  and  in  answer  to  which 
I  think  that  we  should  have  had  some  ex- 
planation, and  it  is,  **  What  shall  be  done, 
supposing  that  this  army  should  attack 
Rome,  and,  as  is  most  probable,  carry- 
it?  '*  Up  to  this  hour  I,  for  my  part,  do 
not  know  whether  such  a  question  has  heen 
put,  or,  if  put,  whether  it  has  received  an 
answer.  **  What  are  the  French  doing 
before  Rome,  and  what  will  they  be  doing 
after  they  have  gained  possession  of  it  ?  " 
is  the  question  that  should  have  been  put. 
To  say  that  they  are  there  for  the  cause  of 
humanity,  or  for  the  sake  of  maintaining 
the  balance  of  power —  these  are  words  of 
which  I  cannot  understand  the  connexion 
with  the  undenied  facts,  and  with  the 
march  of  40,000  or  50,000  troops  with 
120  guns,  which  does  require  satisfactory 
explanation,  because  such  proceedings  are 
not  an  adjustment,  but  a  subversion  —  a 
destruction  of  the  European  balance.  I 
must  forget  all  that  I  have  ever  read  of 
the  rights  of  nations  before  I  can  con- 
sent to  admit  that  circumstances  like 
these  can  be  allowed  to  pass  over  un- 
noticed. Here,  my  Lords,  I  should  he 
doing  injustice  to  my  own  feelings  if  I  did 
not  express  my  entire  admiration  of  the 
conduct  of  the  French  army  before  the 
walls  of  Rome.  What  the  French  army 
had  to  do  there — whether  the  French  Go- 
vernment were  entitled  to  send  it  thither — 
is  another  matter,  and  on  this  men  may 
have  different  opinions.  Whether  or  not 
it  was  in  perfect  consistency  with  the  pro- 
fessions of  the  new  half-fledged  French 
Republic  to  send  an  army  to  put  down  an- 
other nascent,  a  newly  hatched  republic — 
whether  that  step  was  in  harmony  with 
the  views  of  the  statesmen  who  had  ruled 
France  ever  since  the  unhappy  24th  of 
February;  a  day  which  I  must  ever  con- 
sider deplorable  for  the  peace  of  Europe, 
for  the  institutions  and  thrones  of  Europe, 
and,  above  all,  most  unhappy  for  the  im- 
provement and  tranquillity  of  France  itself 
— whether  that  step  was  in  strict  keeping 
with  all  the  professions  of  all  the  parties 
who  had  been  in  power  since  that  event 
had  changed  the  face  of  France,  and  ar- 
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rested  tlie  progress,  the  rapid,  the  unin- 
terrupted progress  to  comfort  and  happi- 
ness which  France  was  making  under  the 
constitutional  monarchy,  hjr  the  develop- 
ment of  her  prodigious  resources  —  whe- 
ther it  was  in  harmony  with  their  pro- 
fessions of  peace,  to  send  an  army  to 
overthrow  the  infant  Republic  of  Rome — 
I  will  not  stop  now  to  inquire.  SuflSce  it 
to  say,  that  the  assistance  of  France  was 
invited  by  the  Pope,  as  he  says  in  his  allo- 
cution from  Gaota,  but  not  severally  or 
distinctly — it  was  invited  in  conjunction 
with  that  of  Austria,  Spain,  and  Naples ; 
and  it  is  one  of  the  very  few  criticisms 
which  I  am  disposed  to  make  upon  the 
French  Government,  that  the  second  diffi- 
culty in  this  question  is  the  manner  in 
which  the  French  army  went  alone  to 
Rome  when  the  Pope  asked  them  to  come 
conjointly  with  the  forces  of  the  other 
Powers;  for  it  seemed  as  if  they  meant  to 
anticipate  others,  and  to  gain  a  footing  in 
Rome  before  the  Austrians  could  take  the 
field. 

But  all  my  unfavourable  remarks  touch- 
ing France  are  now  at  an  end ;  for  no  Go- 
verament,  no  army,  could  have  acted  more 
blamelessly  —  I  should  rather  say,  more 
admirably — than  that  French  army  and  its 
commanders.  In  the  first  place,  can  any 
man  doubt  that  they  could  have  taken 
Rome  long  ago  if  they  had  not  been  averse 
to  the  efi^usion  of  blood  ?  Little  do  they 
know  the  gaUantry  of  French  troops  who 
entertain  a  contrary  notion.  Then  they 
were  strongly  impressed  with  the  idea 
that  it  was  not  right  the  innocent  should 
suflfer  with  the  guilty.  Again,  they  felt 
that  they  were  not  going  against  the  Ro- 
mans, but  against  those  who  had  usurped 
and  exercised  an  intolerable  tyranny  over 
the  Romans,  properly  so  called.  They 
were  marching  against  Mazzini  and  Gari- 
baldi— that  Garibaldi  for  whom  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine  (Lord  Howden),  whose 
eulogy  is  reaUy  praise,  bespoke  your  sym- 
pathy so  strongly  a  few  evenings  ago. 
But  my  noble  Friend,  perhaps,  is  not 
aware  that  this  person— a  clever  man,  un- 
doubtedly, of  great  military  talents — was, 
like  Mazzini,  a  professional  conspirator; 
that  the  object  of  his  first  plot  was,  like 
that  of  a  great  conspirator  in  our  own 
country  (Guy  Fawkes)  who  was  not,  how- 
ever, quite  so  popular  —  to  blow  up  the 
Royal  Family  of  Sardinia  in  the  theatre  of 
Genoa;  and  that  the  discovery  of  that 
gunpowder  plot  drove  him  out  in  exile, 
first  to  Brazil,  and  afterwards  to  the  Rio 


Plata,  where  he  began  to  act  as  a  par- 
tisan, and  afterwards  acquired  considerable 
influence.  On  the  breaking  out  of  the 
last  revolution  in  France,  he  returned  to 
Europe,  and  shortly  afterwards  agitated 
the  provinces  of  Italy,  repeating  in  their 
northern  districts,  and  in  Rome  itself, 
those  valorous  feats  of  arms  which  gained 
him  reputation  in  the  New  World.  Maz- 
zini is  a  man  of  less  courage,  though  of 
great  ability;  for  few  men  are  so  bold 
as  Garibaldi ;  but  Mazzini  in  conjunction 
with  Garibaldi  got  possession  of  Rome — 
the  one  eminent  for  his  civil,  the  other 
for  his  military,  qualifications;  there  they 
established  a  dictatorship  under  the  name 
of  a  Triumvirate,  and  disciplined  several 
thousand  soldiers,  of  whom  scarcely  one 
was  a  native  Roman.  Among  them  were 
Frenchmen,  Monte  Videans,  Poles,  Italians 
of  the  north,  but  Romans  few  or  none. 
Therefore,  it  was,  I  said,  that  General 
Oudinot  was  cautious  how  he  bombarded 
Rome,  as  he  could  not  direct  his  hostUity 
against  one  class  of  men,  and  yet  entirely 
spare  all.  Lastly,  my  Lords,  I  cannot 
shut  my  eyes  to  the  merits  of  the  French 
army,  of  which  all  ages  must  testify  their 
sense  as  long  as  any  regard  remains 
among  men  for  the  precious  remains  of 
antiquity,  and  for  those  more  inestimable 
treasures  of  modem  art  which  form  the 
pride  and  glory  of  the  Eternal  City.  Ge- 
neral Oudinot  had  carried  on  the  siege  of 
Rome  as  if  he  would  avoid  the  effusion  of 
a  single  drop  of  human  blood,  and  as  if  he 
were  anxious  not  to  expose  the  great  mon- 
uments of  art  to  the  injuries  of  shot  and 
shell.  In  this  state  of  things,  the  delay 
of  the  capture  took  place,  while  many  at 
Paris  were  impatient  at  the  suspension  of 
their  triumph,  but  whilst  many  more  were 
anxious  that  in  future  ages  the  French 
should  not  be  ranked  with  the  Goths  and 
Vandals  of  past  times;  and  I  feel  that  the 
greatest  gratitude  is  due  to  the  French 
general  and  to  the  French  army  for  the 
humane  and  generous  spirit  that  tempered 
the  valour  which  they  displayed  before 
Rome.  What  they  are  to  do  now  there, 
is  a  very  different  question.  I  believe 
that  their  difficulties  are  not  yet  over.  I 
believe  they  are  only  now  begun;  and  that 
is  one  reason  why  I  urge  to  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  the  propriety  of  calling 
a  general  congress  for  the  settlement  of 
the  disturbed  affairs  of  Europe.  The  dif- 
ficulties of  the  French  army  and  the  French 
Government  at  Rome  are  so  great  that  an 
acute  people,  like  that  of  France,  cannot 
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Bhat  its  eyes  to  them.  Thej  must  see 
how  little  tbej  have  gained  even  of  that 
for  which  the  Red  Republicans  of  France 
are  so  eager — military  glory — if  that  was 
the  aim  of  the  Paris  multitude,  which  I 
more  than  suspect — of  their  rulers  it  could 
not  be  the  purpose,  unless  they  yielded 
op  their  better  judgment  to  the  influence 
of  the  rabble,  for  assuredly,  while  expos- 
ing them  to  every  embarrassment  in  their 
foreign  relations,  and  augmenting  their 
financial  difficulties,  they  must  have  seen 
that  it  was  an  enterprise  in  which  success 
could  give  their  country  little  glory,  while 
failure  must  cover  it  with  disgrace.  But 
what  signifies  to  France  the  loss  of  such 
renown  as  victory  bestows  ?  What  to  her 
18  the  foregoing  one  sprig  of  laurel  more 
in  addition  to  the  accumulated  honours  of 
her  victorious  career  ?  The  multitude  of 
Paris  rather  than  France,  the  statesmen 
of  the  club  and  the  coffee-house,  the  politi- 
tittns  of  the  salons,  the  reasoners  of  the 
Boulevards,  may  retain  their  thirst  for  such 
additions,  such  superfluous  additions,  to  the 
national  fame.  The  sounder  reasoners, 
the  true  statesmen,  have,  I  trust,  learnt  a 
better  lesson,  and  will  teach  her  gallant 
people  to  prefer  the  more  virtuous  and 
fnore  lasting  glories  of  peace. 

But  whatever  the  Paris  mob  in  the 
drawing-rooms  or  in  the  streets  may  have 
desired,  I  am  confident  the  Government  if 
left  to  itself,  had  one  object  only  in  view, 
the  rescue  of  Rome  from  the  usurpation  of 
a  foreign  rabble,  and  restoring  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Pope,  whom  that  rabble's  vio- 
lence had  driven  from  his  States.  And 
here  let  me  say  a  word  which  may  not  be 
popular  in  some  quarters,  and  among  some 
of  my  noble  Friends,  upon  the  separation 
of  the  temporal  and  spiritual  authority  of 
the  Pope.  My  opinion  is  that  it  will  not 
do  to  say  the  Pope  is  all  very  well  as  a 
spiritual  prince,  but  we  ought  not  to  re- 
store his  temporal  power.  That  is  a  short- 
sighted and  I  think  a  somewhat  superficial 
View  of  the  case.  I  do  not  believe  it  pos- 
sible that  the  Pope  could  exercise  bene- 
ficially his  spiritual  functions  if  he  had  no 
temporal  power.  For  what  would  be  the 
consequence  ?  He  would  he  stripped  of 
all  his  authority.  We  are  not  now  in  the 
eighth  century,  when  the  Pope  contrived 
to  exist  without  much  secular  authority,  or 
when  as  Bishop  of  Rome  he  exercised  very 
extensive  spiritual  authority  without  cor- 
responding temporal  power.  The  progress 
of  the  one,  however,  went  along  with  that 
of  the  other;  and  just  as  the  Pope  had 


extended  his  temporal  dominions  by  en- 
croachments of  his  own,  and  by  gifts  like 
those  of  Pepin  and  Charlemagne,  the  Ex- 
archate and  Pentapolis,  uniting  the  patri- 
mony of  St.  Peter,  and  adding  to  it  little 
by  little  until  he  got  a  good  large  slice  in 
Italy,  just  in  proportion  as  his  temporal 
authority  increased  did  he  attain  so  over- 
whelming influence  over  the  councils  of 
Europe.  His  temporal  force  increased  his 
spiritual  authority,  because  it  made  him 
more  independent.  Stript  of  that  secular 
dominion,  he  would  become  the  slave  now 
of  One  Power — then  of  another— one  day 
the  slave  of  Spain,  another  of  Austria, 
another  of  France,  or,  worst  of  all,  as  the 
Pope  has  recently  been,  the  slave  of  his 
own  factious  and  rebellious  subjects.  His 
temporal  power  is  an  European  question, 
not  a  local  or  a  religious  one;  and  the 
Pope's  authority  should  be  maintained  for 
the  sake  of  the  peace  and  the  interests  of 
Europe.  We  ourselves  have  7,000,000 
of  Roman  Catholic  subjects;  Austria  has 
30,000,000;  Prussia  has  7  or  8,000,000, 
France  is  a  Catholic  country,  so  is  Bel- 
gium, so  are  the  peninsulas  of  Italy  and 
Spain;  and  how  is  it  possible  to  suppose 
that,  unless  the  Pope  has  enough  tempo- 
ral authority  to  keep  him  independent  of 
the  other  European  Courts,  jealousies  and 
intrigues  will  not  arise  which  must  reduce 
him  to  a  state  of  dependency,  and  so  en- 
able any  one  country  wielding  the  enor- 
mous influence  of  his  spiritual  authority 
to  foster  intrigues,  faction,  even  rebellion, 
in  the  dominions  of  her  rivals  ?  Probably, 
as  General  Oudinot  has  sent  the  keys  of 
Rome  to  the  Pope  at  Gaeta,  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  restore  the  temporal  authority 
of  the  Pope.  There  are  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  French  General  remaining  at 
Rome,  the  inhabitants  of  which  naturally 
do  not  like  to  see  an  army  of  some  thous- 
ands encamped  in  their  town,  and  there 
are  difficulties  in  the  way  of  his  leaving 
Rome;  but  there  is  no  way  so  easy  of 
overcoming  those  difficulties  as  a  general 
congress  to  settle  the  affairs  of  Europe; 
and  I  do  not  consider  that  a  clearer  course 
can  lie  before  France  than  to  propose  it, 
or  that  she  can  find  a  safer  and  a  more 
creditable  way  out  of  her  present  embar- 
rassments in  Italy. 

I  now  come  to  a  part  of  the  subject 
which  I  have  only  originally  glanced  at, 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  the  southern 
part  of  the  Italian  peninsula.  On  the  16th 
of  December,  1847,  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Foreign   Affairs  (Lord  Palmer- 
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ston)  wrote  to  Lord  Minto,  directing  him 
to  request  an  audience — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  conveying  to  his  Sicilian 
Majesty  the  strongest  assurances  of  the  earnest 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  maintain, 
and  if  possible  draw  still  closer,  the  bonds  of 
friendship  which  have  so  lon^  united  the  Crowns 
of  Great  Britain  and  of  the  Two  Sicilies." 

Here,  then,  the  Government  were  vowing 
eternal  friendship  with  the  Neapolitan. 
But,  on  the  10th  of  January  there  hroke 
out  a  rebellion  in  Sicily,  and  then  **  a 
change  came  over  the  spirit  of  their 
dream,"  for  there  appeared  no  longer  the 
same  ardent  desire  for  amity  with  Naples, 
or  lamentations  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
**  draw  still  closer  the  bonds  of  friendship 
between  the  two  Governments.'*  Now 
came  a  scene  which  I  have  read  in  the 
mass  of  papers  before  mo  with  feelings  of 
very  sincere  regret.  I  cannot  easily  ima- 
gine a  more  imbecile  judgment  than  pre- 
sides, or  a  more  mischievous  spirit  than 
pervades,  the  whole  of  the  diplomatic  cor- 
respondence, the  whole  correspondence, 
not  only  of  our  professional  politicians,  our 
Ministers,  our  Secretaries,  our  Consuls, 
our  Deputy- Consuls,  but  also  a  new  class 
of  political  agents,  who  appear  on  the 
scene,  the  vice-admirals  and  captains  of 
ships  of  the  line,  who  all  seem,  in  the 
waters  of  Sicily,  to  have  been  suddenly 
transformed,  as  if  by  the  potent  spells  of 
the  ancient  enchantress  who  once  presided 
over  that  coast,  stripped  of  their  natural 
military  form,  if  not  into  the  same  sort  of 
creatures,  whose  form  she  made  men  as- 
sume, yet  into  monsters,  hideous  to  behold, 
mongrel  animals,  political  sailors,  diplo- 
matic vice-admirals,  speculative  captains 
of  ships,  nautical  statesmen,  observers,  not 
of  the  winds  and  the  stars,  but  of  revolts  ; 
leaning  towards  rebels,  instead  of  hugging 
the  shore  ;  instead  of  buffetting  the  gale, 
scudding  away  before  the  popular  tempest; 
nay,  suggesters  of  expeditions  against  the 
established  Governments  of  the  Allies, 
with  whom  their  Government  lamented  it 
could  not  draw  the  bonds  of  friendship 
more  closely — a  new  species,  half  naval 
and  half  political,  whose  nature  is  por- 
tentous, in  whose  existence  I  could  never 
have  believed.  Mr.  Temple,  a  prudent 
and  experienced  Minister,  is  absent,  unfor- 
tunately, from  his  post,  and  his  place  is 
filled  by  Lord  Napier,  a  worthy  man,  and 
an  active,  above  all,  an  active  penman,  a 
glib  writer  if  not  a  great ;  writing,  not 
quite,  but  very  nearly  as  well,  as  the  cap- 
tains and  admirals  themselves.     We  find 


this  gentleman,  like  them,  ardently  hop- 
ing that  revolt  may  prosper,  and  doing  his 
endeavour  to  realise  his  desire  ;  dealing 
out  every  sort  of  suggestion  and  recom- 
mendation, lecturing  as  if  he  sat  in  the 
Foreign  OflSce,  administering  rebukes  like 
a  Foreign  Secretaiy,  telling  the  Neapolitan 
Government  they  had  better  do  so  and  so  ; 
if  they  did  not,  it  would  be  the  worse  for 
them,  and  it  would  be  viewed  with  **  great 
gravity;*'  and  yet  supposing  that  no  one 
but  himself  was  sensitive — for  he  takes 
care  not  to  show  respect  by  salutes,  and 
addresses,  and  those  matters  about  which 
Monarch s  are  supposed  to  care  a  great 
deal ;  making  very  free  in  his,  I  will  not 
say  rude  and  unmannerly,  but  certainly  his 
rough  treatment  of  others,  yet  all  the 
while  excessively  annoyed  at  the  *'  tone," 
as  he  calls  it,  of  some  of  the  communica- 
tions addressed  to  him.  But  after  care- 
fully studying  the  papers,  to  catch  what 
this  offensive  tone  of  the  Neapolitan  Mi- 
nister was,  I  have  found  it  so  evanescent 
that  I  really  cannot  discern  it,  and  suppose 
there  must  be  something  in  the  manner, 
or  in  Lord  Napier's  state  of  mind  at  the 
time,  which  overset  him. 

On  the  18th  of  January,  1848,  Sir  W. 
Parker,  than  whom  a  more  able  and  gal- 
lant officer  could  not  adorn  the  service,  but 
who  cannot  be  everything — for  there  are 
very  few  who,  like  my  illustrious  Friend  at 
the  table  (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  or  my 
renowned  master,  under  whom  I  first 
served  in  a  diplomatic  situation  (the  late 
Earl  St.  Vincent),  are  equally  great  as 
captains  and  statesmen  —  Sir  W.  Parker 
wrote  to  say  that  the  rebellion  having 
broke  out  again,  he  had  given  general 
orders  to  the  captains  of  British  vessels 
to  afford  protection  to  individuals  of  either 
side  who  were  flying  for  their  political 
conduct.  It  is  easily  to  be  seen  which  of 
the  two  sides  these  instructions  are  in- 
tended to  protect.  Sir  W.  Parker  con- 
cludes by  saying,  **  I  shall  await  with 
anxiety  the  result  of  the  outbreak  in  Si- 
cily, and  the  effect  it  may  produce  at 
Naples."  Why,  what  had  Sir  W.  Parker 
to  do  with  that  ?  The  truth  is,  he  was  iri 
the  hope  and  the  expectation  that  the  re- 
bellion in  Sicily  would  extend  across  the 
Faro,  and  lead  to  a  rising  of  the  Cala- 
brese  upon  the  neighbouring  continent.  Iti 
page  352  we  have  Captain  Codringtop',  a 
most  able  officer,  no  doubt,  giving  a  long 
political  disquisition,  and  many  specula- 
tions, respecting  the  rebellion  and  its  ef- 
fects   elsewhere,  in  which  he  predicts  a 
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rising  in  Calabria,  and  foresees  the  dan- 
ger which  would  consequently  accrue  to 
the  Neapolitan  Government.  The  gallant 
Captain  writes  as  if  he  were  a  soothsayer, 
sent  out  to  foretell  the  effect  of  the  Si- 
cilian force  landing  in  Calabria,  in  shaking 
the  Neapolitan  throne.  Nay,  not  content 
with  being  Minister  and  Ambassador,  as 
well  as  naval  officer,  the  gallant  Captain 
must  needs  act,  at  least  speculate,  as  a 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  whipper-in 
for  the  Sicilian  Commons  ;  so  he  proceeds 
to  discuss  the  returns  for  the  new  elec- 
tions : — 

"  Should  the  small  Sicilian  force,"  says  he, "  re- 
cently landed  in  Calabria — probably  under  1,000 
men — succeed  m  raising  the  inhabitants  of  that 
part  of  the  country  against  the  present  Govern- 
ment, they  may  be  able  to  beat  the  12,000  Nea- 
politan troops  at  present  in  Calabria,  and  then  by 
getting  possession  of  Scylla  and  Reggio,  the  Si- 
cilians will  gain  the  control  of  the  Straits,  and 
ultimately  so  distress  the  citadel  of  Messina,  by 
cutting  oflF  its  communication,  as  well  as  by  other 
military  operations,  as  to  bring  on  its  surrender. 
In  the  meantime,  the  character  of  the  return  of 
Members  to  serve  in  the  coming  Parliament,  to 
meet  in  the  early  part  of  next  month,  is  adverse 
to  the  present  Ministry.  In  some  places,  the 
electors  on  meeting  have  merely  made  a  proces 
verbal  affirming  the  validity  of  their  previous 
election,  and  reasserting  the  candidates  then 
chosen  as  their  actual  representatives  ;  in  others 
they  have  proceeded  to  a  new  election ;  but  in 
almost  every  case  the  very  same  individuals  as 
before  have  been  returned  as  Members  for  the 
Parliament.  This  gives  a  considerable  check  to 
the  Government,  and  shows  the  state  of  public 
opinion  in  the  provinces.  If  on  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  the  discussions  are  free,  wo  may  ex- 
pect strong  differences,  if  not  collisions,  between 
the  King's  Government  and  the  Parliament  from 
recent  events,  from  present  difficulties,  and  above 
all  from  the  want  of  experience  of  all  parties  in 
carrying  on  public  business.  If  the  Government 
control  the  discussions  by  force,  or  prevent  the 
meeting  of  I^arliament,  or  suddenly  get  rid  of  it, 
and  govern  the  country  by  means  of  the  army, 
the  provinces  will  then  be  almost  sure  of  rising 
generally,  particularly  Calabria,  excited  by  the 
ISicilian  landing,  and  then  not  only  will  Messina 
be  gone,  but  Naples  and  the  throne  of  Ferdinand 
will  bo  in  the  greatest  danger.  But  if  the  King's 
Government  were  at  present  to  act  with  great 
prudence  and  moderation,  and  if  they  believe 
them  sincere  in  it,  there  would  be  no  such  general 
rising  in  the  provinces  as  to  render  the  Sicilian 
landing  of  importance,  and  then  that  small  body 
of  men  would  bo  crushed  by  the  large  Neapolitan 
force  at  present  in  Calabria.  This  would  put  the 
King's  Government  in  a  far  more  commanding 
position  for  terms  in  any  future  negotiations  with 
Sicily,  and  probably  put  off  a  final  settlement  by 
inducing  claims  too  exorbitant  to  be  agreed  to  by 
Sicily." 

What  had  Captain  Codrington  to  do  with 
the  going  out  or  coming  in  of  the  Ministry? 
What  in  the  name  of  Neptune  and  Mars, 


and  all  deities  having  charge  of  ships  of 
war,  had  a  naval  officer  to  do  with  the  re- 
turns to  Parliament,  the  results  of  votes 
in  that  foreign  House  of  Commons  ?  Ob- 
serve, my  Lords,  the  papers  are  selected 
out  of  the  mass  of  documents  at  the  Fo- 
reign Office,  and  I  will  venture  to  assert 
very  confidently  that,  beside  those  which 
have  been  produced,  there  are  half-a-dozen 
times  as  many  which  the  Foreign  Office 
has  not  produced;  so  that  if  we  find  any- 
thing in  these  papers  showing  faults  to 
have  been  committed  by  those  who  pro- 
duced them  or  by  their  agents,  we  may  as- 
sume that  if  the  whole  of  the  papers  were 
given,  not  a  few  more  faults  of  the  same 
kind  would  be  found  to  have  been  com- 
mitted. 

The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Minto) 
went  from  Rome  to  Naples,  and  if  he  had 
been  alone  there  I  should  have  had  greater 
confidence  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
yemment;  for  1  have  had  long  experience 
of  his  good  sense  and  sound  judgment.  But 
the  noble  Earl  had  a  very  active  and  zea- 
lous man  under  him;  and  while  wading 
through  this  volume,  I  have  often  had  oc- 
casion to  reflect  on  the  wise  opinion  of 
Prince  Talleyrand,  who  used  to  reckon  in 
diplomacy  that  zeal  in  young  men  is  the 
next  thing  to  treachery,  and  that  some- 
times it  is  just  as  bad  as  treachery,  for  the 
zealous  are  clothed  with  the  garb  of  merit, 
and  you  have  little  hold  over  them.  Well, 
the  zeal,  the  honest  zeal,  no  doubt,  of  Lord 
Napier,  moved  my  noble  kinsman  from 
Rome  to  Naples.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Minto)  on  the  2nd  of  February,  1848, 
wrote  to  the  Foreign  Office,  that  he  had 
been  so  urged  by  Lord  Napier  to  go  to 
Naples  that  he  had  resolved  to  set  off.  But 
Lord  Napier  also  tells  us  that  on  the  3rd 
of  February  he  had  an  interview  with  the 
King  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  and  that  he  got 
the  King,  out  of  his  zeal  and  his  address 
working  with  it,  to  ask  Lord  Minto  to 
go  to  Naples.  Well,  my  noble  Friend 
and  Lord  Napier,  representing  the  British 
Government,  were  decidedly  for  the  Sici- 
lians and  against  the  Neapolitans.  There 
was  no  attempt  to  hold  the  balance  even 
between  the  two  parties,  but  every  expres- 
sion was  used,  every  proposal  made,  every 
captious  objection  taken  in  favour  of  the 
Sicilians  under  pretence  of  holding  even 
the  balance.  In  that  country  my  noble 
kinsman  and  Lord  Napier  are  what  we 
term  in  the  language  of  this  country 
"Repealers."  They  are  all  for  what 
they  call  a  native  and  independent  Par- 
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liament  in  Sicily,  just  as  the  Repealers 
are  for  a  native  and  independent  Parlia- 
ment in  College-green.  The  nohle  Lord 
(Lord  Minto)  says,  in  a  very  vehement 
manner,  that  the  sufferings  of  the  people 
of  Sicily  under  their  thirty  years*  tyranny 
were  so  intolerable  that  the  Sicilians  had 
a  much  better  ground  for  their  rebellion 
than  we  had  against  James  IL  in  1688. 
A  Consul  writing  on  the  24th  of  April 
— having  given  most  flourishing  accounts 
of  the  universal  insurrection  of  the  Sici- 
lians— accounts  which  differ  entirely  from 
those  I  received  from  travellers  in  that 
country,  as  well  as  from  public  function- 
aries —  informed  Lord  Napier  that  the 
Sicilians  were  going  to  choose  the  Grand 
Duke  of  Genoa,  as  King  of  Sicily.  This 
intelligence  was  received  in  London  about 
the  4th  or  5th  of  May,  There  was  not 
a  moment's  delay  in  acting  upon  the  no- 
tification, though  it  was  only  a  prediction. 
If  we  were  so  very  fond  of  our  Neapolitan 
allies;  if  we  lamented  that  wc  could  not 
draw  more  closely  the  bonds  of  friendship 
between  the  two  countries,  protesting  all 
the  while  our  desire  to  keep  the  two 
crowns  on  the  head  of  Ferdinand,  it  is 
very  odd  that  our  Minister  should  on 
the  very  instant  it  was  known  that  the 
Grand  Duke  of  Genoa  was  likely  to  be 
chosen,  and  that  the  Sicilians  intended 
to  dethrone  King  Ferdinand,  namely,  on 
the  8th  of  May,  proceed  to  give  these 
instructions  to  my  friend,  Mr.  Abercrom- 
bie  : — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Palermo  having  re- 
ported that  it  is  understood  that  the  crown  of 
Sicily  is  to  be  offered  to  the  Duke  of  Genoa,  I 
have  to  instruct  you  that  if  it  should  come  to  your 
knowledge  that  such  an  offer  has  been  made,  you 
will  state  to  the  Sardinian  Government  that  it  is 
of  course  for  the  Duke  of  Genoa  to  determine  whe- 
ther it  will  or  will  not  suit  him  to  accept  this 
flattering  offer,  hut  that  it  might  be  satisfactory  to 
him  to  know  that  if  ho  should  do  so  he  would  at 
tlic  proper  time,  and  when  he  was  in  possession 
of  the  Sicilian  throne,  be  acknowledged  by  Her 
Majesty." 

Let  it  be  known,  said  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  Foreign  Affairs,  that  if  the 
Duke  of  Genoa  accepts  the  offer  of  the 
Sicilians  we  shall  lose  no  time  in  recognis- 
ing him,  the  Grand  Duke  of  Genoa,  under 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  as  the  King  of  Si- 
cily, and  in  accepting  the  dethronement  of 
our  own  ancient  Ally  with  whom  we  lament 
there  is  no  possibility  of  **  drawing  closer 
the  bonds  of  our  ancient  friendship."  Oh, 
how  easily  snapped  are  the  bonds  that 
knit  prince  to  prince,  and  State  to 
State !      Oh,   how    fecblo   the  most  an- 


cient ties  of  the  firmest  political  friend- 
ship !  When  the  ink  was  hardly  dry  with 
which  the  profession  was  made  of  this 
earnest  desire  to  draw  more  closely,  if  it 
were  but  possible,  the  bonds  which  united 
us  to  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should,  behind 
his  back,  and  without  a  word  of  notice,  avow 
their  intention  deliberately,  but  instantly, 
to  acknowledge  the  usurper  upon  whose 
head  his  insurgent  subjects  were  about 
to  place  the  crown  they  had  wrested  from 
the  brow  of  their  lawful  King !  But  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Minto)  is  strongly  im- 
pressed with  the  advantages  of  a  free  con- 
stitution —  [Lord  Minto  :  Hear !  ] — not, 
however,  more  strongly  than  I  am.  Above 
all  the  free  constitutions  of  the  world,  it  is 
natural  that  the  Sicilians  should  admire 
that  admirable  form  of  the  purest  of  all 
governments,  which,  uniting  the  stability 
of  oi*der  with  the  freedom  of  a  popular 
constitution  which  we  happily  enjoy,  and 
upon  the  possession  of  which  we  have 
reason  to  pride  ourselves  beyond  all  the 
other  bounties  which  a  gracious  Providence 
has  showered  down  upon  this  favoured  isle. 
No  wonder  the  Sicilians  should  be  prepared 
to  admire  and  regard  with  reverence  a 
constitution  which  unites  in  itself  the  ad- 
vantages of  all  other  forms  of  government, 
the  freedom  of  democracy,  the  vigour  of 
monarchy,  and  the  stability  with  the  peace- 
fulness  of  aristocracy.  If  I  were  to  say 
that  I  am  niggardly  enough  to  keep  this 
blessing  at  all  hazards  to  ourselves,  not  to 
desire  the  extension  to  others  of  this  happy 
form  of  government,  I  should  do  injustice 
to  my  own  feelings;  but  if  I  were  to  say, 
I  am  slow  to  believe  that  the  British  con- 
stitution is  of  a  nature  to  be  easily  export- 
ed, and  transplanted  in  other  countries,  I 
should  only  give  vent  to  the  opinions  which 
the  wisest  have  held,  and  which  every 
day*s  experience  of  foreign  affairs  tends 
more  deeply  to  root  in  all  reflecting  minds. 
The  British  constitution  is  the  work  of 
ages,  the  slow  growth  of  many  centuries, 
and  if  it  could  be  transplanted  to  countries 
so  totally  unprepared  for  its  reception,  and 
there  made  to  take  root,  it  would  be  as 
great  a  miracle  as  if  we  were  to  take  a 
mature  plant  and  set  it  to  grow  on  a  stone 
pavement,  or  a  great  wooden  stick,  and 
plant  it  in  a  fertile  soil,  there  to  bear  fruit. 
The  plant  and  the  soil  must  be  of  congenial 
natures;  the  constitution  must  fit  the  na- 
tion it  is  to  govern.  The  people  must  be 
prepared  by  their  previous  experience,  their 
habits,  their  second  nature,  their  political 
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nature,  to  receive  such  institutions.  I  know 
not  that  I  can  ever  sufficiently  express  the 
affection  I  bore  to  my  late  noble  Friend 
(Lord  W.  Bentinck),  who  in  1812  insti- 
tuted in  Sicily  the  experiment  of  trans- 
planting thither  the  British  constitution. 
But  your  Lordships  now  know  from  his  ex- 
perience what  was  the  consequence  of  at- 
tempting to  establish  our  own  constitution 
in  another  country.  A  traveller  happened 
to  be  in  Sicily  at  the  time,  and  I  will  read 
the  account  he  gave  of  the  solemnity  which 
he  witnessed.  He  is  speaking  of  the  most 
important  of  all  proceedings  under  that 
transplanted  system;  he  is  describing  the 
conduct  of  the  people's  chosen  representa- 
tives; he  is  painting  the  scene  of  their  le- 
gislative labours,  in  the  temple  of  freedom; 
he  is  admitting  us  to  the  grand,  the  noble 
spectacle  of  the  most  dignified  of  human 
assemblies,  the  popular  body  making  laws 
for  the  nation  in  the  sanctuary  of  its  rights. 
See  then  this  august  picture  of  a  trans- 
planted Parliament.  Mr.  Hughes  says — 
*'  As  soon  as  the  President  had  proposed  the 
subject  for  debate,  and  restored  some  degree  of 
order  from  that  confusion  of  tongues  which  fol- 
lowed the  announcement  of  the  question,  a  system 
of  crimination  and  recrimination  was  invariably 
commenced  by  the  several  speakers,  accompanied 
with  such  hideous  contortions,  such  bitter  taunts, 
and  such  personal  invectives,  that  blows  generally 
followed,  until  the  Assembly  was  in  an  uproar. 
The  President's  voice  was  unheeded  and  unheard ; 
the  whole  House  arose  ;  patriots  and  antagonists 
mingled  in  the  fray,  and  the  ground  was  covered 
with  the  combatants,  kicking,  biting,  striking,  and 
scratching  each  other  in  a  true  Pancratic  fray." 

It  is  to  restore  this  grand  political  blessing 
of  the  1812  Parliament  that  all  our  late 
efforts  have  been  pointed.  The  great  ob- 
ject of  our  negotiations  has  been  the  estab- 
lishment of  such  a  precious  representative 
assembly;  but  the  result  is,  that  those  ef- 
foi-ts  have  been  all  thrown  away.  The 
King  of  Naples  was  said  at  that  time  to 
have  agreed  to  certain  concessions;  he  of- 
fered the  people  such  terms  as  our  nego- 
tiators thought  they  ought  to  have  accept- 
ed; and,  up  to  that  time,  indeed  up  to  this 
hour,  Ferdinand  has  behaved  moft  fairly. 
He  did  not  scruple  to  make  such  proposals 
for  conciliation  as  our  own  negotiators 
thought  the  insurgents  ought  to  have  ac- 
cepted. But  all  ended  in  their  refusal. 
War  broke  out;  Neapolitan  troops  were 
sent  over;  Messina  was  attacked,  bom- 
barded, and,  after  some  four  or  five  days, 
was  taken. 

Now,  to  show  your  Lordships  the  ten- 
dency there  was  in  these  negotiations  to 
take  advantage  of  every  circumstance,  ac- 


cidental or  otherwise,  for  the  purpose  of 
blackening  the  conduct  of  the  Neapolitan 
Court,  I  will  only  state  one  particular,  and 
that  is  with  respect  to  the  continuance  of 
the  bombardment.  A  most  indignant  de- 
nial has  been  given  to  this  charge  by  the 
general  officers  and  others  engaged;  and 
it  turned  out  that  our  Consuls  and  Vice> 
consuls,  all  animated  by  the  same  spirit,  all 
in  favour  of  rebellion  and  against  the  lawful 
sovereignty,  all  agreed  in  one  fact  as  the 
ground  of  the  charge — they  all  said,  that 
eight  hours  after  the  resistance  had  ceased, 
the  bombardment  was  continued.  It  might 
naturally  be  supposed,  that  with  this  con- 
tinued bombardment,  much  blood  would  he 
spilt;  and  when  all  our  agents  are  dwelling 
on  this  continuance  as  a  cruelty,  every 
reader  must  conclude,  that  needless  car- 
nage was  perpetrated,  and  much  blood 
shed.  But  no  such  thing;  not  one  drop 
could  be  spilt;  and  why  ?  Because  every 
creature  had  left  the  town  before  the 
eight  hours  had  commenced  to  run  I 
But  the  bombardment  was  continued  for 
two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  every 
house,  as  in  Paris,  was  a  fort;  and,  se- 
condly, the  Neapolitan  commander  could 
not  possibly  trust  the  white  flag  immedi- 
ately after  he  had  lost  a  whole  battalion 
by  a  false  flag  being  hoisted  to  decoy  them 
into  ambush,  where  the  ground  was  mined. 
But  no  single  fact  of  needless  cruelty  has 
been  proved  against  the  King  of  Naples, 
though  I  know,  from  a  person  attached  to 
our  Navy,  and  in  those  seas  at  that  time, 
whose  account  I  have  read,  as  also  from 
that  of  a  traveller  accidentally  on  hoard 
of  one  of  the  Queen's  ships  at  the  time, 
that  there  were  cruelties  of  the  most  dis- 
gusting and  revolting  description  commit- 
ted by  the  Sicilians,  and  not  one  word  of 
reference  to  which  can  be  found  in  all  the 
curiously  selected  papers  that  load  your 
table.  In  the  mass  things  are  to  be  found, 
indeed,  much  against  the  wishes  of  the  se- 
lectors, and  also  of  their  agents  in  Sicily 
and  Naples.  This  is  owing  to  their  clumsy 
design  of  telling  what  they  think  will  exalt 
the  rebel  and  damage  the  loyal  party, 
without  always  perceiving  that  these  state- 
ments cut  more  ways  than  one.  Thus,  a 
number  of  consuls  sign  a  statement,  that 
all  the  inhabitants  had  left  Messina.  This 
is  contrived  to  show  that  resistance  had 
ceased;  but  it  also  proves  that  no  cruelty 
could  be  committed  by  the  bombardment. 
Again,  we  are  told  that  1,500,  by  one 
zealous  agent's  account,  had  been  slain  of 
the  King's  troops;  but  Lord  Napier's  hotter 
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zeal  is  not  satisfied  with  this  numher,  and 
he  makes  it  3,000.  The  object  of  putting 
forward  this  statement  is  to  exalt  the  rebel 
valour,  and  give  a  more  formidable  aspect 
to  the  revolt.  But  the  zeal  in  one  direc- 
tion forgets  that  the  same  parade  of  num- 
bers also  shows  how  necessary  severe  mea- 
sures had  become  on  the  King's  part,  and 
how  little  blame  could  attach  to  the  gallant 
troops  who,  thus  assailed,  had  imposed  on 
them,  by  the  duty  of  self-defence,  the  ne- 
cessity of  quelling  so  bloody  an  insurrec- 
tion. 

I  have  given  one  sample  of  the  not  very 
evenhanded  justice  which  pervaded  the 
correspondence.  But  I  will  proceed  fur- 
ther. After  the  battle  of  Messina  700  or 
800  rebels  escaped  towards  the  Ionian 
Islands.  They  were  taken,  and  it  was 
said  by  a  stratagem  ;  that  by  hoisting  the 
English  flag  a  Neapolitan  cruiser  was  en- 
abled to  near  them  and  take  them.  It 
was  further  alleged — and  much  of  the  cor- 
respondence is  addressed  to  this  point — 
that  they  were  taken,  contrary  to  the  law 
of  nations,  within  three  miles  or  cannon- 
shot  of  the  Ionian  Islands,  and  therefore 
within  the  British  waters.  Very  elaborate 
arguments  are  given  in  the  correspondence 
to  prove  that  position,  and  a  great  deal  of 
indignation  is  expressed;  and  satisfaction 
was  also  demanded  on  account  of  the  abuse 
of  the  English  flag.  An  elaborate  argu- 
ment is  prepared  and  sent  by  the  Foreign 
Secretary  to  show  that  because  the  ships 
were  first  seen  twenty  miles  ofi^,  and  in 
half  an  hour  more  they  were  more  clearly 
perceived,  therefore  at  some  unknown  and 
unspecified  time  after  the  half  hour,  they 
must  have  been  close  in  with  the  shore.  I 
suppose  on  the  principle  that  a  sailing  ves- 
sel going  without  steam,  moves  at  the  rate 
of  twenty  or  thirty  miles  in  the  hour.  How- 
ever, such  is  this  zealous  argument  to  prove 
the  favourite  point  that  the  rebels  are  al- 
ways right,  and  the  Government  always 
wrong.  Alas !  that  so  much  good  infor- 
mation and  subtlety  of  argument  should 
be  thrown  away.  This  able  and  argumen- 
tative paper,  crossed  on  its  way  out  another 
from  our  own  Admiral  on  its  way  homeward, 
in  which  he  said  he  had  inquired  from  the 
Governor  of  the  Ionian  Islands,  and  had 
ascertained  that  the  ship  was  at  least  eight 
miles  from  the  shores;  so  there  was  an  end 
of  the  argument  upon  distance;  and  that  of 
the  insult  to  our  flag  was  as  shortly  dis- 
posed of  by  a  letter  from  our  own  Admi- 
ralty, stating  that  it  was  only  a  stratagem 
wl^ch  our  own  Navy  constantly  employed, 


freely  usmg  the  flags  of  other  nations  for 
its  own  purposes. 

I  rejoice  to  say,  and  your  Lordships 
must  be  rejoiced  to  hear  it,  that  I  am  ap- 
proaching the  end  of  this  subject,  but  I 
cannot  abstain  from  observing,  to  show 
how  completely  we  took  part  with  the  on^ 
side  against  the  other,  that  we  treated  the 
Sicilian  prisoners  as  if  they  had  been  our 
allies — our  own  subjects.  They  were  t^ken 
in  rebellion,  with  arms  in  their  hands, 
against  their  lawful  Sovereign.  But  Lord 
Napier  complains  to  Prince  Cariati  of  his 
treatment  of  the  prisoners,  and  says  it 
would  be  observed  upon  in  England,  would 
raise  a  strong  feeling  on  its  exposnre  and 
publication,  and  that  the  feeling  would  be 
such  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
scarcely  fail  to  take  notice  of  it.  But  how  ? 
For  those  prisoners  were  guilty  of  a  mimi- 
cipal  offence  against  the  municipal  law  of 
their  own  country.  Suppose,  contrary  to 
all  probability  and  possibility,  hostilities 
had  ensued  upon  the  late  attempt  at  rebel- 
lion in  Ireland,  and  some  of  the  prisoners 
having  been  taken  and  sent  to  Bermuda  or 
Australia,  that  the  Ministers  of  France, 
Holland,  Belgium,  or  any  other  country 
had  taken  it  into  their  heads  to  object  to 
our  treatment  of  those  prisoners  and  to 
say,  **  Don't  treat  them  in  that  way.  Give 
them  their  native  Parliament  on  College- 
green — you  are  acting  cruelly  in  sending 
them  to  Bermuda  or  Australia.  J  sh^I 
write  home  to  France,  T.  shaJl  write  home 
to  Holland,  I  shall  write  home  to  Belgium; 
and  depend  upon  it  your  conduct  will  raise 
such  a  feiment  of  execration  and  hatred 
against  you,  that  the  President  of  the  Re- 
public, the  King  of  Holland,  and  the  King 
of  Belgium  will  be  absolutely  obliged  to 
take  notice  of  it. ' '  How  should  we  have 
received  that  intimation  ?  I  think  with  a 
horselaugh;  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  Neapolitan  King  should  not  receive 
that  despatch  of  Lord  Napier's  in  the  same 
way,  except  that  he,  no  doubt,  gave  it 
good-naturedly  a  more  polite  and  cour- 
teous reception.  Now  we  thus  presume 
to  interfere  with  the  domestic  afiUirs  of 
Naples  as  neither  France  nor  Holland 
would  dare  interfere  with  ours,  and  as 
we  never  durst  interfere  with  theirs. 
True,  we  never  should  dream  of  urging 
the  great  Republic  to  treat  its  rebel- 
lious subjects  when  charged  with  treason, 
otherwise  than  as  its  Government  pleased ! 
True,  Naples  is  a  feebler  Power  than 
France !  But  is  that  all  the  ground  for 
the  proceeding  ?     Is  that  all  the  warrant 
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for  reading  lectures  such  as  those  we  have 
rood — for  doing  the  things  we  have  done — 
threatening  the  things  wo  have  threatened 
— claiming  the  right  we  have  asserted  of 
protecting  criminals  imprisoned  for  rebel- 
lion from  the  justice  of  their  lawful  Sove- 
reign ?  I  say  that  to  a  generous  nation — 
to  a  manly,  feeling  heart — to  a  person  of 
true  British  honour  and  true  British  gal- 
lantry— it  is  the  very  reverse  of  a  reason, 
and  makes  our  conduct  the  loss  excusable 
as  it  ought  to  be  the  more  hateful. 

But  far  from  words  being  all  we  used — 
far  from  interfering  by  requisition  and  re- 
monstrance being  all  we  did — the  British 
diplomacy  and  the  British  Navy  were  ac- 
tually compellod  to  force  an  armistice  upon 
the  Neapolitan  Government  on  behalf  of 
its  revolted  subjects,  and  when  their  re- 
volt was  nearly  quelled  !  After  Messina 
had  been  completely  subdued,  its  forces 
routed,  its  walls  crumbled,  its  strongest 
place  captured,  our  Admiral  having  a  fleet 
m  thoso  waters  was  resolved  it  should  not 
bo  there  for  nothing.  Hitherto  he  and  his 
captains  liad  only  expressed  S3'mpathy  with 
the  insurgents,  and  hatred  or  contempt  of 
their  lawful  Sovereign.  Now  that  the  ro- 
bolliou  was  on  the  point  of  being  put  down, 
by  the  capture  of  Catania  and  Palermo, 
which,  but  for  us,  must  both  have  imme- 
diately fallen,  now  that  the  last  hope  of 
subverting  the  Throne  of  Sicily  and  in- 
stalling an  usurper  on  its  ruins  was  about 
to  vanish  from  the  eyes  of  the  British 
seamen,  our  Admiral,  acting  in  concert 
no  doubt  with  the  British  envoy,  and  in- 
spired with  the  feelings  of  our  Foreign 
Office,  required  a  respite  to  be  aUowed  the 
insurgents;  and  determined  to  back  his 
requisition  with  his  ships.  But  he  was 
not,  we  must  admit,  the  principal  in  this 
offence  against  the  rights  of  an  indepen- 
dent and  friendly  State — he  has  not  the 
blame  to  bear,  or,  if  you  will,  he  has  not  the 
praise  to  receive  of  having  decided  upon 
this  interrentiou  betweeu  the  King  and  his 
insurgent  subjects.  The  French  Admiral 
was  the  contriver  of  the  scheme.  Ad- 
miral Baudin  formed  his  own  determina- 
tion, doubtless  in  onler  to  gratify  the  meb 
of  Paris,  as  well  as  the  rebels  of  Palermo; 
ami  our  e^>mmander,  afraid  of  being  out- 
stripped iu  his  favourite  course,  at  once 
yielded  to  the  Frenchman's  request — the 
one  looking  to  the  Boulevards  of  Paris  for 
approval,  the  other  to  the  Foreign  Office  of 
LA>ndou.  Orders  were  issued  to  all  our 
Meet,  that  they  should  use  every  meazis  to 
pr^^vent  the  Neapolitans  fnxu  fotlowLo^  up 


their  victory  at  Messina ;  and  sealed  in- 
structions were  sent  to  direct  their  pro- 
ceedings should  these  peaceable  efforts 
fail.  Why  not  make  the  instructions 
public?  Why  not  give  notice  openly  of 
our  intentions  ?  It  might  have  prevented 
the  necessity  of  using  force.  However, 
the  orders  were  sealed,  and  they  directed 
that  first  the  guns  should  be  fired  without 
shot;  next,  that  they  should  be  shotted, 
but  not  fired  so  as  to  injure  the  crews  of 
our  ally's  ships;  and,  finally,  that  they 
should  be  used  as  hostilely  and  destruc- 
tively as  was  necessary  to  accomplish  the 
purpose  of  forcing  Naples  to  let  the  Si- 
cilian rebels  alone.  But  it  is  said,  and  it 
is  the  pitiful  pretext  of  equal  treatment  to 
both  parties,  that  the  orders  were  alike  to 
prevent  action  of  the  King's  troops  and  the 
revolters.  Was  ever  there  a  more  wretched 
shift — a  more  hollow  pretence  than  this  ? 
Keep  the  Sicilians  from  breaking  an  ar- 
mistice enforced  to  save  them  from  utter 
and  final  destruction  !  Keep  the  beaten 
Sicilian  rebel  from  overpowering  his  vic- 
torious masters!  Keep  the  felon  con- 
victed from  rushing  to  the  gallows  in  spite 
of  the  respite  granted  him  !  Can  human 
wit  imagine  a  more  ridiculous  pretext  than 
this,  of  affecting  to  hold  the  balance  even, 
when  you  are  preventing  the  conqueror 
from  improving  his  victory,  and  only  pre- 
venting the  vanquished  from  attempting 
what  without  a  miracle  he  cannot  do — 
cannot,  even  with  all  your  assistance, 
venture  to  try?  But  such  was  our  just 
conduct  in  an  interference  which  we  had 
not  the  shadow  of  a  right  to  take  upon  our- 
selves. We  showed  our  friendly  feelings 
towards  an  ancient  ally  by  forcibly  screen- 
ing his  revolted  subjects,  and  compelling 
him  to  delay  for  neariy  seven  months  the 
total  defeat  of  those  rebels,  and  the  com- 
plete restoration  of  tranquillity.  From 
the  10th  of  September,  when  Messina  fell, 
to  the  30th  of  March,  when  we  were 
kindly  pleased  to  let  the  armistice  expire, 
the  English  fleet  persevered  in  redneing 
the  King  to  inaction,  and  saving  his  rebel- 
lioQS  subjects  from  the  operation  of  kts 
armies.  But  for  our  own  fleet,  there  is 
not  a  doubt  that  Catania  and  PaknM 
must  have  fallen  in  a  fortnight;  Iml  we 
nursed,  and  fosteced,  and  prolonged  the 
insorrectioQ  for  above  half  a  jemr.  Talk 
of  your  humanity !  Boast  oi  your  Adbai- 
raland  hb  Freii^  associate  intefp^etikg  to 
save  bloodshed !  Whose  f^nh  was  it  that 
Catania,  havii^  profited  by  the  lefiftle  yoa 
forced  the  Kib^  to  grant,  still  hM  oat» 
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instead  of  opening  her  gates  as  soon  as 
Messina  had  fallen,  when  the  insurrection 
must  have  heen  crushed  in  its  cradle  ? 
Who  hut  your  commanders  and  envoys 
are  to  hlame  for  the  necessity  under  which 
they  placed  the  King's  troops,  of  fighting 
a  hattle  on  the  sixth  of  April  ?  That  en- 
gagement no  doubt  put  down  the  insurrec- 
tion ;  but  many  lives  were  lost  in  it.  Five 
and  twenty  oflScers  were  killed  and  wounded 
on  the  King's  side,  and  some  hundreds  of 
men  must  likewise  have  expiated  their 
loyalty  with  their  lives — to  say  nothing  of 
the  insurgent  loss.  Palermo  fell  without 
a  struggle,  after  all  tho  boastings  of  your 
envoys  and  captains,  and  consuls  and 
vice-consuls.  Would  she  have  resisted 
more  fiercely  in  September  ?  The  insur- 
gent chiefs  fled,  and  got  on  board  the 
Vectis^  one  of  the  two  vessels  of  war  which 
you  suffered  the  Sicilian  rebels  to  fit  out  in 
your  ports,  when  you  refused  all  help  to 
your  ancient  friend's  ambassador  in  check- 
ing this  outrage  on  the  law  of  nations; 
and  when  by  a  celebrated  **  inadvertence  " 
you  suflfered  those  rebels  to  obtain  from 
the  Tower  a  supply  of  arms,  wherewith  to 
fight  your  ally's  armies. 

My  Lords,  I  canuot  trust  myself  with 
the  expression  of  the  feelings  which  are 
roused  by  the  whole  of  the  papers,  to 
which  I  have  only  referred  occasionally; 
they  are  the  feelings  with  which  all  men 
of  sound  principles  and  calm  judgment 
will  read  them  all  over  Europe.  1  will 
refer  to  them  no  further  than  to  read  the 
indignant  denial  which  the  veteran  General 
Filangieri,  Prince  of  Satriano,  gives  to 
the  charge  of  cruelty  brought  against  his 
gallant  and  loyal  army  by  our  envoys  and 
our  consuls,  and,  I  grieve  to  add,  our 
naval  commanders.  [Lord  Brougham  here 
read  the  vehement,  and  even  impassioned 
terms  in  which  the  General  refutes  these 
foul  calumnies,  charging  him,  an  officer  of 
above  half  a  century's  service,  with  suf- 
fering his  troops  to  commit  enormities 
which  no  military  man,  of  however  little 
experience  in  his  profession,  could  have 
permitted.] 

Rely  upon  it,  my  Lords,  that  if  anything 
can  make  more  offensive  the  conduct  of 
our  agents  in  fostering  revolt,  and  injuring 
the  lawful  government  of  our  allies,  it  is 
the  adding  foul  slander  to  gross  iudiscre- 
tion,  revenging  themselves  on  those  whose 
valour  and  conduct  has  frustrated  their  de- 
signs, by  blackening  their  characters,  and 
committing  that  last  act  of  cruel  injustice, 
calumniating    those     you    have    injured, 
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through  your  hatred  of  those  to  whom  you 
have  given  good  cause  to  hate  you. 

There  is,  my  Lords,  but  one  course  for 
this  country  to  pursue  in  its  dealings  with 
other  Stales  :  she  must  abstain  from  all 
interference,  all  mischievous  meddling  with 
their  domestic  concerns,  and  leave  them  to 
support,  or  to  destroy,  or  to  amend  their 
own  institutions  in  their  own  way.  Let  us 
cherish  our  own  Government,  keeping  our 
own  institutions  for  our  own  use,  but  never 
attempt  to  force  them  upon  the  rest  of  tho 
world.  We  have  no  such  vocation — we 
have  no  such  duty,  no  such  right — above 
all,  we  have  no  right  to  interfere  between 
sovereigns  and  subjects,  encouraging  them 
to  revolt,  and  urging  them  to  revolution, 
in  the  vain  hope  that  we  may  thus  better 
their  condition.  Then,  in  negotiation,  let 
us  avoid  the  same  meddling  policy — shall 
I  falsely  call  it  ? — the  same  restless  dispo- 
sition to  serve  one  State  at  another's  ex- 
pense; showing  favour  and  dislike  capri- 
ciously and  alternately;  guided  by  mere 
individual  and  personal  feelings,  whether 
towards  States  or  statesmen;  displaying 
groundless  likings  for  some  and  groundless 
hatred  for  others;  one  day  supporting  this 
Power  in  its  aggression  upon  that,  and 
when  defeated — justly  and  signally  de- 
feated— like  Sardinia,  clinging  to  the  wish 
that  it  should  obtain  from  the  victorious 
party  an  indemnity  for  its  own  foul  but 
failing  aggression.  Most  of  all  let  us 
abide  by  the  established  policy  of  the  coun- 
try towards  our  old  and  faithful  friends, 
not  Naples  merely,  but  Austria,  whose 
friendship  has  been,  in  all  the  best  times 
of  our  most  eminent  statesmen,  deemed 
the  very  corner-stone  of  our  foreign  policy, 
ever  since  the  era  of  1 688 ;  above  all, 
since  King  William  and  the  Ministers  and 
Government  of  his  successor  laid  the  foun- 
dations of  that  system.  But  now  I  can 
see  in  every  act  done,  almost  in  every  little 
matter,  a  rooted  prejudice  against  Austria; 
and  the  interspersing  of  a  few  set  phrases 
does  little  to  prevent  any  reader  from  ar- 
riving at  the  same  conclusion  :  **  Our 
feelings  are  friendly  towards  Austria," 
and  **  God  forbid  they  should  be  other- 
wise !  "  I  say  Amen  to  that  prayer;  but 
when  I  read  the  despatches  with  the  light 
shed  on  them  by  the  acts  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  of  all  their  agents  and  Minis- 
ters; when  by  these  acts  I  interpret  the 
fair  words  used;  I  perceive  the  latter  to 
mean  exactly  nothing,  and  that  those  ex- 
pressions which  perpetually  recur  of  an 
opposite  kind  speak  the  true  sense  of  our 
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rulers.  But  this  policy  is  opposed  to  the 
uuform  authority  of  our  greatest  states- 
men. Even  Mr.  Fox,  who  was  sometimes 
believed  to  have  a  leaning  towards  Russia, 
from  the  accidental  transactions  of  1791, 
when  charged  with  undervaluing  the  Aus- 
trian alliance  in  comparison,  took  imme- 
diate opportunity  earnestly  to  disavow  any 
such  opinion,  and  declared  that  our  friend- 
ship with  Austria  was  the  grand  element 
of  our  European  system. 

My  Lords,  I  have  detained  you  longer 
than  I  could  have  desired;  but  I  felt  it  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  give  your  Lordships 
an  opportunity  of  fully  considering  this 
momentous  subject.  That  such  things  as 
have  been  done  by  the  Government  in 
Italy  and  elsewhere  during  the  last  twelve 
months,  should  pass  without  awakening 
your  attention,  and  that  your  examination 
of  the  details  should  not  call  down  a  cen- 
sure, if  for  no  other  purpose  than  to  warn 
the  Ministers  against  persisting  in  fatal 
errors,  appears  to  me  hardly  within  the 
bounds  of  possibility.  I  have,  therefore, 
deemed  it  my  duty  to  give  you  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  the  opinion  which  I 
believe  a  majority  of  this  House  holds,  and 
which  I  know  is  that  of  all  well-informed 
and  impartial  persons  in  every  part  of  the 
world. 

I  move  you  to  resolve — 

"  1.  That  it  is  the  Right  and  was  the  Duty  of 
the  Government  to  require,  and  to  obtain  from 
Foreign  Powers,  satisfactory  Explanations  of  those 
recent  Movements  in  the  Italian  States,  which 
tend  to  unsettle  the  existing  Distribution  of  Ter- 
ritory, and  to  endanger  the  general  Peace. 

"  2.  That  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  general 
Interests  and  Duty  of  this  Country  to  interfere  in 
the  Concerns  of  Foreign  Nations,  as  between  their 
Governments  and  their  Subjects. 

*'  3.  That  this  House  regrets  to  observe  in  the 
Conduct  of  the  Government,  particularly  as  shown 
by  the  Papers  laid  before  Parliament,  a  Want  of 
friendly  Feeling  towards  Allies  to  whom  we  are 
bound  by  Treaty  and  by  natural  Acts  of  Goodwill." 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said:  I 
should  liave  felt  considerable  hesitation  in 
presenting  myself  to  your  Lordships  so  im- 
mediately after  so  powerful  an  orator  and 
so  accomplished  a  debater  as  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  is,  had  it  not  been  from 
the  very  sober  and  temperate  tone  of  the 
speech  he  has  just  made.  I  am  certain 
that  none  of  the  Powers  of  Europe,  and  I 
am  sure  that  none  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, can  feel  otherwise  than  that  this 
was  a  compliment  duo  to  his  speech  ;  but 
the  compliment  I  thus  most  gladly  pay  to 
that  speech,  I  am  by  no  means  able  to  ex- 
tend to  the  resolutions  he  has  given  notice  of 


and  has  now  moved;  for  these  resolutions 
seem  to  be  to  gather  together  and  to  sum 
up  all  the  clamour  and  desultory  taunts 
and  insinuations  which  have  been  mooted 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session,  and  to  ram 
down  into  one  very  heavy  piece  of  artillery 
all  those  separate  discharges  which  have  pro- 
ceeded from  the  opinions  of  those  diverging 
political  parties  into  which  the  country,  both, 
in  and  out  of  Parliament,  is  now  broken  M 
up  and  divided.  We  have  been  frequently  ^k 
told  that  here  we  have  been  too  meddling, 
and  there  too  passive ;  that  here  we  have 
been  too  willing  to  show  our  sympathy  with 
revolutionary  opinions  and  parties,  and 
there  not  sufficiently  anxious  to  respect 
the  independence  of  even  the  most  democra- 
tic institutions.  Now,  then,  I  pass  from  the 
spirit  to  the  actual  wording  of  these  reso- 
lutions. I  find,  in  the  first,  **  That  it  is  the 
right,  and  was  the  duty,  of  Government  to 
require  and  to  obtain  from  Foreign  Powers 
satisfactory  explanations  of  those  recent 
movements  in  the  Italian  States,  which 
tend  to  unsettle  the  existing  distribution  of 
territory,  and  to  endanger  the  general 
peace."  Now,  just  observe  here,  **  it  is 
the  right  and  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  require  and  to  obtain  "  satisfactory 
assurances  ;  why,  it  may  be  very  properly 
said  it  is  the  right  of  the  Government  to 
require  them,  but  how  can  it  be  said  it  is 
their  duty  to  obtain  them  ?  It  is  as  much 
as  to  say,  it  is  the  right  of  all  good  Chris- 
tians to  pray  for  good  weather,  and  their 
duty  to  obtain  it.  It  may  be  our  right  to 
ask,  but  how  can  it  be  our  duty  to  obtain  ? 
Supposing  we  obtained  explanations  that 
were  not  satisfactory,  but  wholly  unsatisfac- 
tory, what  then  becomes  of  the  duty  of  the 
Government  ?  If  we  lay  down  this  as  a  rule, 
the  necessary  corollary  is,  that  this  country 
ought  to  go  to  war  if  we  do  not  obtain  those 
satisfactory  explanations  ;  and  that  would 
certainly  be  a  most  mischievous  rule  to  lay 
down  in  the  abstract.  Then  the  second 
resolution  goes  on  to  say,  *•  That  it  is  in- 
consistent with  the  general  interests  and 
duty  of  this  country  to  interfere  in  the 
concerns  of  foreign  nations,  as  between  their 
Governments  and  their  subjects. "  I  cor- 
dially subscribe  to  the  general  tenor  of  that 
resolution;  but  I  hold  it  to  be  inconsistent 
with  all  past  history  to  lay  down  that 
in  no  case  ought  this  country  to  inter- 
fere in  the  concerns  of  another  country; 
for  there  have  been  times  in  which  it  has 
been  held  there  has  been  occasion  for  this, 
not  only  in  times  of  war,  but  in  the  best 
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times  of  peace,  when  our  interference  could 
relieve  the  oppressed,  rescue  Europe  from 
universal  domination,  and  maintain  those 
principles  which  we  thought  essential,  with- 
out risk  to  our  own  interests,  and  with  con- 
summate advantage  to  the  world  at  large. 
This  resolution  would  hrand  our  interference 
in  Portugal,  in  Spain,  and  in  Greece  ;  nay 
more,  it  would  hrand  the  very  principles  on 
which  the  Dutch  Government  interfered  at 
the  time  of  our  revolution,  which  led  to  the 
.  Protestant  Government  of  this  country,  and 
the  succession  of  the  present  reigning 
family.  The  third  resolution  goes  on  to 
say,  in  a  more  marked  tone  of  censure, 
**  That  this  House  regrets  to  observe,  in 
the  conduct  of  the  Government,  particularly 
as  shown  by  the  papers  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, a  want  of  friendly  feeling  towards 
Allies  to  whom  we  are  bound  by  treaty 
and  natural  acts  of  goodwill.'*  And  to 
this  censure  I  hope  to  address  myself  in 
the  succeeding  remarks,  for  which  I  have 
to  pray  your  Lordships'  indulgence.  I 
shall  begin  with  that  city  which  in  all 
preceding  has  obtained,  as  in  all  succeed- 
ing times  it  must  obtain,  a  foremost  place 
in  the  consideration  of  mankind — I  shall 
begin  with  Rome,  to  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  so  prominently  ad- 
verted. With  respect  to  the  events  which 
have  taken  place  in  Rome,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  ruler  of  the  Roman 
States,  the  Pope,  addressed  a  formal  re- 
quisition to  us,  through  his  representative 
in  Paris,  asking  us  to  bear  a  part,  in  co- 
operation with  other  Powers,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  effect  an  adjustment  of  the  differ- 
ences that  had  taken  place  between  him 
and  his  subjects,  and  to  re-establish  his 
dominion  over  them.  Now,  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  though  sympathising  deeply 
with  the  Pope,  and  fully  alive  to  the 
troubles  which  aflBicted  the  Roman  domin- 
ions, thought  it  their  duty  to  abstain  al- 
together from  taking  part  in  the  confer- 
ences which  took  place  at  Gaeta,  and  from 
participating  in  the  interference,  or  in  any 
of  the  proceedings  emanating  from  them. 
And  herein  I  am  persuaded,  after  a  calm 
review  of  the  entire  affair,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
cretion ;  for,  independently  of  the  general 
reasons  which  might  induce  the  adoption 
of  such  a  course  of  policy — independently 
of  the  doctrines  laid  down  in  the  second 
resolution  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
**  that  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  general 
interests  and  duty  of  this  country  to  inter- 
fore  in  the  concerns  of  foreign  nations,  as 


between  their  Governments  and  their  sub- 
jects," I  must  say  that  I  think  that  a  Protes- 
tant Government  that  had  not  established 
any  diplomatic  relations  with  Rome,  could 
not,  either  with  propriety  or  delicacy,  have 
placed  itself,  with  respect  to  this  matter, 
upon  a  level  with  those  Cathohc  States  of 
Europe,  which  were  accessible  to  views  and 
influences  in  which  we  could  not  share. 
And  therefore,  though  we  could  not  cease 
to  watch  what  took  place  in  so  important 
and  interesting  a  field  of  action  with  the 
most  anxious  interest — though  we  were 
ready  at  all  times  to  offer  such  advice  as  we 
thought  useful — though  we  had  not  for- 
borne to  offer  that  advice  where  we  thought 
it  might  prove  advantageous;  yet,  having 
thought  that  we  should  not  interfere  in 
such  a  case — having  thought  that  those 
persons  only  who  took  part  in  the  confer- 
ences at  Gaeta  should,  as  they  have  since 
done,  take  such  overt  steps  in  consequence, 
as  they  might  decide  upon  —  having 
thought  that  it  would  not  be  proper  that 
English  interference  should  be  exercised  to 
force  the  dominion  of  the  Pope  upon  any 
country  whatsoever — we  did  not  think 
that  it  would  be  becoming  in  us  to  adopt 
any  importunate  or  obstructive  course  with 
respect  to  those  Powers  which  have 
charged  themselves  with  the  ofiBce  of  inter- 
fering in  and  settling  this  long  protracted 
controversy.  We  did  not  conceal  our 
opinions  upon  this  subject.  Our  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  writing  to 
our  Ambassador  at  Paris  on  the  28th  of 
February,  said,  that  we  **  most  sincerely 
deprecated  any  attempt  at  settling  the 
differences  between  the  Pope  and  his  sub- 
jects by  the  military  interference  of  foreign 
Powers."  And  in  another  letter,  still 
later — namely,  on  the  9th  March — he  said 
that  he  "  did  not  see,  even  although  those 
occurrences  had  taken  place  at  Rome, 
why  the  friendly  interference,  of  those 
Powers,  without  using  military  force,  might 
not  still  bring  about  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  would  enable  the  Pope  to  return 
to  Rome,  and  re-establish  his  temporal 
authority  there."  Thus  much  of  advice 
we  tendered  ;  and  having  done  so,  having 
shown  what  we  thought  the  right  course 
to  be  pursued,  we  did  not  make  any  for- 
mal protest,  either  when  the  French  landed 
their  forces  at  Civita  Vecchia,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  Rome,  or  when  the  Austnans 
besieged  Bologna,  and  blockaded  Ancona, 
or  when  the  Neapolitans  invaded  the  south- 
ern portion  of  the  Roman  dominions,  or 
when  the  Spaniards  landed  an  expedition 
Y2 
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at  Gaeta.  I  will  not  deny,  because  I  think 
it  due  to  higher  interests  than  any  party 
or  even  any  national  policy,  to  acknow- 
ledge that  things  have  occurred  during  the 
siege  of  Rome  by  the  French  which  I  can- 
not view  without  regret ;  nor  can  I  with- 
hold my  sympathy  from  the  heroic  efforts 
of  the  defenders — heroism  which  once  again 
seems  to  have  become  the  attribute  of  the 
Roman  name — because  I  think  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  exaggerated  very  con- 
siderably the  number  of  foreigners  who 
took  part  in  the  defence  of  Rome.  The 
Romans  who  defended  the  city  were  not 
so  few  as  has  been  represented  ;  and  as  to 
the  Poles,  and  other  foreigners  from  the 
northern  part  of  Italy,  I  believe  that  very 
few  indeed  were  engaged  amongst  the  Ro- 
man forces.  But  it  is  due  to  the  French 
nation,  and  the  able  men  who  have  di- 
rected their  councils,  that  I  should  bear 
the  most  ample  testimony  to  the  assur- 
ances which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  hitherto  rec  ived,  and  continues  to  re- 
ceive, with  respect  to  their  future  disposi- 
tion and  intentions  regarding  Rome.  They 
unequivocally  disclaim  all  idea  of  extension 
of  territory,  and  all  notions  of  conquest. 
They  profess  themselves  willing  to  retire 
at  the  earliest  moment  that  is  consistent 
with  the  restoration  of  order  and  tranquil- 
lity, and  with  their  own  honour  ;  and  they 
exhibit  a  disposition  to  effect,  if  possible,  a 
perfect  reconciliation  between  the  Pope 
and  his  subjects,  and  the  re-establishment 
of  his  authority  in  such  a  mode  and  on 
such  an  understanding  as  will  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  most  national  of  his  subjects. 
And  if  such  should  be  the  result,  as  I  hope 
and  trust  it  will,  we  shall  have  no  occasion 
to  take  blame  to  ourselves  ;  indeed,  we 
shall  have,  on  the  contrary,  cause  for 
deep  satisfaction  in  thinking  that,  at  a 
time  of  great  difficulty  and  embarrassment 
in  the  concerns  of  France —during  the 
changes  of  administration  which  deeply  af- 
fected her  interests,  at  an  epoch  of  danger, 
and  under  the  lisk  of  an  ascendancy  which 
would  have  convulsed  social  order  both  in 
that  country  and  in  every  country  in  Eu- 
rope— we  had  forborne,  both  in  the  time 
and  tone  of  our  representations,  from  add- 
ing to  the  embarrassments  and  difficulties 
of  those  upon  whose  stability  and  success 
such  vital  interests  were  depending.  If  we 
had  pursued  a  contrary  course,  we  might 
possibly  have  laid  upon  the  table  of  your 
Lordships*  House  a  more  plausible  des- 
patch, we  might  have  made  some  pungent 
remarks  upon  the  nature  of  the  French 


expedition  ;  but   such    remarks   might,  I 
think,  have  been  dearly  purchased  by  their 
results.      My  noble   and    learned  Friend 
transferred  us  from  Rome  to  the  territories 
of  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies;  and  that 
was  the  only  part  of  his  speech  as  to  which 
the  complaint  might  be  made,  that  he  had 
infused  into  it  a  certain  bitterness  of  tone. 
In  speaking  of  the  transactions  connected 
with  the  affairs  of  Sicily,  the  noble  and       ■ 
learned  Lord  adopted  a  more  general  hit-    "^ 
terness  of  tone  than  in  speaking  of  any  ^   *( 
other  of  these  transactions,  wholly  forget- 
ting therein  the  classical  caution — 

"  Sic  tibi,  cum  fluctus  subtcrhabOre  Sicanos, 
Doris  amara  suam  non  intermisceat  undam." 

Thus,  in  speaking  about  Sicily,  I  think  his 
censure  was  rather  unsparingly  cast  upon 
the  British  Government,  the  British  Navy, 
and  British  diplomacy — ^parties  which,  I 
think,  are  in  no  way  amenable  to  censure. 
Our  old  relations  with  the  inhabitants  of  Si- 
cily— to  use  the  very  mildest  terms — should 
have  induced  us  to  use  our  best  endeavours 
to  stanch  her  wounds,  even  if  we  had  not 
received  invitations  from  both  parties  in 
the  controversy  to  interpose  our  mediation. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  was 
very  severe  upon  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  for 
having  compared  the  rights  of  the  case  of 
the  Sicilians  with  those  of  the  people  of 
this  country  when  they  rose  against  James 
II.  But  your  Lordships  will  rememher 
that  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
it  was  not  in  a  Ministerial  despatch,  nor 
from  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  from  one  of  the  chief  orna- 
ments of  the  bench  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
EUenborough),  that  you  heard,  with  the 
nervous  pith  which  distinguishes  the  style 
of  the  noble  Earl,  that  the  cause  of  the 
Sicilians  was  as  good  as  that  of  the 
barons  when  they  rose  against  King  John, 
or  as  that  of  the  English  people  when 
they  rose  under  the  Prince  of  Orange 
against  James  II.  But,  certainly,  if  an 
indictment  is  to  be  drawn  up  against  us 
for  the  part  we  have  taken  in  connexion 
with  Sicilian  affairs,  I  must  confess  that, 
in  my  judgment,  the  most  formidable  and 
the  most  pinching  form  it  could  assume 
would  be,  that  we  had  not  done  enough  for 
the  Sicilian  people — that  we  should  be  ar- 
raigned for  having  fallen  short  of  the  de- 
claration made  by  Lord  Castlereagh,  or 
the  declaration  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (then  Sir  WiUiam  A 'Court),  or  of 
that  made  by  Lord  Liverpool,  who  spoke 
of  the  Sicilians  as  a  country  having  a  dis- 
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tinct  nationality — for  our  having,  in  short, 
not  sufficiently  remembered  in  1848  what 
Ave  had  done  for  Sicily  in  1812,  which 
only  fell  short  of  a  guarantee  of  distinct 
and  separate  nationality.  It  did  fall  short 
of  such  guarantee,  and  that  is  our  only 
defence.  Our  defence  is  that  the  Sicilians 
were  always  told  that  we  did  not  consider 
ourselves  bound  to  such  a  guarantee.  But 
our  assurances  only  fell  short  of  a  gua- 
rantee to  maintain  the  constitution  which 
we  had  approved  of,  when  the  people  of 
Sicily,  alone  amidst  hostile  Europe,  were 
not  only  our  allies,  but  what  old  Rome 
would  have  called  our  clients.  But  we 
were  bound  not  to  overlook  the  establish- 
ment of  Europe  which  took  place  at  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna;  we  were  bound  not  to 
overlook  the  extent  assigned  to  the  domin- 
ions of  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  notwith- 
standing some  grave  causes  of  complaint 
on  the  part  of  his  subjects.  We  were  told 
at  the  time  of  the  sulphur  quarrel  by  a 
noble  Lord  opposite,  that  not  merely  a  fri- 
gate, but  a  stout  line-of-battle  ship,  should 
have  been  sent  to  the  station  to  demand 
redress.  But  we  were  anxious  to  preserve 
entire  the  dominion  of  a  prince  with  whom 
we  have  been  long  at  peace,  and  to  bring 
about  a  peaceful  reconciliation  between  the 
King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  and  his  Sicilian 
subjects.  As  long  as  we  thought  it  feas- 
ible, we  laid  great  stress  on  the  union 
of  the  two  Crowns.  When  we  thought 
that  no  longer  feasible,  and  that  Sicilian 
independence  was  inevitable,  we  laid  great 
stress  upon  the  second  Crown  being  placed 
upon  the  head  of  the  son  of  the  King  of 
Naples.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
spoke  of  the  haste  with  which  we  took  ad- 
vantage of  the  offer  of  the  Sicilians  to 
place  their  crown  upon  the  head  of  the 
Duke  of  Genoa.  But  there  were  circum- 
stances "then  existing  which  gave  us  strong 
reason  to  fear  that  delay  would  be  danger- 
ous to  the  cause  of  peace,  of  order,  and 
of  monarchy.  Prince  Cariati  said  that 
Naples  could  do  very  well  without  Sicily, 
and  that  for  his  part,  as  a  Neapolitan,  he 
wished  Sicily  could  be  got  rid  of.  Cardinal 
Ferretti  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the 
rcconqucst  of  Sicily  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. And,  at  the  same  time,  we  were  in* 
formed  by  our  Minister  at  Paris — ^for  it 
must  be  remembered  that  France  was  not 
then  under  a  President,  nor  even  under 
the  government  of  General  Cavaignac,  but 
under  that  of  the  Provisional  Government 
— that  although  it  was  not  the  wish  of  M. 


Lamartinc,  yet  that  there  was  a  largo 
party  in  France  who  would  desire  to  see 
a  republic  established  in  Sicily.  There- 
fore, if  there  were  no  chance  that  the 
Sicilians  should  be  rejoined  to  the  Crown 
of  Naples,  we  wished  that  some  arrange- 
ment, whereby  they  should  transfer  their 
allegiance  to  another  monarch,  should 
take  place  as  soon  as  possible.  There 
was  no  time  to  be  lost  in  facilitating 
the  decision  of  the  Sicilians.  As  to  the 
affair  of  the  Stromboli,  there  were  very 
conflicting  statements  made.  We  were 
told  that  the  crew  of  the  boat  had  been 
deceived  by  the  display  of  English  colours; 
but  that  is  a  deception  which  is  justified 
by  the  custom  of  war.  It  was  then  alleged 
that  the  affair  took  place  in  English  waters, 
and  when,  after  investigation,  it  was  found 
that  the  ship  was  not  within  the  prescribed 
space,  it  was  ordered  that  no  further  inter- 
ference should  take  place.  But  when  there 
was  no  hope  for  further  accommodation,  we 
did  not  think  that  even  the  force  of  our 
old  associations  and  obligations  to  the  Si- 
cilians, nor  that  even  the  plea  of  humanity 
itself,  would  warrant  us  in  exercising  for- 
cible interference  between  the  contending 
parties.  And  it  was  with  rigid,  though 
perhaps  reluctant,  adherence  to  that  prin- 
ciple, that  our  ships  saw  the  transports 
convey  the  troops  of  the  King  of  the  Two 
Sicilies  to  lay  siege  to  Messina.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  cast  censure  upon  our 
naval  diplomatists;  but  if  he  consults  the 
documents,  he  will  see  how  temperate  was 
their  conduct.  Sir  W.  Parker  only  permit- 
ted assistance  to  be  given  in  cases  where 
the  lives  and  properties  of  individuals  were 
endangered.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
not  with  fairness,  said  tbat  if  the  Neapoli- 
tans had  been  the  parties  exposed  to  danger, 
we  would  have  acted  otherwise.  But  in 
the  attack  upon  Palermo,  it  was  not  Sici- 
lian but  Neapolitan  persons  who  were  con- 
veyed to  a  place  of  safety  in  the  vessels  of 
Her  Majesty.  The  orders  given  were  that 
there  should  be  no  interference  in  the  poli- 
tical dissessions  of  the  people;  but  that 
where  the  lives  of  either  party  were  com- 
promised, they  should  be  received  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships;  and  in  many  in- 
stances of  danger,  the  aid  of  Her  Majesty's 
crews  was  most  liberally  afforded  to  the 
distressed  of  all  countries.  When  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  says  that  one 
colour  runs  through  all  the  statements, 
and  that  all  the  officers  were  in  favour  of 
the  Sicilians,  it  is  impossible  to  receive  such 
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an  accusation;  for  amongst  the  British 
officers  are  men  representing  probably 
every  sort  of  political  opinion,  but  they  all 
loyally  endeavour  to  carry  out  instructions 
given  to  them.  The  only  way  in  which 
they  could  be  supposed  to  join  in  one 
opinion,  is  that  they  might  become  im- 
pressed, from  what  they  saw  before  their 
eyes,  with  one  set  of  sentiments;  and  when 
Palermo  was  evacuated  by  the  troops  of 
the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  a  general 
feehng  seems  to  have  burst  forth  without 
control  from  all  assembled;  during  the  re- 
treat of  the  troops  the  Te  Deum  was 
chanted,  and  then  it  is  stated  that  thun- 
ders of  applause  followed,  in  which  proba- 
bly the  British  officers  might  join,  from 
tho  contagion  of  the  enthusiasm.  But  I 
have  no  wish  to  do  more  than  defend  our- 
selves so  far  as  is  necessary  from  the 
charges  that  have  been  brought  against 
us,  not  to  rip  up  old  sores.  I  will  therefore 
say  nothing  about  what  passed  at  Messina, 
except  that  Sir  W.  Parker  joined  with  the 
French  Admiral  to  prevent  the  proceedings 
that  were  taking  place  on  that  fatal  strand. 
It  seems  to  be  matter  for  censure,  in  the 
view  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  took  no  steps 
to  indicate  their  disapproval  of  what  had 
taken  place.  Such  a  course,  no  doubt, 
was  open  to  them.  By  recalling  Sir  W. 
Parker,  or  replacing  him  on  the  Mediter- 
ranean station,  they  might  have  disavowed 
the  act  of  the  British  Admiral.  They 
might  have  said  to  him,  **  Why  did  you 
disobey  our  orders  ?  Why  did  you  inter- 
fere on  your  own  responsibility  ?  "  It 
might  have  been  well — it  might  have  been 
advisable,  in  tho  opinions  of  some  noble 
Lords,  that  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
should  in  this  way  have  absolved  them- 
selves from  all  blame  or  imputation  on  ac- 
count of  Sir  William  Parker's  proceeding. 
But  I,  for  one,  cannot  concur  in  those 
opinions,  and  would  have  been  no  party  to 
so  ungenerous,  so  heartless  a  disavowal. 
There  are  occasions,  both  for  individuals 
and  nations,  when,  for  a  superior  Power  to 
stand  by  and  see  a  wrong  inflicted,  which  it 
could,  if  it  would,  prevent,  becomes  base- 
ness to  man,  and  treachery  to  God.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed  disposed  to 
object  very  mucli  to  one  expression  that  had 
been  employed  by  the  noble  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  a  document  which  has  j 
been  made  the  subject  of  so  much  remark  , 
and  so  many  attacks  both  in  this  and  in  '.. 
the   other   House   of   Parliament.     Now,  | 


what  was  the  language  which   was    ad- 
dressed to  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretarj 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  a  paper 
dated  in  February  of  the  present  year  by 
the  Representative  of  his  Sicilian  Majesty  t 
Why,  in  that  paper  he  refers  to  the  stipu* 
lations  which  had  been  confirmed  by  the 
settlement  treaty  at  Vienna  in  1815,  and 
expresses  his   conviction  that   the    Court 
of  Great  Britain  would  still  manifest  for 
that  of  the  Two  Sicilies  the  same  consider* 
ation  which  had  always  marked  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Cabinet  of  St.  James's  to- 
wards it.     Surely  any  party  who  had  been 
so  seriously  aggrieved  by  the  policy  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  as  has 
been  pretended,  would  hardly  have  express- 
ed himself  in  these  terms  of  an  ancient  ally 
whose  continued  friendship  and  support  he 
was  thus  anxiously  and  fondly  calling  for. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  also  advert- 
ed to  a  circumstance  which  has  been  made 
the  ground  of  much  angry  remark,  and,  I 
must  add,  of  some  undeserved  imputations 
against  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.     I  think 
it  right  to-night  to  recur  to  a  matter  upon 
which  I  will  briefly  state  what  I  know  of 
the  facts.     My  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
complaint  regarded  the  non-production  of  a 
despatch  in  answer  to  one  of  those  which 
was  placed  upon  your  Lordships'  table  last 
year.     I  certainly  do  think  that,  in  refer- 
ence to  ordinary  cases   and  the  general 
rule  to  be  observed  in  such  matters,  the 
non-production  of  this  despatch  was  a  rea- 
sonable and  a  natural  subject  for  animad- 
version in  Parliament.     Looking  back  to 
all   the  circumstances   of  the  case,    now 
that  we  are   enabled  to   judge  of   their 
general  bearing,  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
my  noble  Friend  included  this  other  de- 
spatch with  those  originally  communicated. 
The  missing  paper  related  to  the  affairs 
of   Austria;    and  this  has  subjected    my 
noble   Friend  to   an   insinuation  which  I 
do  feel  it  material  to  repel;  for  I  am  sure 
that  almost  every  Peer  who  hears  me  must 
feel,  with  me,  that  it  is  impossible  my  noble 
Friend  could  be  actuated  by  any  unfriendly 
policy  towards  Austria.      But  if  Austria 
could  be  really  supposed  to  have  been  in 
any  way  aggrieved — or  if  she  herself  be- 
lieved that  she  was  really  tho  object  of  any 
hostile  impression  on  tho  part  of  my  noble 
Friend — why  was  no  formal  representation 
made  to  that  effect  ?     There  was  at  this 
Court    an    accredited    Austrian  Minister; 
there  arc   in  this  House  devoted  friends 
and  partisans  of  the  Austrian  Government, 
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who  might,  all  of  them,  have  advised  a 
direct  appeal  in  other  quarters,  supposing 
that  there  had  heen  anything  to  justify  this 
sort  of  charge  against  the  nohle  Foreign  Se- 
cretary respecting  the  missing  paper,  or  any 
other  document  that  has  passed  hetween 
the  Cahinets  of  St.  James's  and  Vienna. 
As  to  the  unfortunate  incident  of  the  non- 
appearance of  the  paper  itself,  the  fact 
is  that  there  had  suhequently  arisen  in 
the  affairs  with  which  it  was  the  peculiar 
province  of  the  department  presided  over 
hy  my  noble  Friend  to  deal,  so  many  and 
such  urgent  matters,  the  causes  of  so  much 
grave  apprehension  and  of  such  compli- 
cated difficulties,  in  the  relations  of  the 
whole  of  Europe,  that  it  is  probable  all 
thought  of  the  necessity  for  supplying  the 
omission  in  this  particular  class  of  papers, 
escaped  all  the  parties  in  the  transac- 
tion. This,  surely,  is  no  forced  or  un- 
reasonable mode  of  accounting  for  a  cir- 
cumstance that  I  do  not  the  less  lament. 
But  then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
argued,  throughout  his  address  this  even- 
ing, on  the  assumption  that  the  noble  Se- 
cretary has  been  moved,  in  the  various  ne- 
gotiations to  which  that  address  referred, 
by  ill-will  towards  Austria.  But  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  contented  himself  with 
pressing  this  as  a  general  charge  :  he  did 
not  go  on  to  instance  particular  cases  in 
proof  of  it.  I  can  only  reply  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  by  as  general  a  declara- 
tion, that  my  noble  Friend  is  incapable  of 
indulging  any  such  feelings.  When,  how- 
over,  all  the  forthcoming  papers  on  these 
transactions  shall  be  supplied,  your  Lord- 
ships will  then  bo  so  much  the  better  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  this  point.  Allusion  has  been  made  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  the  communica- 
tions interchanged  in  1847  and  1848  be- 
tween the  Governments  of  Sardinia  and  of 
Austi-ia,  and  the  Courts  of  Turin  and  of 
London.  Now,  I  do  not  intend  to  claim 
for  my  Colleagues  the  gift  of  prescience; 
but  in  reference  to  those  communications 
I  may  observe,  that  my  Colleagues  may 
have  thought  (very  fairly  and  probably, 
too)  that,  so  far  as  the  resources  of  supe- 
rior material  strength  and  military  force 
were  concerned,  there  was  somewhat  more 
probability  of  Austria,  at  that  time,  at- 
tacking Fiedraont,  than  of  Piedmont  at- 
tacking Austria.  That  my  noble  Friend 
who  is  charged  with  the  management  of 
the  Foreign  Aflfairs  of  this  country,  and 
who  has  been  so  often  and  bo  recklessly 


attacked  for  his  administration  of  them — 
and,  I  must  add,  so  much  more  frequently 
in  his  absence  than  in  his  presence;  that 
my  noble  Friend,  with  the  unremitting  and 
devoted  attention  that  he  pays  to  the  multi- 
plied duties  of  his  most  responsible  office; 
that  he,  in  dealing  with  the  prodigiously  in- 
creasing calls  on  his  anxious  attention,  pre- 
sented by  those  sudden  and  violent  cbanges 
that  have  lately  occurred  in  the  institutions 
and  the  condition  of  almost  every  State  of 
Continental  Europe — that  he  should  never 
commit  an  oversight,  in  following  step 
by  step  the  multiplying  combinations  of 
European  exigencies;  that  he  should  al- 
ways, in  this  atmosphere  of  incessant  vicis- 
situdes, take  the  most  expedient  step  that 
longer  and  more  uninterrupted  deliberation 
might  suggest,  or  adopt  the  most  appro- 
priate phraseology  that  in  a  given  instance 
it  might  appear  to  us,  who  judge  after  the 
event,  to  have  been  most  desirable  to  em- 
ploy— I  will  not  take  on  myself  to  assert, 
because  1  do  not  wish  to  assert  an  impos- 
sibility and  a  miracle.  What  I  do  assert, 
and Vhat  the  country  feels,  is,  that,  after  a 
period  of  eighteen  months  without  a  pre- 
cedent and  without  a  parallel,  we  have  not 
only  preserved  order  and  tranquillity  within 
our  own  borders,  but  we  have  done  much 
— very  much — to  promote  and  restore  the 
general  peace  of  Europe.  Allow  me 
just  to  run  over  some  of  the  occurrences 
that  have  taken  place  within  that  period  : 
Paris  twice  barricaded,  twice  swept  with 
cannon,  three  times  in  military  occupation  ( 
Vienna,  twice  in  the  possession  of  its  in- 
surgent citizens  —  the  Emperor  twice 
obliged  to  fly;  Berlin,  perpetually  in  a 
state  of  siege;  Pesth,  Prague,  Buda,  and 
many  other  cities  and  towns  of  Hungary 
taken  and  retaken  frequently;  Milan  lost 
and  won;  Messina  bombarded;  Venice 
still  invested,  Ancona  barricaded;  Rome 
itself  seeing  its  Pope  fly  from  it  a  fugitive 
and  an  exile;  and  an  army,  the  most 
famous  upon  the  continent  of  Europe,  now 
dictating  terms  to  it  from  the  Aurelian 
wall.  On  this  shifting  theatre,  my  noble 
Friend,  1  know,  has  had  a  single  object 
in  view — that  of  averting  the  calamities  of 
war,  and  prolonging,  as  far  as  he  could, 
the  blessings  of  peace  to  the  world;  and 
circumstances  only  have  compelled  him» 
if  in  his  endeavours  he  has  wounded  some 
susceptibilities,  and  been  obliged  to  run 
counter  to  feelings  he  would  most  gladly 
have  respected.  And  if  those  endeavours 
have   not  been  successful  in  preserving 
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peace  altogether,  mj  noble  Friend  has  at 
least  done  much  to  prerent  the  outbreak 
of  a  universal  war.  I  know  nothing  more 
calculated  to  excite  feelings  of  patriotic 
though  I  trust  humbled  pride,  than  the 
present  attitude  of  this  country.  In  the 
midst  of  a  warring  agitated  world,  she  is 
unvexed,  unmoved,  and  untouched  bv  the 
events  about  her.  Her  opinion  is  every 
day  consulted;  her  good  offices  constantly 
asked  for,  and  freely  given — her  arbitra- 
tion sought  for  as  a  last  resort.  And,  not- 
withstanding what  has  been  said  to-night, 
no  account  reaches  us  whicb  does  not  tell 
of  our  Ministers,  our  Consuls,  and,  above 
all,  our  naval  officers,  giving  inviolable 
asylums  to  the  miserable  of  all  climes; 
and,  in  the  midst  of  the  jealousies  of  all 
around,  she  is  opening  her  ports  and  ex- 
tending her  markets  to  all  the  commerce 
of  the  world.  And  this  is  the  time — it 
is  in  the  face  of  such  a  state  of  things  as 
this — you  come  forward  with  your  illogical 
and  unmeaning  resolutions.  I  will  only 
say  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  ready  to 
meet  them — they  would  point  to  Europe 
as  it  is,  and  to  England  as  it  is,  and  will 
willingly  abide  the  result. 

Lord  HEYTESBURY:  My  Lords, 
as  I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  public 
speaking,  I  have  never  ventured  to  intrude 
myself  upon  your  Lordships'  attention, 
nor  should  I  do  so  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion, were  it  possible  for  me  to  remain 
silent  after  all  that  has  been  said,  here  and 
elsewhere,  with  respect  to  former  trans- 
actions in  the  Island  of  Sicily,  and  if 
attempts  had  not  been  made  to  justify 
more  recent  occurrences  by  a  reference  to 
those  transactions. 

Before,  however,  I  enter  upon  these 
matters,  I  must  beg  to  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  it  is  neither  my  intention  nor 
my  wish  to  detract  in  any  way  from  the 
high  personal  character  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  my  immediate  predecessor  in  the 
Sicilian  Mission.  I  believe  Lord  William 
Ben ti nek  to  have  been  actuated  by  the  best 
and  most  benevolent  intentions,  and  that  he 
carried  out  those  measures  which  he 
thought  necessary  for  what  was  called  the 
regeneration  of  Sicily,  with  great  energy 
and  vigour.  But,  in  saying  this,  my 
Lords,  I  must  at  the  same  time  be  allowed 
to  express  a  doubt  of  the  wisdom  of  the 
policy  which  induced  him  to  step  out  be- 
yond the  line  of  duties  prescribed  to  him 
as  commander-in-chief  of  a  foreign  army, 
Bent  to  Sicily  for  the  sole  purpose  of  pro- 


^tecting  it   against   a  eommoii  enemy,   in 
I  order  to  assnme  those  of  a  legislator,  and 
of  a  reformer  of  the  abases  in  the  govem* 
ment  of  an   independent   State,  however 
great  those  abuses  may  have  been.    I  may 
^  also  be  allowed  to  doabt  a  little  of  the 
{ prudence  of    aiding    in   overthrowing  an 
'  ancient  constitution,  based  upon  the  rock 
of  ages,  and  susceptible  of  any  modifica- 
tion,  in   order  to   substitute  for  it   that 
ricketty  edifice   to   which  they   gave  the 
name  of  the  English  Constitution. 

But  in  order  to  enable  your  Lordships 
to  form  a  clear  idea  of  all  that  actually  diid 
take  place  at  that  period  in  Sicily,  which 
has  been  strangely  misrepresented,  but  a 
knowledge  of  which  is  necessary  to  a  right 
understanding  of  all  that  has  subsequently 
occurred,  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  go 
into  a  little  more  detail,  and  a  little  farther 
back  than  the  time  that  has  now  been 
chosen  as  the  point  of  departure — to  that 
period  when  it  is  generally  behoved  that  a 
new  constitution  was  happily  estabhshed  in 
Sicily — working  harmoniously  and  well,  to 
the  perfect  satisfaction  of  its  authors,  and 
for  the  happiness  of  the  Sicilian  people. 

My  Lords,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  your  Lordships  that  that  boasted 
constitution  was  never  much  more  than  a 
constitution  upon  paper ;  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  substitution  of  a  Parlia- 
ment called  together  under  an  English 
form,  for  a  Parliament  called  together  un- 
der the  old  Sicihan  form,  hardly  another 
step  was  taken  towards  its  enforcement — 
or  even  completion ;  that  so  far  from 
working  harmoniously  and  well,  it  scarcely 
worked  at  all ;  and  that  the  very  last  act 
of  Lord  William  Bentinck's  political  life 
in  Sicily  was  a  proposal  to  the  Hereditary 
Prince  to  give  over  the  Island  of  Sicily  to 
Great  Britain,  under  certain  circumBtances, 
precisely  because  he  was  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  found  impossible  to  establish 
and  carry  out  that  constitution,  but  under 
a  long  continuance  of  foreign  direction 
and  interference. 

Had  this  discussion  taken  place  at  an 
earlier  period,  I  should  have  been  very 
unwilling  to  have  touched  upon  these 
matters ;  but  as  thirty-five  years  have 
passed  over  our  heads  since  these  events 
occurred,  as  most  of  the  actors  in  these 
scenes  have  gone  to  their  long  account,  I 
trust  I  shall  not  be  accused  of  any  indis- 
cretion, if  I  venture  to  consider  all  that 
then  took  place,  as  falling  now  within  the 
domain  of  history. 
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To  revert,  then,  to  the  year  1813  ;  at 
the  commencement  of  which  year  Lord 
William  Bentinck,  and  those  who  acted  in 
concert  with  him,  had  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing every  measure  which  they  thought 
necessary  for  a  total  change  and  reform  in 
the  government  of  Sicily. 

These  were — the  adoption  by  the  old 
Parliament  of  Sicily,  formed  into  a  con- 
stituent body,  of«  an  entirely  new  consti- 
tution, modelled,  in  great  measure,  upon 
that  of  England.  Your  Lordships,  how- 
ever, are  not  to  suppose  that  this  consti- 
tution was  at  once  carried  out  and  en- 
forced. It  consisted  of  a  series  of  articles 
containing,  doubtlessly,  all  the  elements  of 
a  free  constitution,  which  articles,  as  they 
emanated  from  the  constituent  body,  were 
successively  adopted  and  sanctioned  by  the 
Hereditary  Prince,  acting  in  the  name 
and  on  behalf  of  his  father.  It  was  a 
framework  on  which  the  new  constitution 
was  to  be  built,  rather  than  a  constitution. 
The  existing  laws,  tribunals,  institutions  of 
every  description,  were  undoubtedly  con- 
demned ;  but  they  were  suffered  to  sub- 
sist until  such  time  as  they  should  be  re- 
placed by  others  more  analogous  to  the 
enlightened  spirit  of  the  age,  and  through 
the  medium  of  the  new  Parliament. 

The  other  measures  which  were  thought 
necessary,  in  order  to  give  security  to  this 
great  work,  were — 1st.  The  removal  of  the 
Queen,  who  was  embarked  on  board  a  Bri- 
tish frigate,  and  conveyed  to  Constanti- 
nople, from  whence  she  was  to  find  her 
way  to  her  family  at  Vienna.  Various 
reasons  were  assigned  for  this  removal, 
into  which,  whether  true  or  false,  it  is 
unnecessary  for  me  to  enter  here.  2nd. 
The  removal  of  the  King,  who  was  invited 
to  retire  to  one  of  his  country  palaces,  and 
not  to  attempt  a  second  time  to  resume 
the  reins  of  government,  but  with  the  full 
concurrence  of  the  British  authorities. 
It  may  be  right,  however,  to  mention,  that 
the  King's  first  retirement  was  voluntary. 
When  he  saw  the  storm  that  was  gather- 
ing round  him,  he  went  into  the  country, 
appointing  his  son  to  act  during  his  ab- 
sence. But  when  he  learnt  to  what  lengths 
the  reforms  were  to  be  carried,  be  came 
back  to  his  palace  of  La  Favorita,  with 
the  intention  of  resuming  the  reins  of  go- 
vernment. He  was  there  met  by  Lord 
William  Bentinck  in  person,  at  the  head 
of  a  troop  of  British  dragoons,  and  re- 
quested to  return  to  the  palace  from  whence 
he  had  come.  3rd.  The  delegation  of  the 
whole  royal  authority  to  the  Hereditary 


Prince,  Under  the  title  of  Vicar  General. 
And,  lastly,  a  total  change  of  Ministers, 
the  individuals  selected  being  taken  from 
amongst  the  men  most  distinguished  for 
their  talent,  their  undoubted  probity,  and 
their  supposed  influence  in  the  country. 

These  measures  having  been  cari'ied, 
Lord  William  Bentinck  appears  to  have 
thought  that  all  was  accomplished.  There 
was  a  new  constitution  very  fairly  drawn 
out,  there  a  new  Executive,  and  there  a 
new  administrative  power,  and  that  no- 
thing more  remained  to  be  done  but  to 
direct  this  constitution  to  march,  and  that 
it  would  march.  So  entirely  persuaded 
was  he  of  this,  that  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  wait  for  the  opening  of  the 
first  Parliament — the  Parliament  which 
was  charged  with  the  completion  and  en- 
forcement of  this  new  constitution,  which 
as  yet  was  only  a  constitution  upon  paper. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  wait  for 
this  opening,  but  embarked  to  assume  the 
command  of  the  British  troops  on  the  east 
coast  of  Spain,  leaving  the  affairs  of  the 
mission  in  the  hands  of  a  nobleman  who 
was  by  chance  residing  at  Palermo  for  the 
benefit  of  his  health — the  late  Lord  Mont- 
gomery; and  whatever  there  might  be  of 
irregularity  in  the  appointment,  the  event 
proved  that  he  could  not  have  entrusted 
the  business  of  the  mission  to  wiser,  safer, 
or  to  better  hands. 

This  first  Parliament  was  assembled  a 
very  few  weeks  after  his  Lordship's  depar- 
ture. Its  early  sittings  were  occupied 
with  verifying  the  return  of  the  several 
Members,  and  fixing  the  forms  and  cere- 
monial of  the  Chambers.  So  far  all  appear- 
ed to  work  harmoniously  and  well.  But  no 
sooner  had  this  Parliament  entered  upon 
real  business,  than  very  ominous  symptoms 
began  to  manifest  themselves.  The  time 
of  both  Houses  was  wasted  in  frivolous 
discussions,  which  led  to  nothing.  At- 
tempts were  made  by  the  Commons  to 
arrogate  to  themselves  powers  to  which 
the  constitutional  articles  gave  them  no 
pretence.  A  violent  democratic  spirit  im- 
mediately arose,  loud  in  denunciations  and 
menaces,  and  scarcely  veiling  its  hostility 
to  the  Royal  authority.  English  influence 
was  everywhere  decried.  Dissensions  of 
an  angry  nature  broke  out  between  the 
two  Houses.  Taxes  were  only  voted  from 
month  to  month;  and  so  far  from  having 
put  an  end  to  the  spirit  of  anarchy  and 
faction,  of  which  so  many  complaints  had 
previously  been  made,  the  assembly  of  this 
new  Parliament  only  seemed  to  have  con- 
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oentrated  its  power,  and  to  have  given  it  a 
more  brilliant  scene  of  action. 

In  the  midst  of  these  difficulties,  the  Min- 
isters, who  had  been  selected  for  their  sup- 
posed firmness  and  vigour,  as  well  as  attach- 
ment to  constitutional  principles,  quarrelling 
amongst  themselves,  and  frightened  by  the 
noise  of  the  machinery  thej  had  themselves 
tet  in  motion,  abruptly  gave  in  their  resig- 
nations. The  Prince,  abandoned  to  him- 
self in  the  middle  of  the  Session,  formed 
another  Ministry,  as  good,  perhaps,  as 
might  have  been  expected  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, but  composed  of  men  without 
talent,  character,  or  influence.  Under 
such  guidance  all  fell  into  utter  confusion. 
The  dissensions  between  the  two  Houses 
became  an  open  breach,  and  affairs  arrived 
at  such  a  point,  that  all  the  well-wishers 
to  the  constitution — all  those  who  had 
been  Lord  William's  original  advisers,  and 
who  now  surrounded  the  Prince,  were 
amongst  the  first  to  recommend  him  to 
dissolve  a  Chamber  from  which  no  possible 
good  could  be  expected. 

As  no  supplies  had  been  voted,  and  as 
the  constitution  remained,  as  it  bad  issued 
from  the  constituent  body,  a  mere  consti- 
tution on  paper,  the  Prince  very  naturally 
objected  to  the  adoption  of  so  strong  a 
measure.     By  the  advice  of  Lord  Mont- 

§  emery,  he  adopted  a  middle  course.  He 
id  not  dissolve  the  Chamber,  but  he  pro- 
rogued it  for  twenty  days,  in  the  hope  that 
during  that  interval  Lord  William  might 
arrive  from  Spain,  and  afford  him  the  be- 
nefit of  his  advice  and  counsel. 

His  Lordship  did  arrive  the  day  before 
the  prorogation  expired,  and  immediately 
requested  the  Prince  to  continue  it  for 
eight  days  longer,  in  the  hope,  during  that 
interval,  of  being  able  to  secure  such  a 
minority  as  would  permit  the  Government 
to  be  carried  on.  By  dint  of  great  personal 
exertion,  his  Lordship  obtained  promises 
of  support  from  fifty-four  individuals  of  the 
Lower  House;  and  the  Ministers  having 
declared  that,  with  this  addition  to  their 
own  friends,  they  would  be  able  to  carry 
on  the  Government,  and  complete  the  con- 
stitution, the  Parliament  was  allowed  to 
meet.  The  very  first  division  showed  the 
weakness,  or,  as  some  said,  the  treachery 
of  the  Ministers.  They  were  left  in  a 
minority,  the  Members  pledged  to  Lord 
William  Bentinck  being  the  only  indivi- 
duals who  voted  on  the  Government  side ! 

Lord  William  now  became  convinced  of 
the  hopelessness  of  completing  the  consti- 
taiion  with  a  Parliament  to  composed;  he 


therefore  advised  His  Royal  Highness  to 
dismiss  his  Ministers  and  to  dissolve  the 
Chamber.  The  Ministers  were  dismissed, 
and  the  Parliament  dissolved;  and  Lord 
William  at  the  same  time  issued  a  procla- 
mation in  his  own  name  as  commander-in- 
chief,  declaring  his  determination  to  sup- 
port this  necessary  interposition  of  Royal 
authority.  Troops  were  sent  into  the  in- 
terior to  maintain  tranquillity,  which  for- 
tunately never  was  disturbed;  and  as  taxes 
continued  to  be  levied  without  any  sort  of 
Parliamentary  authority,  the  constitution, 
though  still  nominally  in  existence,  was,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  in  abeyance. 

Lord  William  could  not  but  be  greatly 
mortified  at  the  total  failure  of  this  first 
Parliament.  He  saw  the  insecure  founda- 
tions upon  which  he  had  built,  and  how 
inevitably  the  whole  edifice  would  crumble 
to  pieces  the  very  moment  the  strong  hand 
of  England  was  withdrawn — an  event  ren- 
dered not  only  probable,  but  imminent,  by 
the  great  success  which  had  attended  the 
arms  of  the  Allies  in  the  campaign  of  181 3, 
just  concluded. 

He  left  Palermo  upon  a  tour  of  military 
inspection  round  the  island  with  these  ideas 
brooding  in  his  mind,  so  much  so,  that, 
upon  his  arrival  on  the  south-east  coast  of 
the  island,  he  was  induced  to  address  a 
letter  to  the  Hereditary  Prince,  from  Cata- 
nia, in  which,  after  speaking  of  the  great 
popularity  of  the  constitution,  and  expres- 
sing his  conviction  that,  when  properly 
carried  out  and  enforced,  it  would  tend 
greatly  to  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of 
the  people,  he  expressed  an  equal  convic- 
tion that  it  would  bo  found  impossible  to 
carry  out,  or  enforce  it,  without  a  long  con- 
tinuance of  foreign  direction  and  interfe- 
rence. Under  such  circumstances  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  to  the  consideration  of 
his  Royal  Highness,  as  Le  RSve  d'un 
Vayctgeur,  whether  in  the  event  of  the 
restoration  of  the  kingdom  of  Naples  to 
the  Royal  Family,  which  might  now  shortly 
be  expected,  it  would  not  be  politic  and  ad- 
visable to  give  over  the  island  of  Sicily  to 
Great  Britain,  she  engaging  to  keep  a  force 
of  10,000  men  in  the  island,  and  to  pay 
to  the  Sovereign  residing  at  Naples  a  sum 
equal  in  amount  to  the  existing  civil  list. 

It  is  undoubtedly  true,  my  Lords,  that 
this  was  in  the  shape  of  a  private  commu- 
nication; but  when  your  Lordships  recollect 
the  relative  position  of  the  two  individuals; 
on  the  one  hand  a  foreign  General,  at  the 
head  of  a  foreign  army,  and  actually  in 
military  possetsion  of  ^e  island — on  the 
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other,  the  bead  of  a  constitutional  Govern- 
ment— ^your  Lordships  will  at  once  see  how 
totally  impossible  it  was  for  the  latter  to 
receive  such  a  hint — such  a  communication 
— and  coming  from  such  a  quarter — with- 
out considering  it  in  some  sort  as  official. 
He  did  so  consider  it ;  and  it  would,  per- 
haps, have  been  his  duty,  in  a  constitu- 
tional point  of  view,  to  have  called  his 
Council  together,  and  to  have  laid  this 
paper  before  it.  But  his  Royal  Highness 
did  no  such  thing.  He  followed  a  line  of 
policy  much  more  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  march  of  Italian  diplomacy.  He  sent 
it  to  the  Sicilian  Minister,  in  London,  di- 
recting him  to  make  what  use  he  could  of 
it,  for  the  advantage  of  the  King,  his  fa- 
ther, and  of  his  family. 

Upon  the  receipt  of  these  instructions, 
the  Sicilian  Minister  addressed  a  note  to 
Lord  Bathurst,  who,  in  the  absence  of  Lord 
Castlereagh,  was  charged  with  the  seals 
of  the  Foreign  Department,  requesting  to 
be  informed,  for  the  satisfaction  of  his 
Government,  whether  Lord  William  Ben- 
tinck  had  been  instructed  to  propose  to 
the  Hereditary  Prince  to  give  over  the 
Island  of  Sicily  to  Great  Britain  in  ex- 
change for  an  annual  payment  equal  in 
amount  to  the  civil  list  ? 

Lord  William  had  given  no  intimation  to 
his  Government  of  his  correspondence  with 
the  Hereditary  Prince,  nor  in  any  of  his 
letters  had  he  ever  hinted  that  such  a 
scheme  would  be  just,  politic,  or  feasible. 
He  had  said  nothing  whatever  upon  the 
subject :  Lord  Bathurst,  therefore,  very 
naturally  concluded  that  the  Sicilian  Min- 
ister, who  was  a  very  warmbeaded  as  well 
as  warmhearted  man,  had  acted  upon 
some  of  the  idle  rumours,  then  in  general 
circulation,  with  respect  to  the  ultimate 
views  of  England  upon  the  Island  of  Sicily, 
and  therefore  did  not  hesitate  to  reply — 

*'  that  he  was  surprised  that  such  a  question 
should  be  addressed  to  him — that  certainly  no 
such  instructions  had  been  gi?en,  nor  Iiad  any 
such  idea  ever  entered  into  the  contemplation  of 
the  British  Government." 

Upon  the  receipt  of  this  answer,  the  Si- 
cilian Minister  inclosed  to  Lord  Bathurst  a 
copy  of  Lord  William  Bentinck's  letter  to 
the  Hereditary  Prince,  commenting  in  no 
very  measured  terms  upon  the  danger  of 
employing  a  man  capable  of  taking  such 
an  immense  responsibihty  upon  himself 
without  instructions,  and  demanding  his 
I'emoval. 

The  Government  was  a  little  embarrassed 
by  this  second  note,  for  although  the  pro- 


ceedings of  Lord  William  had  been  dis- 
tinctly disavowed  by  Lord  Bathurst  in  his 
answer  to  the  Sicilian  Minister's  first 
application,  yet  it  was  apprehended  that, 
if  something  more  were  not  done,  not 
only  the  Sicilian  Government,  but  others 
of  our  Allies,  who  were  watching  our  pro- 
ceedings in  Sicily  with  great  attention, 
might  not  be  very  easily  convinced  that 
any  Foreign  Minister  would  venture  to  take 
such  a  responsibility  upon  himself  without 
being  at  least  assured  of  the  wishes  of  his 
Government.  It  was  therefore  determined 
to  separate  the  diplomatic  from  the  mili- 
tary functions,  both  of  which  had  hitherto 
been  exercised  by  Lord  W.  Bentinck,  and 
for  which  a  very  sufficient  pretext  might  be 
found  in  his  Lordship's  continual  and  very 
inconvenient  absences  from  the  seat  of 
Government,  and,  leaving  him  in  the  com- 
mand of  the  Mediterranean  army,  in  which 
capacity  he  had  acquitted  himself  greatly 
to  the  satisfaction  of  both  Governments,  to 
entrust  the  diplomatic  affairs  of  the  country 
to  other  hands. 

It  was  under  these  circumstances,  my 
Lords,  that  I  was  summoned  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  the  whole  of  this  correspondence 
communicated  to  me,  and  I  was  invited  to 
go  out  to  Palermo  to  assume  the  direction 
of  the  diplomatic  affairs  of  the  country.  I 
was  directed  to  proceed,  in  the  first  inr 
stance,  to  join  Lord  Castlereagh,  wherever 
he  might  be  on  the  Continent,  and,  having 
received  my  final  instructions  from  him,  to 
proceed  to  my  destination. 

I  found  Lord  Castlereagh  at  Dijon,  but 
found  him  stepping  into  his  carriage  in 
order  to  proceed  to  Paris,  he  having  just 
received  intelligence  of  the  entry  of  the 
Allies  into  that  capital,  and  the  retreat  of 
Napoleon  to  Fontainebleau.  He  told  me 
he  had  no  time  then  to  enter  into  any  dis- 
cussions upon  Sicilian  affairs,  which  had, 
in  fact,  become  but  of  secondary  impor- 
tance; but  he  invited  me  to  follow  him  to 
Paris,  where  we  might  talk  the  matter 
over,  and  from  whence  I  might  afterwards 
proceed  to  my  destination. 

I  did  follow  his  Lordship  to  Paris,  and 
after  remaining  for  three  weeks  in  constant 
communication  with  him,  proceeded  to 
Marseilles,  furnished  with  a  letter  to  the 
British  officer  in  command  in  those  8eas« 
directing  him  to  afford  me  a  passage  in 
one  of  His  Majesty's  frigates  to  Pa* 
lermo. 

In  the  meantime.  Lord  William  Ben-r 
tinck,  having  completed  his  tour  of  mili« 
tary  inspection,  left  Sicily  in  order  to  as- 
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«aine  the  command  of  the  British  forces 
in  Italy,  totally  unconscious  of  all  that  had 
occurred  in  consequence  of  his  letter 
from  Catania.  It  was  not  till  his  arrival 
in  (jenoa,  that  he  was  made  aware  of  what 
had  taken  place.  He  then  determined  to 
return  to  Palermo,  to  place  matters  upon 
the  hest  footing  he  could,  previously  to  the 
arrival  of  his  successor.  He  had  reached 
Palermo  only  a  few  days  hcfore  I  made 
my  appearance. 

My  first  step  was  to  see  Lord  William 
Bentinck,  and  to  communicate  to  him, 
without  reserve,  all  the  instructions  I  had 
received,  written  as  well  as  oral,  and  to 
declare  to  him  that  I  would  neither  notify 
my  arrival,  nor  take  any  part  in  Sicilian 
atfairs,  until  all  his  arrangements  were 
concluded,  and  he  should  express  a  wish 
that  I  should  assume  the  direction  of 
aflfairs.  His  Lordship  expressed  himself 
perfectly  satisfied  with  this  arrangement, 
and,  I  must  confess,  I  was  equally  so;  for 
it  was  easy  to  he  foreseen,  that  a  question 
must  immediately  arise,  in  consequence  of 
the  termination  of  the  war — a  question  of 
extreme  delicacy  and  difficulty — the  solu- 
tion of  which,  I  thought,  might  he  much 
better  left  to  the  author  of  the  constitu- 
tion, than  that  it  should  fall  to  my  lot  to 
Bolve,  as  a  first  step,  on  arriving  in 
Sicily. 

The  question  was  this,  my  Lords — what 
conduct  was  to  he  pursued  with  respect 
to  the  King  ?  who,  humiliated  in  his  own 
eyes,  as  well  as  in  those  of  his  subjects, 
by  the  harsh  treatment  to  which  he  had 
been  exposed,  could  not  be  believed  to  be 
entirely  appro  van  t  of  the  new  order  of 
things  which  had  been  established  during 
his  forced  absence  from  the  Government; 
and  it  might,  therefore,  be  apprehended 
that  his  resumption  of  the  reins  of  power 
would  be  but  a  first  step  towards  the 
downfall  of  the  new  system.  Yet  how 
was  this  resumption  to  be  prevented  ? 
Above  all,  how  prevented  a  second  time  by 
the  interposition  of  British  bayonets  ?  So 
long  as  the  British  General  was  charged 
with  the  military  defence  of  Sicily,  ho 
might  be  supposed  to  be  responsible  for  its 
internal  as  well  as  its  external  peace  and 
tranquillity,  and  this  gave  a  qualified  right 
of  interference.  The  necessity  constituted 
the  right;  but  with  the  cessation  of  that 
necessity,  and  the  termination  of  the  war, 
all  pretence  or  excuse  for  further  interfe- 
rence in  the  internal  government  of  the 
country  was  entirely  at  an  end. 

This  difficulty  soon    occurred    to    the 


Prince,  and  was  the  subject  of  several 
discussions  in  the  Cabinet,  at  which  Lord 
William  was  invited  to  attend.  It  was  ul- 
timately determined,  with  his  Lordship's 
full  concurrence,  that  the  Prince  should 
write  to  his  father,  inviting  him  to  resume 
the  reins  of  government,  as  it  was  thought 
less  dangerous  for  the  new  system  that  the 
King  should  come  back  by  invitation  from 
those  in  power,  than  that  he  should  come 
in  motu  proprio,  surrounded  by  all  the 
rabble  of  Palermo,  who  would  not  have 
failed  to  carry  him  in  triumph  to  his 
palace. 

The  King  accepted  the  invitation — came 
back  to  Palermo,  when  the  Ministers,  fol- 
lowing the  example  of  the  Prince,  tender- 
ed their  resignations,  and  the  portfolios 
were  given  back  to  the  same  incompetent 
individuals  who  had  been  dismissed  at  the 
period  of  the  late  dissolution  of  Parliament. 
Lord  William,  on  my  arrival,  had  express- 
ed a  wish  to  remain  till  the  opening  of  the 
second  Parliament,  which  was  shortly  to 
take  place — a  wish  to  which  I  readily  ac- 
ceded. But  certain  information  which 
reached  him,  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
new  Parliament,  induced  him  to  change 
his  mind.  He  requested  me  to  take  charge 
of  the  mission,  took  leave  of  the  King,  and 
his  final  departure  from  Sicily. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  wish  to  draw  your  at- 
tention to  the  position  in  which  affairs 
stood,  on  my  assuming  the  direction  of  the 
British  mission.  The  constitution  still  re- 
mained in  the  same  state  in  which  it  had 
issued  from  the  constituent  body.  The 
Parliament,  which  was  to  have  carried  it 
into  operation,  had  been  cashiered,  at  the 
recommendation  of  Lord  William  Bentinck 
himself,  on  account  of  its  revolutionary 
proceedings.  His  Lordship's  real  opinion 
of  the  probable  durability  of  the  work  may 
be  gathered  from  his  own  letter  to  the 
Hereditary  Prince;  and  now,  to  crown  the 
whole,  we  had  a  sovereign  replaced  upon 
the  throne — necessarily,  inevitably,  I  am 
ready  to  admit — but  known  to  be  directly 
opposed  to  the  whole  system ;  and  yet  it 
was  through  him,  and  by  him,  that  this 
great  work  was  to  be  accomplished  !  Such 
was  the  satisfactory  state  of  things  which 
it  has  been  said  I  found  upon  my  arrival 
in  Sicily. 

The  second  Parliament  met  a  few  days 
after  I  had  presented  my  credentials.  It 
was  opened  by  a  speech  from  the  throne, 
moderate,  constitutional,  and  which  appear- 
ed to  give  general  satisfaction;  but  hardly 
had  the  King  returned  to  his  palace,  and 
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the  two  Houses  to  their  respective  cham- 
bers, than  a  motion  was  made  in  the  Peers 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  gross  violations  of  the  con- 
stitutional articles  which  had  taken  place, 
referring  more  particularly  to  the  elections, 
recently  terminated,  which  had  been  con- 
ducted under  such  a  system  of  corruption 
and  intimidation,  that  it  was  impossible,  it 
was  said,  to  consider  the  Members  then 
assembled  in  Parliament  as  the  legal  repre- 
sentatives of  the  nation. 

The  Peers  had  the  good  sense  to  see  the 
inextricable  confusion  into  which  the  coun- 
try would  be  thrown  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  by  the  Peers,  to  inquire 
into  the  elections  of  the  Commons;  the 
motion  was  consequently  rejected;  but,  as 
the  facts  sta-ted  were  undenied,  and  appa- 
rently undeniable,  they  did  concur  in  an 
address  to  the  King,  praying  His  Majesty 
to  dissolve  the  Parliament,  and  to  call 
another. 

The  Ministers  represented  to  the  King 
the  impossibility  of  carrying  on  the  Go- 
vernment with  two  Chambers  at  open  war 
with  each  other,  and  therefore  advised  him 
to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the  Peers. 
The  King,  nothing  loth,  listened  to  this 
advice,  and  the  Parliament  was  again  dis- 
solved. 

Whilst  these  questions  were  pending, 
I  was  strongly  urged  by  several  Members 
of  the  moderate  constitutional  party,  to 
use  all  the  influence  I  might  possess  as 
British  Minister,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
dissolution.  I  represented  to  these  gen- 
tlemen that  the  position  of  the  British 
Minister  was  altogether  changed  by  the 
termination  of  the  war,  and  that  this  dic- 
tatorial interference  in  the  internal  affairs 
of  the  country  could  no  longer  be  permit- 
ted; that  I  had  no  power  to  prevent  the 
dissolution,  nor,  even  if  I  had  possessed 
the  power,  should  I  be  willing  to  exercise 
it  in  opposition  to  what  they  admitted  to 
be  the  king's  legal  prerogative,  nor  by  in- 
terference render  myself  responsible  for 
the  good  conduct  of  a  chamber  assembled 
under  such  circumstances. 

This  answer,  my  Lords,  did  not  give 
satisfaction.  Those  gentlemen  either  could 
not,  or  would  not,  understand  that  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war  had  produced  any 
change  in  the  position  of  the  British  Min- 
ister. They  still  appeared  to  consider  that 
he  had  been  sent  to  Sicily  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  supporting  tliem  and  their  views, 
and  that,  whether  those  views  were  in 
themselves  just  or  unjust,  any  lukewarm- 


ness  on  his  part  in  supporting  them  was  a 
manifest  dereliction  of  duty.  It  was  in 
order  to  place  before  the  nation  in  a  clear 
point  of  view  the  altered  position  of  the 
British  Minister,  that  I  drew  up,  and  cir- 
culated amongst  the  leaders  of  the  differ- 
ent parties,  before  the  opening  of  the  next 
Parliament,  a  paper,  in  the  form  of  a 
memorandum,  in  which  I  endeavoured  to 
point  out  in  what  respect  this  position  was 
changed.  I  need  not  enter  into  any  de- 
tail upon  the  matter,  as  the  memorandum 
itself  has  been  laid  upon  your  Lordships' 
table.  But  I  have  drawn  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  this  paper,  because  it  has  been 
affirmed  that  it  was  sent  out  from  Eng- 
land for  the  purpose  of  being  circulated  at 
the  period  of  the  evacuation  of  the  island, 
and  that  it  contained  a  guarantee,  implied 
if  not  expressed,  of  the  new  constitution. 

My  Lords,  this  memorandum  was  not 
sent  out  from  England — whatever  may  be 
its  merits  or  demerits,  they  rest  entirely 
with  me.  It  was  not  circulated  at  the 
period  of  the  evacuation  of  the  island,  but 
nine  months  before  that  event  took  place; 
nor  did  it  allude  in  any  way  to  what  might 
be  the  conduct  of  the  British  Government 
under  such  circumstances.  It  related, 
my  Lords,  exclusively  to  the  altered  posi- 
tion of  the  British  Minister,  and  to  the 
state  of  parties  as  they  existed  previously 
to  the  meeting  of  the  third  and  last  Par- 
liament. It  was,  moreover,  another  at- 
tempt to  bolster  up  what  was  but  too  evi- 
dently a  falling  cause.  It  contained  no 
guarantee,  either  expressed  or  implied. 
In  truth,  my  Lords,  it  is  somewhat  diffi- 
cult to  understand  what  is  meant  by  a  fo- 
reign guarantee  of  a  constitution.  I  can 
readily  comprehend  that  a  party,  for  party 
purposes,  might  wish  to  strengthen  itself 
by  means  of  a  foreign  guarantee,  or  in  any 
other  manner ;  but  I  never  can  believe  that 
any  well-established  Government — any  na- 
tion having  a  sense  of  its  own  dignity  and 
independence — could  wish  to  invest  any 
foreign  Power,  however  friendly,  with  the 
right  of  perpetual  interference  in  its  do- 
mestic concerns.  Nor  can  I  well  under- 
stand how  any  foreign  Power,  possessing 
a  grain  of  common  prudence,  should  wish 
to  involve  itself  in  all  the  squabbles,  in  all 
the  entanglements,  in  all  the  ingratitude, 
which  such  a  guarantee  would  generate; 
for  in  point  of  fact,  my  Lords,  disguise  it 
how  we  may,  a  foreign  guarantee  of  any 
constitution  is  a  direct  violation  of  the  very 
first  principles  of  constitutional  govem- 
ment. 
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This  paper  was  well  received,  and  tend- 
ed materially  to  the  greater  degree  of 
moderation  which  was  at  first  eSiibited 
in  the  new  Parliament.  All  idea  of  the 
impeachment  of  the  late  Ministers,  which 
had  been  entertained  by  the  Court  party, 
and  in  which  it  would  have  been  sup- 
ported by  the  extreme  democratic  party, 
was  entirely  given  up;  the  Commons  satis- 
fying themselves  with  passing  a  vote  of 
censure  upon  the  late  as  well  as  upon  the 
present  Ministers,  for  continuing  to  levy 
taxes  without  Parliamentary  authority. 
Some  laws  were  also  passed  highly  satis- 
factory to  the  people.  But  this  modera- 
tion had  no  very  long  duration.  When 
the  Parliament  met  again  after  the  Christ- 
mas recess,  and  the  two  great  questions 
were  brought  forward,  that  of  the  supplies, 
and  that  of  the  revision  and  enforcement 
of  the  constitution,  all  the  old  dissensions 
broke  out  again  with  as  much  violence 
as  ever. 

With  respect  to  the  supplies,  each  class 
seemed  desirous  of  throwing  the  burden 
upon  another.  The  Commons  proposed 
to  throw  the  principal  burden  upon  the 
Church.  The  lay  Peers  would  probably 
not  have  objected  to  such  an  arrangement 
had  they  not  been  given  to  understand  by 
the  ecclesiastical  Peers  (who  formed  a 
much  more  formidable  body,  in  point  of 
numbers,  in  the  Sicilian  Parliament  than 
in  this),  that,  if  they  lent  their  assistance 
to  the  Commons  in  throwing  these  new 
burdens  upon  the  Church,  they  would, 
on  their  side,  lend  their  assistance  to  the 
Commons  in  passing  two  laws  extremely 
objectionable  to  the  Barons — the  rectifica- 
tion of  the  Rivello,  and  the  abolition  of 
entails.  This  produced  a  union  founded 
upon  common  interest,  by  which  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Commons  were  defeated. 

After  this  all  fell  into  confusion.     Near- 
ly everything  that  came  from  the  Peers 
was    rejected   by    the    Commons — nearly  j 
everything  that  emanated  from  the  Com- 1 
mons   experienced  the  same  fate    in   the 
House    of   Peers.       Upon   one   occasion, 
when  it  was  hoped  to  reconcile  existing 
differences  hy  a  conference,  this  conference  , 
met  and  separated  again  without  coming 
to  any  decision.     Upon  the  return   of  its 
Members  to  the  House  of  Peers,  a  reso- ' 
hition  was  passed,  that,  until  the  point  in 
dispute  was  conceded,  with  the  exception 
of  money  Bills,  it  would  not  only  not  pass, 
but  not  even  read  any  Bill  that  might  be  ! 
sent  up  from  the  Commons.     The  Com- 
mons, nothing  daunted  by  this  resolution, 


expressed  an  approbation  of  the  conduct  of 
their  Members,  and  a  determination  not 
to  give  way. 

It  was  under  these  melancholy  circum- 
stances that  I  received  the  visit  of  one 
of  the  most  distinguished  men  in  the 
country — a  nobleman  who  had  been  exiled 
for  his  liberal  principles  before  the  arrival 
of  Lord  W.  Bentinck  in  Sicily — ^had  been 
recalled  through  his  influence — placed  in 
the  Council — ^had  been  one  of  his  principal 
advisers  in  the  establishment  of  the  new 
constitution,  and  was  now  the  acknow- 
ledged leader  of  the  moderate  constitutional 
opposition  in  the  House  of  Peers.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  naming  him,  as  I  have 
nothing  but  good  to  report  of  him.  It 
was  the  Prince  Yillhermosa,  better  known 
under  his  former  title  of  Oastel-nuovo. 
He  came  to  me,  he  said,  deputed  bj  all 
the  leading  Peers,  to  request  that  I  would 
find  means  of  conveying  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  King  the  painful  conviction  at 
which  they  had  arrived,  of  the  total  im- 
possibility of  revising  or  completing  the 
constitution,  through  the  instrumentalitj 
of  the  two  Chambers.  That,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Peers,  the  only  chance  that  remained 
of  bringing  this  great  work  to  a  successful 
issue,  would  be  for  the  King  himself  to 
name  a  Committee  composed  of  a  few 
Members  of  both  Houses,  to  whom  some 
of  the  magistracy  might  be  added,  and  to 
this  Committee  should  be  confided  the  task 
of  modifying  where  necessary,  and  of  com- 
pleting the  constitution;  and  that  the  re- 
sult of  its  labours,  having  received  the 
sanction  of  the  King,  should,  by  His  Ma- 
jesty himself,  be  presented  to  the  nation 
as  the  future  law  of  the  l(ind.  That  they 
also  thought  that  the  King  would  do  well, 
before  he  took  any  steps  in  this  business, 
to  surround  himself  with  the  whole  CounoU 
of  State,  in  order  to  give  a  greater  so- 
lemnity to  the  proceeding,  and  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  a  Government 
notoriously  unequal  to  the  crisis  which 
had  occurred.  That  the  Peers  addressed 
themselves  to  me  because  they  considered 
the  British  Minister  to  be  the  natural 
guardian  of  the  constitution,  and  because 
there  were  none  of  their  own  body  suf- 
ficiently in  the  King's  confidence  to  pre- 
sume to  speak  to  him  upon  the  subject. 
Upon  receiving  this  communication,  I  im- 
mediately repudiated  the  responsibility 
with  which  the  Peers  were  desirous  of  in- 
vesting me,  of  being  the  natural  guardian 
of  the  constitution.  I  told  the  Prince, 
that  in  no   country  could  there  be   any 
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other  natural  guardian  of  the  constitution 
than  the  nation  itself.  That  the  task 
thej  wished  to  assign  me  would  he  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  line  I  had  hitherto 
followed,  and  in  direct  violation  of  every 
principle  laid  down  in  the  paper  I  had 
lately  circulated,  and  which  had  met  with 
his  entire  approhation.  That  it  could 
only  he  done  hy  demanding  an  audience 
of  the  King,  which  audience  would  he 
misunderstood,  and  most  assuredly  mis- 
represented ;  for  although  he,  and  the 
party  that  acted  with  him,  were  desirous 
of  a  more  direct  and  immediate  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  British  Minis- 
ter, he  could  not  hut  he  aware  with  how 
much  jealousy  his  proceedings  were 
watched  hy  what  was  called  the  Court 
party,  and  ptill  more  hy  that  violent  de- 
mocratic party  which  unfortunately  formed 
the  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That,  under  such  circumstances,  ^  was 
impossible  for  the  British  Minister  to  con- 
stitute himself  the  channel  of  communica- 
tion between  the  King  and  his  subjects,  and 
still  less  the  organ  of  the  House  of  Peers. 
But,  though  officially  I  could  take  no 
part  in  the  matter,  I  would,  if  the  only 
object  of  the  Peers  was  to  convey  their 
sentiments  to  the  King,  undertake  to  re- 
peat to  an  individual  I  named,  who  was 
known  to  be  entirely  in  the  King's  confi- 
dence (but  as  mere  matter  of  conversa- 
tion), the  whole  of  what  had  passed  ;  in 
the  full  confidence  that  it  would  be  re- 
peated to  His  Majesty  in  the  course  of  a 
very  few  hours.  That  the  King  would 
then  decide  in  the  manner  that  should 
seem  best  to  himself,  but  that  that  de- 
cision I  would  not  attempt  to  influence. 

This  offer  was  accepted.  The  informa- 
tion was  conveyed  to  the  King,  and  gra- 
ciously received;  and  His  Majesty  deter- 
mined, as  soon  as  the  religious  ceremonies 
of  Easter  week  were  over,  to  call  to  his 
presence  some  of  the  leading  Peers,  and, 
having  listened  to  what  they  had  to  pro- 
pose, to  come  to  a  determination  upon  the 
subject.  The  result  was,  that  although  the 
King  did  not  deem  it  prudent  to  call  the 
whole  Council  of  State  together,  he  added 
the  Princes  Villhermosa  and  Cossaro  to  the 
Cabinet,  without  portfolios,  in  order  to  give 
more  strength  to  his  Government.  The 
first  step  of  this  new  Ministry  was  to 
engage  His  Majesty  to  send  down  a  mes- 
sage to  the  House  of  Commons,  urging  it 
to  turn  its  immediate  attention  to  the 
question  of  supplies.  The  House  received 
this  message  with  great  indignation,  con- 


sidering it  to  be  an  infringement  upon  its 
privileges.  Some  very  violent  speeches 
were  made,  and  a  Motion  to  call  the  whole 
of  the  Cabinet  to  the  bar  of  the  House, 
in  order  to  be  publicly  reprimanded,  was 
only  lost  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Speaker.  No  supphes  were  voted  ;  but  a 
Committee  was  named  to  endeavour  to 
reconcile  all  differences  with  the  Peers, 
with  the  view  to  a  united  resistance  to 
any  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  privi- 
leges of  either  House.  The  gravity  of 
these  circumstances  was  greatly  enhanoed 
by  the  accounts  arriving  from  the  Conti- 
nent about  this  period :  the  triumphant 
progress  of  Napoleon  from  Elba  to  Paris, 
the  great  military  preparations  going  on 
in  the  kingdom  of  Naples,  and  the  immi-> 
nence  of  a  general  war. 

Some  time  having  again  elapsed,  with- 
out any  decision  with  respect  to  the  sup- 
plies, the  King  was  advised  by  his  Minis- 
ters to  make  another  appeal  to  the  Com- 
mons for  the  necessary  grants,  and  to 
make  that  appeal  in  person.  In  com- 
pliance with  this  suggestion,  the  King 
went  down  to  the  House  of  Peers,  and, 
having  summoned  the  Commons  to  the  bar, 
explained  to  them  the  state  of  penury  to 
which  the  Government  was  reduced.  He  also 
informed  them  that  the  war  had  actually 
commenced  by  an  attack  made  upon  the 
Austrians  by  the  Neapolitan  troops  under 
Murat,  in  the  North  of  Italy;  that  he  been 
strongly  urged  by  his  Allies,  particularly 
by  the  Emperor  of  Austria  and  King  of 
Sardinia,  to  effect  as  strong  a  demonstra- 
tion upon  the  opposite  coast  of  Calabria  as 
the  forces  at  his  disposal  would  allow; 
that,  consequently,  a  force  was  assembling 
at  Melazzo,  under  the  command  of  the 
British  General,  Sir  Robert  M'Farlane, 
composed  partly  of  British  and  partly  of 
Sicilian  troops,  in  order  to  carry  this  plan 
into  effect ;  that  he  was  very  desirous  of 
joining  this  expedition  in  person,  but  that 
it  was  evident  he  could  neither  do  so,  nor 
even  continue  to  carry  on  the  ordinary  go- 
vernment of  the  country,  without  their  as-» 
sistance.  He  said  he  had  directed  his 
Minister  of  Finance  to  lay  a  statement  of 
the  wants  of  the  nation  before  them;  but 
that  if,  after  the  expiration  of  a  reasonable 
time,  they  should  be  either  unable  or  un- 
willing to  come  to  any  determination  upon 
the  subject,  he  should  feel  himself  com- 
pelled, in  the  true  interests  of  his  people, 
to  adopt  those  more  vigorous  measures 
which  circumstances  might  require  and 
necessity  justify. 
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This  speech   made  a  considerahle  im- 
pression upon  the  House,  and,  what  was, 
perhaps,  of  still  greater  importance,  was 
very  favourably  received  out  of  the  House  ; 
so  much  so,  that  the  Commons  at  length 
deemed    it   advisable   to    take  the   ques- 
tion of  supplies  into  consideration  ;    and  if  > 
the  King's  requirements  had  been  zealously 
supported  by  the  Ministers,  there  can  be  ' 
little  doubt  but  that  all  the  demands  made  | 
would  have  been  accorded.     But,  owing  to  ! 
some  petty  jealousy  of  the  Prince  Villher-  j 
mosa,  the  other  Ministers  were  so  luke-  \ 
warm  in  their  support  of  these  demands, 
that,    although   supplies   were   at  length 
voted,  they  were  not  suflScient  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  State,  and  the  burden  of 
them  was  thrown  upon  objects  which  could 
little  bear  any  additional  taxation.     Such 
as  they  were,  however,  the  King  was  under 
the  necessity  of  accepting  them.     He  was 
pressed   for   time,    and   dared   not  make 
another  appeal  to  the  generosity  of  the  Par- 
liament, which  would  very  probably  have 
ended  in  the  refusal  of  supplies  altogether. 

There  now  remained  but  the  question  of 
the  revision  and  completion  of  the  consti- 
tution. The  Ministers  were  desirous  that 
this  should  be  done  by  the  King  alone — 
that  he  should  dissolve  the  Parliament  and 
appoint  the  Committee.  The  Prince  Vill- 
hermosa  very  properly  opposed  himself  to 
this  unnecessarily  unconstitutional  proceed- 
ing. He  undertook  that  a  Motion  should 
be  made  in  each  House,  inviting  the  King 
to  charge  himself  with  the  nomination  of 
a  Committee  for  the  purpose  contemplated. 
This  Motion  passed  without  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  the  Peers,  but  it  met  with 
great  opposition  in  the  Commons;  and, 
though  the  address  was  ultimately  carried, 
it  came  saddled  with  a  proviso  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
the  Committee,  the  whole  should  again  be 
submitted  to  the  Commons  previous  to 
execution — a  proviso  evidently  leading  to 
the  same  scenes  and  the  same  difficulties 
in  the  new  Parliament  which  had  so  unfor- 
tunately prevailed  in  that  now  assembled. 

The  King,  however,  was  induced  by  his 
Ministers  to  accept  the  charge  proposed  to 
him.  He  did  so  by  Royal  Commission. 
The  Commissioner  informed  the  House 
that  the  King  would  proceed  immediately 
to  the  nomination  of  the  Committee,  to 
which  he  would  issue  instructions  for  the 
regulation  of  its  proceedings.  He  also 
announced  to  the  Commons  that  the  King 
was  about  to  proceed  immediately  to  Me- 
lazzo,  and  had  been  pleased  to  appoint  the 


Hereditary  Prince  to  act  for  him  during 
his  absence;  that  under  such  circumstances 
their  presence  was  no  longer  necessary  in 
the  capital,  and  he  was  instructed  to  pro- 
rogue the  Chamber. 

The  Parliament  was  dissolved  the  same 
night.  A  decree  appeared  the  following 
day,  appointing  the  Committee.  It  con- 
sisted of  six  Members  of  the  House  of 
Peers,  six  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  six  members  of  the  magistracy, 
to  whom  was  confided  the  new  organisation 
of  the  tribunals,  and  the  completion  of  the 
new  codes.  It  was  at  that  time  hoped  that 
the  labours  of  this  Committee  might  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  in  the  com'se  of 
the  year,  and  a  new  Parliament  be  then 
assembled  under  better  auspices.  My 
Lords,  from  the  moment  tluit  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  concurred  in  ad- 
dresses to  the  King,  calling  upon  him  to 
name  {i  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
vising, rectifying,  and  completing  the 
constitution,  any  responsibility  which  might 
have  been  supposed  to  attach  to  Great 
Britain,  on  account  of  the  active  interfe- 
rence of  its  representative  in  the  earlier 
stages  of  these  transactions,  fell  at  once 
to  the  ground.  When  this  was  followed 
by  the  withdrawal  of  our  troops,  and  by 
the  cessation  of  the  subsidiary  payment, 
all  pretence  or  excuse  for  further  interfe- 
rence in  the  internal  government  of  Sicily, 
terminated  also.  The  Sicilians  had  now 
their  constitution  before  them,  which,  even 
if  it  had  not  altogether  originated  with 
them,  was  at  least  theirs  by  adoption,  and 
it  was  now  for  the  nation  to  support  the 
privileges  it  had  obtained,  without  any 
further  reliance  upon  foreign  interference. 
If  the  nation  had  neither  the  courage  nor 
the  will  to  do  this,  it  was  quite  evident 
that  either  Sicily  was  not  ripe  for  such  a 
constitution,  or  that  the  Sicilians  were 
unfit  to  appreciate  or  enjoy  it.  In  either 
case,  from  that  moment,  the  responsibility 
of  England  was  totally  and  entirely  at  an 
end. 

The  sequel  is  quickly  told,  for  iu  that 
England  was  only  called  upon  to  play  a 
passive  part.  Murat  fell,  and  the  seat  of 
Government  was  transfeiTed  to  Naples. 
For  nearly  a  year  nothing  was  heard  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Parliamentary  Oom« 
mittee;  but  at  the  commencement  of  1816, 
I  was  informed  by  the  Marquess  de  Cir- 
cello,  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
that  it  had  not  advanced  one  step.  That, 
notwithstanding  the  urgent  instances  of 
the  Hereditary  Prince,  it  had  seldom  met. 
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and  when  it  did  meet  it  decided  upon  no- 
thing. That  some  of  its  Members  ab- 
sented themselves  altogether  from  personal 
motives  ;  others  were  lukewarm  in  their 
attendance  under  the  persuasion  that  this 
constitution  could  never  be  adapted  to  the 
circumstances  of  tho  country ;  but  the 
greater  number  came  with  the  full  deter- 
mination of  doing  nothing,  in  the  hope 
that,  if  nothing  were  done,  the  Govern- 
meut  would  find  itself  under  the  necessity 
of  calling  the  Parliament  together  in  the 
same  form  in  which  it  had  existed  at  tho 
period  of  the  dissolution,  the  taxes  all  ex- 
piring at  the  end  of  the  year. 

This  attempt  to  complete  and  modify 
the  constitution  having  proved  as  unsuc- 
cessful as  every  other  attempt  which  had 
becu  made  with  that  object,  the  Marquess 
went  on  to  say,  that  some  further  inter- 
position of  the  Royal  authority  was  become 
inevitable,  for  if  tho  Parliament  were 
allowed  to  meet  in  the  same  form  and  in 
the  same  spirit  in  which  it  had  hitherto 
existed,  there  could  not  be  the  slightest 
doubt  but  that  by  the  violence  of  its  pro- 
ceedings and  language,  backed  by  the  ex- 
treme license  of  the  Sicilian  press,  it  would 
soon  spread  the  revolutionary  spirit  into 
His  Majesty's  continental  kingdom;  and 
there  he  was  precluded  by  his  treaty  with 
Austria  from  introducing  any  form  of  go- 
vernment at  variance  with  the  system  by 
which  the  Italian  provinces,  under  the 
House  of  Austria,  were  governed.  But 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  this 
treaty,  and  notwithstanding  every  publicity 
that  might  be  given  to  it,  it  was  impos- 
sible, the  Marquess  said,  to  believe  that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  larger  kingdom 
would  remain  the  tranquil  spectators  of  all 
that  was  passing  in  Sicily  without  an  at- 
tempt to  secure  for  themselves  eqnal  pri- 
vileges. A  revolution  would  become  in- 
evitable, the  flames  of  which  would  spread 
through  the  whole  of  Italy,  and  the  gene- 
ral peace  of  Europe  be  again  endangered. 

The  Marquess  then  informed  me  that 
this  danger  had  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  representatives  of  the  great  European 
Powers  who  had  lately  been  assembled  at 
Milan  for  the  coronation  of  the  Emperor 
Francis,  so  much  so,  that  Prince  Ruffo, 
the  Neapolitan  Ambassador  at  Vienna, 
(himself  a  Sicilian,)  had  been  induced  to 
draw  up  a  memoire  upon  the  subject  for 
circulation  amongst  the  diplomatic  body. 

A  copy  of  this  paper  the  Marquess 
placed  in  my  hands  for  perusal.  It  was  a 
long,  able,  though  perhaps  rather  highly 
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coloured  pictufe  of  the  anarchy  which  had 
prevailed  in  Sicily  ever  since  the  first  at- 
tempt made  to  change  the  form  of  its  con- 
stitution. After  expatiating  at  some  length 
upon  this  subject,  the  Prince  proceeded  to 
point  out  the  dangers  with  which  Italy  was 
menaced  by  the  immediate  propinquity  of 
so  turbulent  an  assembly;  an  assembly 
which  had  already  rendered  itself  so  hate- 
ful to  the  great  majority  of  the  Sicilian 
people  by  the  violence  of  its  proceedings, 
that  he  pledged  himself  not  the  slightest 
obstacle  would  be  opposed  to  its  suppres- 
sion and  a  return  to  the  old  order  of  things, 
unless  such  opposition  should  be  stirred  up 
by  the  active  interference  of  any  preponde- 
rating foreign  Power.  The  paper  con- 
cluded by  requesting  the  good  oflBces  of  the 
Allies  to  draw  from  the  British  Government 
some  explanation  of  its  views  upon  the 
subject,  and  whether  it  would  abstain  from 
active  interference  in  the  event  of  the  King 
finding  it  necessary,  in  the  true  interest  of 
his  people,  to  put  an  end  to  the  Parliament 
of  1812,  and  to  revert  to  the  older  system. 

The  Marquess  further  informed  me  that 
this  paper  had  already  been  transmitted  to 
the  British  Government,  and  a  copy  sent 
to  the  Neapolitan  Representative  in  Lon- 
don. 

When  I  learnt  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  already  in  possession  of  this 
paper,  and  that  the  question  had,  in  fact, 
become  a  European  question,  I  did  "not 
think  it  advisable  to  enter  into  any  discus- 
sion with  the  Marquess  de  Circello  upon 
the  subject,  but  to  wait  for  instructions. 
I  satisfied  myself  with  observing  to  him, 
that  I  thought  he  would  find  it  extremely 
difficult  to  obtain  from  the  British  Govern- 
ment any  approbation  of  the  proposed  mea- 
sures— that  assuredly  no  pledge  would  bo 
given  such  as  that  which  they  seemed  to 
expect — and  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  views 
and  wishes  of  Great  Britain  had  been  suffi- 
ciently clearly  expressed  in  the  paper  I 
had  myself  circulated  two  years  before, 
and  that  I  did  not  see  what  reason  His 
Sicilian  Majesty  had  to  expect  any  further 
explanation. 

Here  the  subject  was  allowed  to  drop 
for  the  moment. 

It  so  happened  that,  before  this  commu- 
nication was  made  to  me,  I  had  obtained 
permission  from  my  Government  to  absent 
myself  from  my  post  for  a  short  time  upon 
urgent  private  business;  but  I  delayed  my 
departure  for  some  weeks,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  receiving  some  instructions  from  my 
Government  upon  these  subjects.  None 
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arriving,  I  proceeded  to  England  in  the 
month  of  May;  it  was,  therefore,  not  until 
my  return  in  October  that  I  was  enabled  to 
communicate  to  the  Neapolitan  Ministers 
the  decision  of  the  British  Government. 

This  was  done  by  the  communication  of 
Lord  Castlereagh's  despatch  of  the  6th  of 
September,  an  extract  from  which  has 
lately  been  placed  upon  your  Lordships'  ta- 
ble. I  was  directed  to  say  that,  as  far  as 
regarded  the  Prince  Regent's  own  conduct, 
His  Royal  Highness  must  decline  any  in- 
terference in  the  internal  affairs  of  a  foreign 
and  independent  State,  which  his  own 
honour  and  the  good  faith  of  his  Govern- 
ment should  not  strictly  impose  upon  him. 

That  the  Prince  Regent  would  consider 
such  interference  imposed  upon  him  as  a 
duty,  if  those  individuals  who  acted  with 
the  British  authorities  during  the  late  dif- 
ficult times  in  Sicily,  should  be  exposed  to 
either  unkindness  or  persecution  on  account 
of  such  conduct. 

His  Royal  Highness  would  feel  himself 
equally  compelled,  however  reluctantly,  to 
interfere,  if  he  had  the  mortification  to  ob- 
serve any  attempt  made  to  reduce  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  Sicilian  nation  in  such  a  de- 
gree as  might  expose  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  the  reproach  of  having  contributed 
to  a  change  of  system  in  Sicily,  which  had, 
in  the  end,  impaired  the  freedom  and  hap- 
piness of  its  inhabitants,  as  compared  with 
what  they  formerly  enjoyed. 

With  the  above  reserve.  His  Royal  High- 
ness must  wholly  exonerate  himself  from 
the  responsibility  of  any  interference  what- 
ever. Ho  felt  that  he  had  neither  the 
means  nor  the  right  to  judge  of  the  neces- 
sity of  the  change — the  extent  to  which  it 
should  be  carried — nor  the  mode  in  which 
it  should  be  effectuated. 

I  was  directed  not  to  fail  to  do  justice 
to  the  principles  upon  which  the  British 
Government  was  alone  induced,  when 
charged  with  the  defence  and  security  of 
that  part  of  His  Sicilian  Majesty's  domin- 
ions, to  interfere  in  its  internal  concerns: 
the  necessity  constituted  the  right,  and 
with  the  discontinuance  of  the  necessity, 
every  pretension,  as  well  as  disposition,  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain,  to  interpose  had 
also  ceased,  except  so  far  as  the  considera- 
tions of  good  faith  and  honour  above  alluded 
to,  and  which  arose  out  of  our  former  po- 
sition in  Sicily,  might  again  impose  it  on 
us  as  a  duty. 

After  having  made  this  communication 
to  the  Neapolitan  Ministers,  I  received  the 
strongest  assurance  that  the  two  reserves 


alluded  to  in  Lord  Casdereagh's  despatch 
should  be  most  religiously  attended  to. 
That,  so  far  from  any  persecution  of  those 
who  had  acted  with  the  British  authorities 
in  Sicily,  all  those  amongst  them  who  were 
qualified  for  office,  and  who  were  disposed 
to  accept  office,  should  be  included  in  the 
new  arrangements;  and  that,  by  the  de- 
cree about  to  be  issued,  all  the  privileges 
and  concessions  at  any  time  granted  to  the 
Sicilians  by  His  present  Majesty,  or  any 
of  his  royal  predecessors,  should  he  dh- 
tinctly  ratified  and  confirmed. 

Very  shortly  after  this  interview  the 
three  decrees  were  issued,  known  hy  the 
name  of  the  Arrangements  of  1816. 

The  first  declared  the  union  of  the  two 
kingdoms,  and  that  His  Majesty  would  for 
the  future  assume  the  title  of  King  of  the 
imited  kingdom  of  the  Two  Sicilies.  The 
second  established  a  Grand  Chancery,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Grand  Chancellor,  in 
which  all  decrees  and  laws  were  to  he  re- 
gistered. Also  a  Grand  Chancery  Council, 
composed  of  Sicihans  as  well  as  Neapc^i- 
tans,  in  which  all  decrees  and  laws  were 
to  be  discussed  previously  to  their  heing 
submitted  by  the  Secretaries  of  State  to 
the  King  in  Council.  This  new  Council 
virtually  put  an  end  to  the  legislative 
powers  vested  in  the  Sicilian  Parliament 
by  the  constitution  of  1812;  but  as  the 
older  Sicilian  Parliament  possessed  no  le- 
gislative powers,  this  arrangement  fell  not 
not  within  the  meaning  of  Lord  Castle- 
reagh*8  reserve.  The  third  decree  related 
exclusively  to  Sicily.  By  its  first  article 
the  King  ratified  and  confirmed  every  con- 
cession at  any  time  made  to  the  Sicilians 
by  himself  or  by  his  royal  predecessors. 
It  then  guaranteed  many  personal  advan- 
tages to  the  Sicilians.  The  exclusive  en- 
joyment of  every  place  of  honour  and  emo- 
lument in  the  island.  With  respect  to  all 
higher  offices,  as  the  population  of  Sicily 
formed  as  nearly  as  possible  one-fourth  of 
the  population  of  the  united  kingdom,  the 
Sicilians  to  possess  by  right  one-fourth 
of  the  seats  in  the  Cabinet — the  same  in 
the  Council  of  State — the  same  in  all  the 
great  offices  at  Court — the  same  in  all  di- 
plomatic appointments.  The  army  and 
navy  to  be  open  without  distinction  to  hoth 
people.  The  seat  of  Government  to  he 
wherever  the  King  resided.  If  at  Naples, 
a  prince  of  the  blood,  or  some  person  of 
the  highest  distinction,  to  reside  as  Viceroy 
at  Palermo.  If  in  Sicily,  such  Viceroy  to 
reside  at  Naples.  The  fixed  revenue  of 
the  State  to  be  that  voted  by  the  Parlia- 
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raent  of  1813,  subject  to  the  interest  of 
the  debt  contracted  in  Sicily,  and  the 
charges  of  the  sinking  fund.  This  to  be 
the  maximum,  subject  to  diminution  at  the 
King's  pleasure.  According  to  the  forms 
of  the  old  constitution,  the  King  to  have 
no  power  of  imposing  taxes,  exceeding  this 
fixed  revenue,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Parliament. 

Two  other  articles  were  added,  undoubt- 
ed boons  to  the  Sicilians,  both  of  which, 
indeed,  had  been  decreed  by  the  constitu- 
tion of  1812,  but  never  carried  into  execu- 
tion—  the  abolition  of  all  feudal  rights 
and  privileges,  and  a  new  organisation  of 
the  tribunals.  This  was  immediately  fol- 
lowed by  the  introduction  of  a  new  code  of 
Jaws,  founded  upon  the  Code  Napoleon. 
Hitherto  the  jurisprudence  of  Sicily  had 
rested  upon  a  collection  of  royal  decrees, 
many  of  them  obsolete,  many  of  them 
highly  iniquitous,  having  been  extorted  by 
Court  favour,  and  very  many  of  them  con- 
tradictory. Instead  of  this  confused  mass 
of  legislation,  the  new  code  was  now  intro- 
duced which  had  been  established  by  the 
French  in  the  kingdom  of  Naples,  where 
it  had  been  found  to  work  admirably. 

These  decrees  were  published  at  Naples 
at  the  end  of  December,  and  immediately 
afterwards  at  Palermo.  It  might  have  been 
supposed  that  their  publication  would  have 
led  to  some  disorders  in  that  turbulent 
capital.  My  Lords,  they  were  received 
with  the  most  perfect  indifference  !  No 
complaint  nor  remonstrance  was  addressed 
to  the  King  by  any  municipality,  by  any 
corporate  body,  nor  from  any  other  quar- 
ter, either  at  the  time  of  their  promulga- 
tion, or  during  the  three  years  they  con- 
tinued in  force.  At  the  end  of  that  period, 
as  your  Lordships  well  know,  a  military 
revolution  broke  out  in  the  kingdom  of 
Naples,  which  led  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Spanish  constitution.  The  Palermitans 
resisted  the  introduction  of  this  constitu- 
tion in  Sicily,  and  much  blood  was  spilt  in 
the  streets  of  Palermo  ;  but  a  large  force 
of  Neapolitans  having  been  sent  over,  un- 
der General  Florestan  Pepe,  the  insurrec- 
tion was  speedily  suppressed. 

But  this  new  constitution  was  also  of 
very  brief  duration.  A  Congress  was 
assembled  at  Laybach  in  the  following 
year,  which  was  attended  by  several  of 
the  principal  Crowned  Heads  of  Europe, 
and  to  which  His  Sicilian  Majesty  was 
also  invited.  It  was  there  determined  that 
an  Austrian  army  should  march  upon  Na- 
ples, in  order  to  replace  the  King  upon 


his  throne,  who,  free  and  unshackled, 
should  then  give  that  form  of  government 
to  his  people  which  he  should  deem  be&t 
calculated  to  insure  their  happiness  and 
prosperity,  after  having  consulted  with  the 
best  and  wisest  of  his  subjects. 

I  shall  not  follow  the  events  of  that 
disastrous  campaign.  The  Neapolitans 
scarcely  made  a  show  of  resistance,  and 
the  Austrian  army  marched  into  Naples 
with  the  same  facility  it  would  have  march- 
ed into  its  own  capital.  This  army  was 
shortly  followed  by  the  King  and  hj  the 
Plenipotentiaries  charged  with  the  execu- 
tion of  all  that  had  been  decided  upon  at 
Laybach.  A  Consiglio  di  Stato  was  im- 
mediately assembled,  presided  over  by  the 
Hereditary  Prince,  to  which  the  King  sub- 
mitted the  new  form  of  government  which 
he  had  decided  upon.  It  was  immediately 
accepted  and  proclaimed. 

This  new  form  of  government  put  an 
end  to  the  Spanish  Constitution — as  the 
Spanish  Constitution  had  put  an  end  to 
the  Arrangements  of  16 — as  the  Arrange- 
ments of  '16  had  put  an  end  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  '12 — and  as  the  Constitution 
of  '12  had  put  an  end  to  the  older  Sicilian 
Constitution.  In  all  these  later  arrange- 
ments England  had  no  share. 

I  have  now,  my  Lords,  given  your  Lord- 
ships an  outline  of  the  whole  of  our  former 
connexion  with  Sicily  and  its  Government ; 
and  when  I  look  back,  after  the  lapse  of 
so  many  years,  to  all  that  then  occurred — 
setting  out  of  the  question  our  first  inter- 
ference with  the  internal  government  of 
Sicily,  which  I  hold  to  have  been  a  politi- 
cal blunder — setting  that  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  step  having  been  taken,  I 
do  not  see  what  other  course  the  British 
Government  could  have  pursued,  unless, 
indeed,  we  had  been  prepared  to  act  upon 
the  last  suggestion  of  Lord  William  Ben- 
tinck — to  have  taken  possession  of  the 
island,  and  to  have  governed  it  on  our  own 
account — I  need  hardly  point  out  to  your 
Lordships  the  difficulties  and  dangers 
which  would  have  attended  such  a  pro- 
ceeding. 

Very  shortly  after  the  promulgation  of 
these  new  arrangements,  I  was  appointed 
to  succeed  Sir  Henry  Wellesley  at  the 
Court  of  Madrid,  and  left  Naples  for  my 
new  destination.  I  am,  consequently,  un- 
able to  give  your  Lordships  any  account  of 
what  passed  subsequently  to  the  close  of 
the  year  1821. 

I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  other 
point  upon  which  it  can  be  necessary  for 
Z2 


679 


Foreign  Affairs — 


{LORDS} 


Besolutions, 


680 


me  to  touch.  I  have  only  to  thank  your 
Lordships  for  the  patient  attention  with 
which  you  have  listened  to  a  very  tedious, 
and,  I  fear,  a  very  ill-told  tale.  Had  the 
matter  fallen  into  other  hands — in  the 
hands  of  one  more  accustomed  to  address 
your  Lordships — nobody  can  be  more  con- 
scious than  I  am  that  it  would  have  been 
brought  before  you  in  a  more  clear,  more 
intelligible,  and  certainly  in  a  more  satis- 
factory form. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO :  The  noble  Lowl 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  certainly  shown  i 
that  he  was  not  open  to  the  reproach  di- 
rected against  him  (Lord  Minto)  by  the  ■ 
noble  and  learned  Lords  opposite,  of  any  | 
fondness  for  free  government.     Both  those  j 
noble  Lords  talked  as  if  free  government, 
constitutional   government,    representative  | 
government,  was  established  in  Sicily  for  \ 
the  first  time  in  1812;  and  they  spoke  of  j 
it  as  a  wild  experiment  of  Lord  William 
Bentinck's,  undertaken  apparently  without 
any  authority  from  his  own  Government.  : 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  he  must  endeavour  l 
to  vindicate  the  memory  of  Lord  William  | 
Bcntinck  from  this  reproach;  because,  as  i 
was    well   known  to  every  one  who  had 
looked  into   the  history  of  these  transac-  j 
tions,  on  his  arrival  in  Sicily,  finding  the 
Court  engaged  in  treacherous  intrigue  with 
France,  and  in  a  course  of  arbitrary  mea- 
sures subversive  of  the  constitution  and  of 
the  rights  of  the  nation.  Lord  William  im- 
mediately left  the  island  and  proceeded  to 
England,  in  order  to  confer  with  his  own 
Government  as  to  the  course  which  should 
be  taken.     Ho  did  communicate  with  his 
own  Government;  and  it  was  under  their 
instructions  that  he  took  those  measures 
which  he  immediately  afterwards  resorted 
to,   in   restoring  and  remodelling  the  old 
constitution  of  Sicily.     Now,   then,   with 
regard  to  the  constitutional  rights  and  ex- 
perience of  the   Sicilians,  many  of  their 
Lordships  might  not  be  aware  that  that 
country  had  been  for  nearly  as  long  a  pe- 
riod as   ourselves  in  the  enjoyment  of  a 
free    Government,   which  dated  from  the 
11th  century.     It  was  towards  the  close  of 
the  1 3th  century,  in  the  year  1296,  that 
the  statutes  of  Frederick  II.  of  Arragon, 
considered  as  the  Magna  Charta  of  Sicily, 
were  enacted;  and  though  this  charter  was 
dated  eighty-one  years  later  than  the  char-  j 
ter  of  King  John,  of  which  Englishmen  | 
were  so  justly  proud ;  yet  he  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  the  Sicilian  charter  was, 
of  the  two,  the  larger  and  more  liberal  in 
its  provisions.   The  successors  of  Frederick, 


of  all  the  various  dynasties  that  ruled  in 
Sicily,  had  sworn  to  that  charter.  It  was 
sworn  to  by  the  great  grandfather  of  the 
present  King,  the  first  of  his  dynasty,  and 
by  his  successors  on  their  accession  to  the 
Crown.  So  far,  therefore,  from  its  being 
true,  as  assumed  by  some  noble  Lords, 
that  constitutional  government  was  wan- 
tonly introduced  for  the  first  time  in  1812, 
it  appears  that  the  Sicilians  are  entitled  to 
contest  with  ourselves  the  antiquity  and 
constant  possession  of  free  representative 
institutions.  Nor  was  this  constitution  an 
empty  form,  with  the  mere  privilege  of 
taxation,  as  represented  by  the  noble  Lord; 
the  Sicilian  Parliament  possessed  and  exer- 
cised supreme  and  extensive  powers,  in 
some  respects  more  extensive  and  more 
constant  than  those  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment itself.  For  it  appointed  a  Committee 
of  twelve  Members,  who,  during  the  non- 
sitting  of  Parliament,  exercised  much  of 
its  authority — who  were  charged  during 
the  recess  with  the  maintenance  of  the  na- 
tional laws  and  liberties,  and  the  collection 
and  administration  of  the  public  revenue. 
In  the  year  1806,  King  Ferdinand  was,  for 
the  second  time,  driven  from  Naples  to 
take  refuge  in  Sicily,  where  he  was  fol- 
lowed by  a  needy  swarm  of  Neapolitan 
courtiers,  to  satisfy  whose  cravings  the 
most  illegal  exactions  were  practised,  pub- 
lic and  private  funds  were  appropriated 
under  Royal  authority,  the  course  of  jus- 
tice was  obstructed  to  protect  cnminal 
favourites  of  the  Court,  and  all  office  and 
employment  was  monopolised  by  Neapoli- 
tans. It  was  at  this  period  that  a  large 
English  force  was  sent  to  Sicily,  which 
continued  to  occupy  the  island  up  to  the 
time  of  the  general  peace.  In  1810  the 
intrigues  of  the  Queen  with  Napoleon  for 
the  cession  of  Sicily  to  the  French,  were 
discovered;  and  in  1811  a  decree  was  pro- 
mulgated by  the  King,  of  his  own  autho- 
rity, appropriating  the  property  of  religious 
bodies  and  of  municipalities,  and  imposing 
a  tax  of  one  per  cent  on  all  sales.  Forty- 
four  members  of  the  Baronial  Estate  bar- 
ing signed  a  protest  against  this  arbitrary 
proceeding,  five  of  the  most  considerable 
amongst  them  were  immediately  arrested 
and  consigned  to  separate  confinement  iu 
the  neighbouring  islands.  It  was  while 
matters  were  in  this  state,  that  Lord  Wil- 
liam Bentinck  returned  from  London.  We 
had  a  British  force  of  15,000  men  in  the 
island,  and  we  paid  a  large  subsidy  for  the 
support  of  a  Sicilian  army.  The  Govern- 
ment was  now  carried  on  under  the  influ- 
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euce  of  Lord  William,  acting,  not,  as  he  is 
unfairly  represented  by  the  noble  Lord,  in 
the  capacity  of  a  mere  general,  officiously 
meddling   in   political  affairs  beyond   the 
sphere  of  his  duties,  but  in  the  character 
of  a   British    Minister,    representing   his 
Sovereign  and  his  Government,  and  guided 
by  their  special   instructions.      He  com- 
pelled the  King  to  surrender  his  authority 
to  his  son,  the  Hereditary  Prince,  who  was 
invested  with  iaQ  Alter  Ego,  The  exiled  Ba- 
rons were  recalled  and  raised  to  office;  and, 
under  Lord  William's  direction,  a  reform 
of  the  constitution  was  proposed  to  the 
Sicilian  Parliament,  and  there  enacted  with 
the  sanction  of  both  the  Regent  and  the 
King;  nor  could  he  (Lord  Minto)  see  any 
reason  why  such  a  constitution  should  not 
work  as  well  in  Sicily  as  in  England.     It 
may  be  that  during  the  short  time  in  which 
the  constitution  of  1812  was  in  force  there 
were  frequent  contests  between  the  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Court;  but  where  the  Court 
seeks  to  invade  the  liberties  of  the  nation 
such  conflict  will  arise ;  and  in  the  reigns 
of  Cbarles  the  First,  Charles  the  Second, 
and  of  James  the  Second,  the  course  of 
Parliamentary   Government    in    our   own 
country  did  not  always  run  smooth.   Sicily 
remained  under  this  constitution,  accepted 
and  sworn  to  by  the  King  and  by  his  son, 
till  the  conclusion  of  peace  in  1815.     It 
had  always  existed  as  a  distinct  and  in- 
dependent kingdom   notwithstanding  any 
union  of  the  Crowns,  and  the  King  reigned 
as  Ferdinand  the  Third  in  Sicily,  as  Fer- 
dinand the  Fourth  at  Naples — these  coun- 
tries standing   in  precisely  the  same   re- 
lation  to    each    other    as    Scotland    and 
England  before  the  Union.     By  the  con- 
stitution of   1812  this  separate  indepen- 
dence was  confirmed,  and  extended  to  a 
separation  also  of  the  Crowns,  it  being  en- 
acted,  that  if  the  King  should  ever  re- 
cover and  accept  the  Crown  of  Naples,  the 
kingdom  of  Sicily  should  then  devolve  on 
another  member  of  his  family.     In   the 
year  1814,  the  King,  having  been  aUowed 
to  resume  the  exercise  of  his  Royal  autho- 
rity, hastened  to  dismiss  the  constitutional 
Ministers  whom   he  found   in   office,    re- 
placing them  with  creatures  of  his  own ; 
and  previously  to  the  evacuation  of  the 
island  by  the  British  troops,  a  well-founded 
apprehension  of  his  design  against  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  his  subjects  was  enter- 
tained.    It  was  then  that  the  noble  Lord, 
who  (as   Sir  William  A'Court)  had  suc- 
ceeded Lord  William  Bentinck,  issued  the 
remarkable  memorandum  to  which  he  has 


referred,  announcing  as  the  only  condition 
on  which  our  sanction  could  be  given  to 
a  modification  of  the  Government — 

"  that  any  change  to  be  introduced  should  be 
made  by  Parliament  in  a  legal  and  constitutional 
manner,  as  far  removed  from  any  direct  interven- 
tion of  overbearing  authority  on  the  one  band,  as 
from  any  undue  exercise  of  popular  interference 
on  the  other." 

This  was  the  declaration  of  the  British 
Minister,  and  it  was  received  by  the  people 
of  Sicily  as  an  assurance  of  the  continued 
protection  of  the  British  Government.  In 
the  year  1815  a  commission  was  named 
by  the  King  to  prepare  proposals  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  for  the  comple- 
tion and  correction  of  the  constitution;  and 
instructions  comprised  in  a  memorandum 
of  thirty  articles  were  transmitted  to  the 
commissioners,  who  however  never  met; 
and  in  the  month  of  May  the  King  having 
quitted  Sicily  and  established  himself  at 
Naples,  he  in  the  following  month  con- 
tracted that  secret  treaty  with  Austria 
which  may  be  regarded  as  the  key  to  all 
the  Austrian  policy  in  Italy,  by  which  he 
engaged  to  give  no  institutions  in  his  domi- 
nions which  might  be  irreconcileable  with 
those  established  in  the  Austrian  provinces. 
The  Sicilian  Parliament  was  never  again 
assembled,  and  in  1816  the  intention  of 
overthi'owing  all  constitutional  government 
in  the  island  was  openly  avowed.  This, 
as  might  be  expected,  led  to  serious  re- 
monstrance from  the  British  Government; 
and  a  despatch  from  Lord  Castlereagh  of 
the  6th  September,  1816,  conveyed  the 
instructions  their  Lordships  were  about  to 
hear  to  Sir  William  A'Court.  This  de- 
spatch, after  stating  that  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Prince  Regent  must  decline  any 
interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of  a 
foreign  and  independent  State  which  bis 
own  honour  and  the  good  faith  of  his  Go- 
vernment shall  not  strictly  impose  upon 
him,  proceeded  in  these  words  : — 

**  You  may  apprize  the  Neapolitan  Minister  that 
the  Prince  Regent  would  consider  such  interfe- 
rence imposed  upon  him  as  a  duty,  if  (which  he 
persuades  himself  after  the  assurances  received 
from  His  Sicilian  Majesty  can  never  happen) 
those  individuals  who  acted  with  the  British  au- 
thorities during  the  late  difficult  times  in  Sioily 
should  be  exposed  either  to  unkindness  or  perse- 
cution on  account  of  such  conduct.  His  Royal 
Ilighness  would  feel  himself  equally  compelledg 
however  reluctantly,  to  interfere  if  he  hiiid  the 
mortification  to  observe  any  attempt  made  to  re- 
duce the  privileges  of  the  Sicilian  nation  in  such  a 
degree  as  might  expose  the  British  Government 
to  the  reproach  of  having  contributed  to  a  change 
of  system  in  Sioily  which  had  in  the  end  impaired 
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the  freedom  and  happiness  of  its  inhabitants  as  ] 
compared  with  what  they  formerly  enjoyed." 

On  the  5th  of  November,  in  a  despatch 
addressed  to  Lord  Castlercagh,  Sir  Wil- 
liam A 'Court  reported  his  communication 
of  these  instructions  to  the  Neapolitan  Go- 
vernment assembled  in  Council,  where 
having  thoroughly  explained  the  line 
which  the  British  Government  had  de- 
termined to  pursue,  he  received,  as  he 
stated,  the  most  unqualified  assurances 
of  His  Sicilian  Majesty's  intention  strictly 
to  abide  by  the  conditions  which  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  Regent  had  thought 
proper  to  declare  to  be  necessary  to  en- 
sure his  non-interference.  The  despatch 
then  proceeded  to  announce  a  series  of 
decrees  to  be  issued,  one  of  which,  after 
"  confirming  to  the  Sicilians  all  the  privi- 
leges conceded  to  them  by  the  present  So- 
vereign and  his  predecessors,'*  continued 
one  by  one  to  revoke  every  privilege  of  a 
free  people,  and  established  an  arbitrary 
form  of  government.  It  was,  however, 
provided  in  this  decree  that  all  civil  and 
ecclesiastical  offices  in  the  island  should  be 
granted  to  Sicilians  only — that  all  Sicilian 
causes  should  be  finally  decided  in  Sicily — 
and  that  the  tribunals  of  Palermo  should 
bo  entirely  independent  of  those  of  Naples: 
the  permanent  revenue  of  Sicily  to  be 
fixed  by  the  King,  but  never  to  exceed 
the  sum  of  1,847,687  ounces,  which  had 
been  voted  bv  the  Sicilian  Parliament  of 
1811.     Sir  William  A'Gourt  added— 

"  His  Aiijesty  finally  declares  that  ho  will  at  no 
time,  and  under  no  circumstances,  attempt  to  i 
levy  any  taxes  in  Sicily,  exceeding  this  permanent 
revenue,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament.  This 
last  expression  gave  rise  to  a  considerable  degree 
of  discussion  in  this  as  well  as  in  subsequent  con- 
feronces,  it  being  desired  to  substitute  the  words 
'  without  consent  of  the  Sicilian  nation.'  To  this  I 
most  strongly  objected.  The  immense  importance 
of  the  word  will  certainly  not  escape  your  Lord- 
ship. It  is,  in  fact,  the  key-stone  of  our  consis- 
tency, the  omission  of  which  would  undoubtedly 
subject  us  to  the  reproach  particularly  pointed  out 
in  my  instructions.  We  cannot  consent  to  its 
omission,  and  of  this  the  Neapolitan  Government 
is  fully  aware." 

Groat  and  violent  as  was  this  invasion  of 
the  riglits  of  the  Sicilian  nation,  and  of  the 
constitution  to  which  the  King  had  sworn, 
it   was  nevertheless  thus  subjected   to  im- 
portant conditions  exacted  by  the  British 
Minister,  and  constituting  an  engagement 
"with   the  British   Government.      None   of 
these  conditions  were,   however,  observed.  I 
Arbitrary    government    was     established.  [ 
Keapolitans  were  placed  in  almost  every  ' 
office,     The  course  of  justice  was  obstruct- 


ed and  corrupt.  A  system  of  dilation  by 
the  infamous  agents  of  tho  secret  police 
everywhere  prevailed.  The  promised  limit 
of  taxation  was  disregarded,  and  instead  of 
1,847,687  ounces,  it  was  increased  to 
2,318,000  ounces  by  Royal  authority  alone, 
an  addition  of  rather  more  than  25  per  cent. 
The  ruin  and  suffering  under  this  system 
of  tyranny  became  intolerable,  and  towards 
tho  end  of  1847  a  determined  spirit  of  re- 
sistance had  appeared.  Hopes  were,  how- 
ever, held  out,  that  on  the  12th  of  January, 
the  anniversary  of  the  King's  birth-day, 
some  great  concessions  would  be  announced, 
and  that  some  of  the  grievances  which 
had  borne  so  heavily  on  them  would  be 
removed  or  lightened.  No  such  conces- 
sions were,  however,  made,  and  no  such  re- 
lief was  afforded  :  a  general  feeling  of  dis- 
content and  dissatisfaction  prevailed  in  con- 
sequence throughout  the  country,  and  on 
that  day  the  insurrection  commenced  at  Pa- 
lermo, which  terminated  in  the  expulsion  of 
the  King's  troops,  and  the  erection  of  a 
Provisional  Government  in  the  island.  It 
was  in  this  state  of  things  that  he  (Lord 
Minto)  was  invited  to  go  to  Naples,  having 
hitherto  uniformly  declined  to  take  any 
part  in  the  affairs  either  of  Sicily  or  of 
Naples,  beyond  a  private  communication 
of  opinion  to  the  Neapolitan  Minister,  that 
the  prevailing  system  of  misgovernment 
could  no  longer  be  safely  maintained.  The 
aspect  of  affairs  at  Naples  had  long  been 
a  subject  of  great  uneasiness  to  the  neigh- 
bouring States;  and  it  liad  been  evident  to 
every  one  acquainted  with  the  country  that 
the  continued  refusal  of  such  merely  ad- 
ministrative and  ministerial  reforms  of 
abuses  as  would  then  have  satisfied  the 
nation,  must  lead  to  a  violent  collision  be- 
tween the  people  and  the  Government,  and 
to  a  new  order  of  things  calculated  to  agi- 
tate the  public  mind,  and  endanger  the 
tranquil  establishment  of  that  moderate 
measure  of  reform  which  had  been  effected 
in  the  rest  of  Italy.  Many  representations 
to  this  effect  were  made  to  the  King  of 
Naples,  but  without  success,  till  his  posi- 
tion became  no  longer  tenable,  when  he 
suddenly  announced  the  creation  of  a  con- 
stitution framed  upon  tho  most  popular 
basis  of  representative  government,  which, 
as  had  been  foreseen,  led  to  similar  conces- 
sions in  all  the  other  Italian  States.  On 
reaching  Naples,  the  hopelessness  of  any 
attempt  to  effect  a  legislative  union  of  the 
two  Sicilies  was  apparent.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  create  a  separate  legislature  for 
the  internal  affairs  of  each  country,  with 
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a  combined  general  legislature  to  deal  with 
questions  affecting  the  common  interest  of 
both.  The  conditions  of  this  arrangement 
were  the  subject  of  much  unnecessarily 
protracted  negotiation,  till  at  length  intel- 
telligence  arriving  of  the  revolution  in 
France,  it  was  then  felt  that  the  new 
hopes  encouraged  by  that  event  would  in- 
duce the  Sicilians  to  reject  all  terms  short 
of  their  absolute  independence  of  Naples, 
subject  only  to  the  union  of  the  Crowns, 
which  we  might  still  hope  to  maintain  by  a 
timely  offer  of  those  terms.  And  such 
accordingly  were  the  terms  which,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  (Lord  Minto)  advised 
the  Neapolitan  Government  to  concede. 
At  a  Council  which  he  attended  by  the 
King's  desire,  several  decrees  were,  after 
long  discussion,  agreed  to,  which  it  was 
hoped  might  find  acceptance  in  Sicily,  and 
of  which  he  was  requested,  and  consented, 
to  be  the  bearer  and  negotiator  at  Pa- 
lermo. Throughout  the  whole  course  of 
this  protracted  negotiation,  it  had  been 
his  desire  and  his  endeavour  to  establish, 
BO  far  as  might  be  practicable,  the  closest 
relations  between  the  two  countries,  and, 
above  all,  to  secure  an  union  of  the  Crowns 
in  the  person  of  the  same  Sovereign. 
While  stating  this,  however,  to  the  Nea- 
politan Ministers,  he  invariably  told  them 
that  he  could  not  regard  the  present  out- 
break of  the  Sicilians  as  an  act  of  unlaw- 
ful insun-ection  against  their  legitimate 
Sovereign,  nor  would  he  consent  to  treat 
with  them,  or  for  them,  in  the  character  of 
rebels.  That  the  constitution  of  1812, 
which  they  demanded,  was  their  right,  and 
was  by  law  at  that  moment  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  country,  the  Neapolitan  Minis- 
ters themselves  asserting  that  it  had  not 
been  revoked,  but  only  suspended  ;  but 
that  what  he  sought  was,  such  compromise 
between  right  on  the  one  side,  and  power 
on  the  other,  as  might  be  productive  of 
future  harmony  and  good  government.  He 
had  now  to  request  their  Lordships*  atten- 
tion to  the  facts  he  was  about  to  state.  He 
was  requested  to  proceed  in  person  to 
Sicily  to  negotiate — a  very  difficult  task — 
with  the  General  Committee  of  Palermo 
their  acceptance  of  certain  modifications 
of  the  constitution  of  1812,  introduced  in 
the  decrees  confided  to  him;  and  though 
these  were  known  to  be  extremely  unpala- 
table, he  had  reason  to  hope,  that  through 
his  own  personal  influence,  and  that  of  his 
Government,  and  with  the  aid  of  powerful 
interests  in  the  country,  he  might  be  able 
to  induce  the  Provisional  Government  to 


acquiesce  in  the  arrangement.  He  had 
been  confidentially  intrusted  with  these 
decrees  under  an  assurance  which  was  re- 
quired of  him,  that  he  would  not  divulgo 
them  publicly  until  he  had  ascertained  the 
certainty  of  their  acceptance.  On  his 
reaching  Palermo  with  the  English  squa- 
dron, he  learned  that  the  moment  his  back 
was  turned,  these  decrees  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  Government  newspapers  at 
Naples,  and  sent  express  by  a  Neapolitan 
steamer  to  Sicily,  for  circulation  through- 
out the  island,  where,  before  his  arrival, 
they  had  been  unanimously  rejected  —  an 
act  of  unparalleled  treachery  and  bad  faith 
on  the  part  of  the  Neapolitan  Government, 
upon  which  he  did  not  desire  to  comment. 
The  deposition  of  the  King  in  terms  of 
the  constitution  of  1812,  having  been  pro- 
nounced, he  (Lord  Minto)  refused  to  land, 
or  to  accept  of  any  of  the  honours  which 
had  been  prepared  for  his  reception,  till  at 
the  end  of  three  days  the  General  Com- 
mittee were  able  to  announce  their  recog- 
nition of  the  King,  subject  to  some  modifi- 
cation of  the  decrees  securing  the  more 
complete  independence  of  their  Govern- 
ment.  It  is  not  true,  therefore,  that,  aer 
has  been  asserted,  the  Sicilians  utterly  re- 
jected the  terms  offered  them  by  the  Kin^. 
To  the  greater  part  they  substantially  as- 
sented, only  adding  some  further  conditions* 
which  were  at  once  rejected  by  the  Neapo- 
litan Ministers,  who  then  broke  off  the 
negotiation.  And  he  should  not  do  justice 
to  the  able  and  eminent  men  with  whom 
he  had  treated  at  Palermo,  were  he  not  to 
add  that  throughout  the  whole  of  their  in- 
tercourse he  was  always  met  on  their  part 
with  the  utmost  frankness,  fairness,  and 
plain  dealing.  All  hope  of  accommodation 
with  the  King  of  Naples  being  thus  at  an 
end,  there  was  the  danger  that  the  im- 
pulse of  the  French  revolution  might  lead 
to  the  adoption  in  Sicily  of  a  republican 
form  of  government,  offering  dangerous 
example  to  the  rest  of  Italy;  and  it  became 
important  that  every  encouragement  should 
be  given  to  the  establishment  of  a  mo- 
narchical form  of  government  in  that  is- 
land. The  Sicilians  were,  therefore,  in- 
formed of  our  readiness  to  recognise  any 
sovereign  whom  they  should  place  on  the 
throne,  and  the  Duke  of  Genoa  was  in- 
dicated for  their  choice.  And  now  as  to 
our  part  in  these  and  succeeding  transac- 
tions, he  (Lord  Minto)  certainly  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  who  spoke  second  in 
the  debate,  that  it  was  much  easief  to  de- 
fend the  extent  of  our  interference,  than  to 
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justify  our  stopping  short  where  we  did  ; 
aod  he  would  onl}'  add,  that  when  our  in- 
terposition in  the  affairs  of  Sicily  was  de- 
tired  by  the  King  of  Naples,  we  were 
houTid  to  bear  in  mind  our  former  rela- 
tions, and  those  old  obligations  with  that 
i.-laiid,  which,  though  not  guaranteed  by 
the  stipulations  of  any  written  treaty,  had 
been  acknowledged  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, by  Lord  Castlereagh,  by  Lord 
Liveq>ool,  and  by  successive  Governments 
of  tills  country.  For  there  was  a  code  of 
honour  for  nations  as  for  individuals,  and 
no  one  of  their  Lordships  would  feel  ab- 
solved from  an  engagement  because  it  was 
not  engrossed  on  parchment,  and  fordfied 
by  a  .stamp.  We  had  found  Sicily  a 
free  and  inde[>endent  State ;  we  had  dur- 
ing the  war,  for  our  own  advantage,  held 
military  possession  of  the  country;  we  had 
allied  ourselves  with  the  nation  against  the 
encroachments  of  the  Crown  ;  we  had  di- 
rected its  Government ;  we  had  reformed 
its  constitution  on  the  model  of  that  of 
England ;  we  had  identified  its  interests 
with  our  own,  and  we  were  bound  to  pro- 
tect the  people  who  had  confided  in  us  and 
the  institutions  we  had  given  them.  The 
separate  independence  of  Sicily  had  al- 
ways been  acknowledged  in  England,  and 
by  no  one  more  distinctly  asserted  than  by 
the  late  Lord  Liverpool,  from  whoso  speech, 
in  the  year  1821,  he  would  read  their 
Lordships  one  short  passage.  Lord  Liver- 
pool said — 

"  Ever}'  one  who  heard  bim  was  aware  that 
Sicilv  was  a  distiuct  kingdom,  though  governed  by 
the  same  Kin^.  The  Sicilians  had  distinct  rights, 
privilcires,  and  laws.  In  short,  Sicily  possessed  a 
distinct  constitution  of  its  own." 

In  the  papers  on  the  table  of  this  House, 
the  late  King  of  the  French  was  to  be 
found  condemning,  in  still  stronger  terms, 
the  usurpation  of  the  King  of  Naples. 
Louis  Philippe  said — 

"  All  the  successive  Sovereigns  of  Naples  had 
committed  a  series  of  wrongs  upon  the  Sicilian 
IKJoplc  ever  s>ince  the  island  bad  been  restored  to 
them  in  conjunction  with  Naples.  They  had 
violated  the  constitution  which  they  had  promised 
to  uphold  by  destroying  the  nationality  which 
they  had  engaged  to  maintain.  The  edict  by 
which  th<?y  had  superseded  the  name  of  Sicily 
was  most  arbitrary.  Ilis  Majesty  considered  the 
title  of  Kini^  of  the  united  kingdom  of  the  Two 
Sifilies  as  nonsense,  but  as  having  been  devised 
for  the  insiiiious  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  Sicilian 
obligations  by  a  side  wind." 

Such  were  the  rights  of  the  people  of 
Sicily,  and  such  their  claims  upon  our 
good  offices  when  our  interposition  was 
sought  by  the  King  of  jJfaples.     It  was 


impossible  for  one  DAtbn  to  be  more  do^ 
committed  to  the  protection  of  another  n 
the  enjoyment  of  its  just  riglits,  than  we 
were  by  the  whole  tenour  of  our  oondnet; 
nor  could  we  honestly  escape  from  the  ob- 
ligation thus  incurred — an  obligation  sab- 
sequently  enhanced  bj  the   countenance 
and  encouragement  giTen  to  their  resist- 
ance,  in  our   recent  acknowledgment  of 
their  flag,  in  our  indication  of  a  aoTeraign 
for  their  choice,  in  our  promise  of  his  re- 
cognition, and  in  the  undisguised  interest 
we  manifested  in  their  cause  which  en- 
titled the  Sicilians  to  rely  on  our  powerfbl 
assistance  and  support  in  miuntaining  the 
freedom  they  had  gained.     £ngland  coaU 
not  now,  without  lasting  dishonour,  with- 
hold that    protection,   and    abandon  the 
people  of  Sicily  to  a  barbarous  tyranny. 
In  what  he  had  now  said,  he  wished  to  be 
distinctly  understood  as  speaking  for  him- 
self alone,  and  as  conveying  only  his  own 
opinion  ;  but  that  opinion  he  did  entertain, 
and  at  all  times,  and  in  idl  places,  had  ex- 
pressed, feeling,  as  he  did,  that  our  na- 
tional honour  was  involyed  in  this  question. 
He  had  the  satisfaction,  too,  of  knowing 
that  his  sentiments  were  shared  bj  many 
in  this  country;  that  they  were  such  as 
were  generously  urged  in  the  year  1821 
by  Sir  James  Mackintosh,  by  Lord  Wil- 
liam Eentinck,  and  by  no  one  more  power- 
fully than  by  the  noble  Earl,  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  whom  lie  had  hoped  to  see  in  his 
place  that  evening,  and  who  had  again,  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session,  wamdy 
reiterated  his  former  opinions  to  their  Lord- 
ships.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
opened  this  debate  had  thought  proper  to 
condemn,  in  no  very  measured  terms,  the 
conduct  of  Sir  William  Parker  and  of  the 
officers  under  his  command,  both  in  their 
proceedings  and  their  correspondence,  as 
characterised  by  partiality,  as  overstepping 
the  bounds  of  tlieir  merely  naval  duties, 
and   encroaching    upon    the    province   of 
diplomacy.     But  their  Lordships,  he  was 
sure,  would  feel,  that  whilst  our  Navy  was 
called  upon  to  visit  the  shores  of  the  whole 
habitable  world  for  the  protection  of  Bri- 
tish interests  and  commerce,  it  was  most 
useful  that  the  Government  should  bo  put 
in  possession  of  such  information *as  could 
be  obtained  from  the  observation  of  able 
aud  intelligent  officers  on  every  station ; 
that  where  a  British  force  was  found,  the 
influence  of  its  commander,  and  that  influ- 
ence always   great,  might  frequently  be 
exercised  with  advantage  in  good  offices  to 
friendly  States.     In  Sicily,  where  our  in- 
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tervention  had  been  sought,  the  attention 
of  Sir  William  Parker  and  his  squadron 
to  these  duties  was  peculiarly  required, 
and  they  were  so  conducted  on  every  part 
of  that  coast  as  to  obtain  the  full  appro- 
bation of  the  Government ;  and,  in  the 
eyes  of  all  unprejudiced  observers,  to  re- 
flect the  greatest  credit  on  the  many  excel- 
lent officers  whose  judgment,  ability,  and 
impartiality  had  been  so  signally  displayed 
on  that  service  and  in  those  offices  of 
humanity  to  which  numberless  Neapolitans 
had  owed  their  lives.  There  was  but  one 
other  observation  with  which  he  wished  to 
trouble  their  Lordships  before  he  sat  down. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  condemn- 
ed the  attempt  to  plant  the  constitution  of 
1812  in  a  nation  so  little  prepared  for  free 
government  as  the  Sicilians  ;  and  in  sup- 
port of  his  opinion,  he  had  entertained 
their  Lordships  with  the  ridiculous  account 
given  by  a  certain  traveller  of  the  dis- 
orderly proceedings  of  the  Sicilian  Parlia- 
ment. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  here 
doubly  unfortunate.  The  author  whom  he 
quoted  did  not  visit  Sicily  till  many  years 
after  the  Sicihan  constitution  and  the  Si- 
cilian Parliament  had  been  extinguished, 
and  the  scene  which  he  described  could 
only  have  occurred  at  one  of  those  tumul- 
tuous assemblies  of  the  citizens  which 
were  held  on  the  occasion  of  the  Neapoli- 
tan revolution  and  invasion  of  Sicily  in  the 
year  1821.  But  the  Sicilians  had  now 
themselves  furnished  the  most  conclusive 
answer  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  in 
the  temperate,  and  decorous,  and  patriotic 
deliberations  of  their  Parliament,  and  the 
vigorous  administration  of  the  Government 
during  the  fifteen  months  of  freedom  which 
they  had  regained.  During  that  period, 
whilst  every  part  of  Italy  was  distracted 
by  faction,  order  prevailed  in  Sicily  alone, 
and  under  its  constitutional  Government 
life  and  property  had  become  secure,  the 
authority  of  the  law  was  respected,  justice 
was  fairly  administered,  prospenty  was 
reviving,  the  heavy  custom  duties  of  the 
Neapolitan  tariff  were  either  wholly  re- 
pealed or  greatly  reduced,  and  commerce 
flourished.  And  here,  as  commercial  pros- 
perity was  no  bad  indication  of  good  go- 
vernment, and  as  affording  evidence  of  the 
value  of  our  relations  with  that  country, 
he  would  beg  their  Lordships*  attention  to 
Mr.  Consul  Goodwin's  report  of  the  great 
increase  of  trade  between  Great  Britain 
and  Sicily  in  the  year  1848,  as  compared 
with  that  of  the  year  1847.  In  1847  the 
imports  into  Sicily  from  England  amount- 


ed to  208,917?. ;  in  1848  to  315,85H.. 
this  being  an  increase  of  106,934i.,  or  51 
per  cent  in  favour  of  the  latter  year  under 
a  constitutional  Government.  The  exports 
to  Great  Britain  in  the  same  year  were, 
in  1847,  420,946^  ;  in  1848,  483,094?., 
showing  an  increase  of  62,148?.  He  had 
said  enough,  ho  thought,  to  prove  that  the 
Silicians  were  neither  incapable  of  self- 
government  nor  unworthy  of  free  institu- 
tions, and  he  would  trespass  no  further 
on  their  Lordships*  indulgence. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
would  not  detain  their  Lordships  by  any 
inquiry  into  the  history  or  nature  of  the 
Sicilian  constitution.  Whatever  might  bo 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  that  constitution 
— whatever  might  be  the  affection  borne 
towards  it  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite, 
the  question  which  the  House  had  to  de- 
cide was  this — have  we  any  obligations 
which  compel  us  to  set  up  that  constitution, 
and  release  us  from  those  duties  of  good 
faith,  friendship,  and  justice  which  we  owe 
to  a  Government  with  which  we  are  con- 
nected by  alliance  ?  The  noble  Lord  who 
just  sat  down  had  showed  very  clearly  his 
impartial  character  as  a  negotiator.  He 
must  indeed  have  held  the  balance  even 
between  the  King  of  Naples  and  the  Sici- 
lian insurgents.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  opened  the  debate,  and  his 
noble  Friends  on  his  side  of  the  House,  had 
confined  themselves  to  an  examination  of 
recent  events  in  the  Italian  States,  and  he 
should  pursue  the  same  course,  but  more 
briefly,  although,  he  confessed,  it  was  with 
some  degree  of  reluctance  he  restricted 
himself  to  that  course,  for  there  were 
other  quarters  that  called  loudly  for  re- 
mark; indeed,  there  was  scarcely  a  coun- 
try in  Europe  in  which  the  state  of  our 
relations  did  not  give  cause  for  some  ex- 
pressions of  regret  or  censure.  He  must, 
before  adverting  to  that  which  was  more 
immediately  the  subject  of  debate  to-night, 
just  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
position  of  this  country,  and  the  estima- 
tion which  it  was  now  held  in  Europe, 
compared  with  that  which  it  had  been  our 
good  fortune  hitherto  to  enjoy.  In  the 
convulsions  which  had  shaken  various  parts 
of  Europe,  it  might  have  been  our  lot,  had 
we  preserved  the  estimation  we  once  en- 
joyed, to  have  exercised  a  moderate  and 
regulating  influence,  and  to  have  mate- 
rially supported  the  cause  of  peace  and 
order  and  of  real  freedom,  to  the  fullest 
extent  we  could  have  desired — we  might 
have  deserved  and  received  the  blessings  of 
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mankiticl.  But  what  was  the  fact  ?  We 
have  extended  on  every  hand  the  calamities 
of  War,  and  we  have  failed  in  every  in- 
stance in  which  we  have  attempted  inter- 
ference in  the  disputes  of  other  countries. 
By  our  attempted  interference  in  the  dis- 
puies  of  other  nations,  under  the  guise  of 
reform,  we  had  assisted  in  the  revolu- 
tionary movements  of  various  parties,  which 
hfad  subjected  us  not  only  to  the  aversion 
of  other  Governments,  but  to  the  suspicion 
of  their  people.  He  knew  it  was  said  that 
this  notion  of  encouraging  revolutionary 
movements,  was  common  and  vulgar.  It 
itiiight  be;  but  the  question  was  not  whether 
it  was  common  and  vulgar,  but  whether  it 
was  true;  and  he  asserted  it  was  not  only 
true,  but  he  made  this  further  accusation 
against  the  Government,  which  he  thought 
still  more  serious,  that  we  had  abandoned 
those  whom  we  had  encouraged  to  look 
upon  us  as  friends  and  allies.  We  had 
proceeded  upon  a  double  policy;  and  it 
was  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  this 
country  that  we  had  done  so.  Our  policy 
might  often  have  beeu  selfish,  it  might 
have  been  arrogant,  and  it  might  have 
been  unjust;  but  he  had  never  known  be- 
fore that  it  had  been  such  as  to  have  ex- 
£osed  us  to  the  charge  of  duplicity;  and 
e  thought  we  were  justly  liable  to  that 
now  from  the  mode  in  which  we  had  dealt 
with  foreign  Powers,  more  especially  with 
respect  to  our  dealings  with  the  King  of 
Naples.  He  had  said  we  had  made  our- 
selves an  object  of  aversion  to  the  greater 
|>aft  of  the  Governments  of  Europe,  and 
the  consequent  alienation  of  those  Govern- 
ments from  us.  As  a  proof  of  that,  he 
would  refer  to  that  ominous  silence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  when,  for  the  first  time  for 
the  last  thirty  years,  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country  was  unable  to  say  She  had  received 
assurances  of  friendship  from  all  Her 
allies.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
constant  repetition  of  that  assurance  Con- 
veyed any  great  certainty  or  tolerable  in- 
formation to  the  House  when  made.  He 
would  admit  that  it  did  not;  but  the  ab- 
sence of  it  was  most  ominous.  He  had 
himself  had  frequent  occasions  to  be  con- 
cerned in  the  preparation  and  advising  of 
Speeches  of  that  important  kind;  and 
though  he  had  sometimes  been  at  a  loss 
how  to  vary  the  expression,  it  had  never 
occurred  to  him  as  possible  that  that  an- 
nouncement could  be  omitted  altogether, 
because  he  well  knew  that  though  the  de- 
ekration  itself  was  not  of  great  impor- 


tance, yet  the  omission  of  it  altogether 
must  be  considered  as  most  ominous  in- 
deed. He  thought  that  this  state  of  things 
was  a  natural  result  from  that  feeling  which 
prevailed  throughout  Europe  of  the  policy 
we  had  pursued,  and  which  had  been 
founded,  not  upon  system  so  much  as  upon 
feelings  of  personality  and  hatred  towards 
individual  countries.  He  would  appeal  to 
any  candid  man,  after  he  had  turned  over 
the  pages  of  the  volume  now  before  the 
House,  and  ask  him  what  his  impression 
was  upon  rising  from  a  perusal  of  it;  and 
if  he  did  not  say  there  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  stitiin  of  unfriendliness  and  strong 
partiality  in  favour  of  one  Government  in 
preference  to  another,  he  should  feel  much 
mistaken  indeed.  Take  it  as  you  please, 
open  the  volume  where  you  might,  and  he 
would  venture  to  say  you  would  come  upon 
some  instance  of  insult,  injustice,  or  un- 
friendliness. In  the  first  instance,  he 
would  take  one  instance  of  unfriendhness, 
gratuitous  unfriendliness  t6  the  Neapolitan 
Government,  which  however  happened  not 
to  be  in  the  book  before  their  Lordships, 
but  was  in  the  papers  which  were  laid  upon 
the  table  only  last  year — papers  of  corre- 
spondence with  Austria,  and  in  which  Na- 
ples was  only  incidentally  mentioned;  but 
this  was  the  way  in  which  the  Neapolitan 
Government  was  spoken  of.  It  was  to  be 
remembered,  too,  that  this  was  a  paper 
having  no  reference  t6  Naples  at  all,  but 
was  a  despatch  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  Vienna ;  and  in  describing  the 
state  of  Italy  it  said — 

"  When  it  is  considered  how  full  of  defects  and 
how  teeming  with  abuses  of  all  kinds  the  present 
system  of  government  in  several  of  those  States, 
and  more  especially  in  the  Roman  States  and  in 
the  kingdom  of  Naples,  is  known  to  be,  it  cannot 
be  surprising  that  such  crying  evils  should  gene- 
rate the  strongest  discontent ;  and  it  is  very  pos- 
sible that  men  who  feel  the  full  intensity  of  the 
grievances  under  which  they  now  are  and  have 
for  a  long  series  of  years  been  suffering,  and  who 
see  no  hope  of  redress  from  their  present  rulers, 
should  take  up  any  scheme,  however  wild,  from 
which  they  may  fancy  they  could  derive  a  chance 
of  reUef." 

This  might  be  very  true,  but  it  was  not  an 
admonition  addressed  to  the  King  of  Na- 
ples. Recollect,  too,  the  time  when  it  was 
done.  The  document  was  laid  on  the  table 
of  their  Lordships'  House  in  February  last 
year,  at  a  time  when  Naples  was  in  a  state 
of  revolt,  Sicily  in  open  war;  and  when 
the  King  had  given  a  constitution  to  Na- 
ples—this was  the  time  when  this  paper 
was  gratuitously  produced  and  laid  upon 
the  table,  and  pubiiahed  throughout  all 
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Europe.  What  must  have  he^  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Neapolitan  Court  upon  seeing 
for  the  first  time  this  treatment  hy  a 
friendly  Power,  without  anything  from 
them  to  give  us  the  right  of  objecting? 
Whatever  bad  government  might  have  ex- 
isted, and  which  might  have  formed  the  sub- 
ject of  friendly  advice  to  Naples,  we  might 
then  have  resented  it,  not  in  that  despatch, 
but  in  a  despatch  to  Naples;  but  to  hold 
up  Naples  under  this  character  when  it  was 
in  a  state  of  revolt,  he  thought  was  quite 
sufficient  to  account  for  the  distrust  and 
fears  which  evidently  prevailed;  for  any- 
thing more  gratuitous  could  not  well  be 
conceived.  The  hostile  feeling  to  Naples 
thus  commenced  had  continued  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  proceedings  recorded  in 
this  blue  book.  The  noble  Earl  who  had 
just  sat  down  said  he  had  been  invited 
to  go  to  Naples  with  a  view  to  negotiate 
between  the  Neapolitan  Government  and 
Sicily;  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
must  say,  that  the  mission  of  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  throughout  attended  in 
every  part  of  it,  particularly  as  regard- 
ed Naples,  by  a  degree  of  partiality 
and  hostility  it  was  impossible  not  to 
see.  The  noble  Earl's  going  to  Naples 
was  a  curious  history.  The  Government 
of  Naples  appeared  to  be  greatly  alarmed 
at  his  approach,  and  very  unwilling  to 
receive  him ;  but  at  last  he  did  get  some 
sort  of  invitation  to  go  to  Naples  when  he 
was  on  his  way  there.  We  have  heard  of 
the  old  woman  of  Syracuse  who  acquiesced 
in  the  tyranny  of  Dionysius  lest  the  devil 
should  come  next.  Possibly  the  King  of 
Naples  consented  to  receive  Lord  Minto 
for  fear  he  might  have  to  endure  even  a 
greater  evil.  All  the  Ministers,  from  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  down  to  the  lowest  vice-consul,  all 
maintained  with  the  same  certainty  that  it 
was  quite  out  of  the  question  that  the  King 
could  have  any  chance  of  recovering  pos- 
session of  Sicily.  Now  they  certainly  took 
means,  at  all  events,  to  render  the  success 
of  the  King  in  suppressing  the  rebellion  as 
difficult  as  possible;  and  he  must  say  that 
the  forcible  imposition  of  an  armistice, 
when  the  conquest  was  virtually  made, 
was,  in  fact,  a  decided  act  of  hostility,  and 
nothing  else,  towards  the  King  of  Naples, 
because  it  was  a  perfect  mockery  to  talk  of 
imposing  an  armistice  on  both  parties  after 
the  victory  had  been  placed  beyond  a  doubt 
by  the  troops  of  General  Filangieri.  But 
this  had  been  sought  to  be  justified  on  the 
grounds  of  humanity.     He  did  not  know 


to  what  extent  a  justification  might  be 
made  on  such  grounds,  but  at  all  events 
our  humanity  was  a  second-hand  humanity; 
because  if  the  French  had  not  been  humane, 
we  should  not  have  been  humane.  That 
he  thought  appeared  very  clearly  from  Lord 
Napier's  letter — of  which,  by  the  way,  they 
had  given  them  an  extract  only,  but  of 
which  he  should  like  to  see  the  whole. 
Lord  Napier  said — 

''  The  unexpected  and  spontaneous  resolution 
embraced  by  Admiral  Baudin  placed  us  in  a  mo- 
mentary perplexity,  from  which  we  have  not  been 
able  to  issue  without  committing  Iler  Majesty's 
Legation  and  Her  Majesty's  naval  forces  to  a 
course  of  policy  scarcely  perhaps  reconcileable 
with  strict  principle  ;  very  possibly  averse  to  your 
Lordship's  inclinations  ;  but,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
imperative,  considering  the  pressure  of  circum- 
stances, and  our  double  relations  towards  France 
and  Sicily." 

It  appeared  from  that  that  Sir  W.  Parker 
acquiesced,  because  the  French  Admiral 
told  him  if  he  did  not,  he  would  act  without 
him ;  and  with  that  intimation  the  Admfiral 
thought  it  would  be  best  to  be  humane  also, 
and  so  the  armistice  was  imposed.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  should  like  to  know  if 
the  Neapolitans  had  been  defeated  instead 
of  the  Sicilians,  whether  they  would  have 
heard  anything  of  such  an  armistice;  but 
it  was  to  prevent  the  Neapolitans  from  fol- 
lowing up  their  success,  that  it  was  imposed 
in  favour  of  the  Sicilians.  That,  he  main- 
tained, was  not  an  act  of  friendhness,  but 
of  positive  hostility  to  Naples.  Again, 
when  the  Sicilian  people  made  choice  of 
the  Duke  of  Genoa  for  their  King,  a 
British  steamer  was  sent  to  Genoa  with 
the  offer  of  the  Crown  of  Sicily  to  his 
Highness  the  Duke;  and  as  soon  as  the  in- 
telligence arrived  in  this  country,  informa- 
tion was  sent  out,  that  the  Duke  of  Genoa 
would  be  acknowledged  as  King  of  Sicily 
as  soon  as  he  was  in  possession  of  the 
diadem.  What  friendship  did  wo  show  for 
our  ally  by  this  hasty  conduct  ?  By  decid- 
ing in  forty-eight  hours  to  acknowledge  an 
usurping  king  elected  by  the  rebellious 
subjects  of  the  King  of  Naples.  Surely, 
having  acted  thus  towards  our  ally,  we 
were  at  least  bound  to  lay  aside  anything 
like  a  pretence  of  friendship  towards  him. 
We  might  justify  our  conduct  on  the 
ground  of  our  interest  and  policy  requir- 
ing us  to  come  to  an  immediate  decision; 
but  we  could  not  surely  pretend  to  speak 
of  our  friendship  for  the  King  of  Naples 
after  that.  But  affairs  took  a  different  turn, 
and  the  Duke  of  Genoa  wisely  declined  to 
accept  the  Crown  of  which  we  were  quite 
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ready  to  see  the  King  of  Naples  deprived. 
Then,  again,  in  our  furnishing  the  Sicilians 
with  guns  and  ammunition,  there  was  an 
**  inadvertency**  in  that,  and  therefore  he 
did  not  call  that  hostility.     Nevertheless, 
when  the  guns  were  furnished  to  the  re- 
bels, when  the  Sicilian  envoys  were  here, 
and  when  they  were  received  at  different 
times   by  the  Minister  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  came  to  him  to  talk  not 
merely  about  their  guns,  but  about  their 
men,  and  their  shipping,  and  their  arma- 
ments of  various  kinds,  it  was  too  much  to 
suppose  that  all  that  was  inadvertent — that 
the  Vectis  was  prepared  inadvertently,  and 
'  that  Her  Majesty  s  Government  were  in 
ignorance  of  the  proceedings  of  those  gen- 
tlemen   who  were   received   at   Downing- 
street  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  not 
only  received  by  him,  but  received  by  him 
in  company  with  the  Minister  of  the  King 
of  Naples.     Now,  he   must  confess,  the 
Minister  of  the  King  of  Naples  must  have 
had  some  difficulty  in  persuading  himself 
of  the  friendship  of  the  British  Government 
towards  his  Sovereign,  when  he  met  the 
agents  of  the  Sicilian  rebels  in  the  ante- 
room of  the  Minister  for  Foreign  AflPairs. 
Ho  would  not  touch  upon  the  capture  of 
the  Sicilian  refugees  in  the  waters  of  Corfu, 
showing  the  hostile  spirit  we  had  displayed 
throughout  the  whole  of  this  transaction 
towards   Naples.     But  the  proof  that  our 
assistance  was  in  fact  the  only  support  of 
the  Sicilian  revolt  was,  that  the  instant  it 
was  withdrawn  the  revolt  ceased  at  once; 
almost  as  soon  as  the  British  fleet  no  longer 
gave   encouragement,  by  its   presence  at 
Palermo,  to  the  Sicilian  people,  they  sub- 
mitted to  their  lawful  Sovereign,  and  from 
that  day  to  this  the  island  had  remained  in 
tranquillity  under  his  dominion,  and  that 
although  the  restoration  of  his  authority 
every  British  agent,  from  first  to  last,  con- 
tended was  perfectly  impossible.     He  now 
came  to  another  subject — the  volume  laid 
on  the  table  a  few  days  ago,  professing  to  be 
papers  rohiting  to  the  transactions  in  Pied- 
mont,    lie  had  often  wondered  at  the  assur- 
ance,  the  confidence,  the  boldness  of  the 
Foreign  OfHce;  but  this  volume  boat  every 
thing  he  ever  saw.  It  professed  to  be  papers 
rehiting  to  the  atTairs  of  Piedmont.     Now, 
four  months  ago,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) had  moved  for  papers  to  show  the 
efforts  made  by  the  Government  to  prevent 
the  renewal  of  the  war  in  Piedmont,  but 
withdrew  the   Motion,    because  the  noble 
Marquess  toUl  him    they   would   speedily 
bo  laid  on  the  table,  and  indeed  threat- 


ened him  &that  they  would  be  produced 
much  sooner  than  he  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) wbhed,  yet  that  volume  was  only 
now  laid  before  them;  and,  after  all, 
it  did  not  touch  not  only  the  renewal  of 
the  war  this  year,  but  actually  it  did  not 
come  down  to  the  existence  of  the  war  in 
the  year  preceding.  Some  wag,  one 
•  would  think,  had  selected  those  papers, 
for  they  begin  with  Pope  Gregory,  and 
they  descend  to  matters  connected  with 
some  petty  squabbling  between  Tuscany 
and  Modena  relative  to  some  territory  in 
dispute  between  them;  but  with  respect  to 
Sicily  there  could  not  be  a  question,  be- 
cause the  papers  stopped  before  the  period 
of  the  French  Revolution.  But  they  must 
make  of  these  papers  what  they  could,  now 
that  they  had  got  them;  and  there  was  at 
least  a  history  of  that  despatch,  of  which 
he  had  had  occasion  to  speak  before,  and 
about  which  the  Government  had  admitted 
that  there  had  been  a  mistake  and  an 
omission.  But  he  must  say,  the  real 
character  of  that  mistake  was  not  such 
as  had  been  represented.  This  Tolume, 
at  least,  showed  how  the  circumstance 
originated.  Mr.  Abercrombio  received 
certain  information  to  which  he  attached 
credit,  and  which  he  describes  in  a  letter 
dated  August,  1847 :— 

''From  information  that  has  reached  me,  I 
learn,  that  the  paper  in  question  is  a  paper  ad- 
dressed by  Prince  Metternich  to  the  Grand  Duke 
of  Tuscany,  in  which  he  administers  averyseriout 
lecture  to  the  Grand  Duke  on  the  course  he  is 
pursuing,  and  warns  him  that  if  he  allows  a  civic 
guard  to  bo  established  within  his  dominions,  his 
territory  will  be  occupied  by  Austrian  troops ;" — 

adding,  that  under  similar  circumstances 
the  same  course  would  be  pursued  with  re- 
ference to  the  minor  States  of  Italy.  Mr. 
Abercrombie  further  states,  that  as  he  was 
informed,  Count  Buhl  received  orders  to 
communicate  this  paper  directly  to  the 
King  of  Sardinia,  and  was  only  allowed  to 
do  80  by  the  etiquette  established  at  the 
Sardinian  Court.  Not  only  was  that  in> 
formation  believed,  but  in  the  instructions 
given  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  in- 
serted in  this  volume,  it  is  referred  to.  The 
noble  Earl  is  desired  to  say,  whenhe  arrived 
at  Turin,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  learnt,  with  no  less  surprise  than  re- 
gret, that  an  official  communication  had  lat^ 
ly  been  made  by  the  Austrian  Minbter  at 
Turin  to  the  Sardinian  Government,  which 
seemed  to  imply  a  threat  that  the  Sardioiaa 
territory  would  be  entered  by  Austriaa 
troops  if  the  Sardinian  King,  in  the  exor- 
cise of  the  indisputable  rights  of  his  BOTe- 


697 


Foreign  Affairs — 


{July  20} 


Resolutions. 


698 


reignty,  made  certain  organic  changes  in 
his  dominions  which  were  displeasing  to 
Austria,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  not  helieve  that  Austria  could 
contemplate  proceedings  involving  so  fla- 
grant a  violation  of  international  law,  and 
for  which  no  excuse  could  he  alleged.  It 
further  stated,  however,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  he  informed  hy  the  Sar- 
dinian Minister  of  anything  that  might 
pass  on  the  suhject;  and  Mr.  Abercrom- 
hie  was  directed  to  communicate  to  the 
Sardinian  Government  a  copy  of  the  de- 
spatch of  the  11th  of  the  same  month  in 
which  the  instructions  were  dated.  That 
was  the  despatch  to  which  he  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  had  often  made  reference,  in 
which  a  remonstrance  was  made  to  Austria, 
accompanied  by  a  threat,  as  far  as  it  was 
possible  to  make  a  threat  to  a  Power  like 
Austria,  that  such  conduct  could  not  be 
viewed  with  indifiference  by  Great  Britain. 
Well,  Prince  Metternich  at  once  denied  the 
conduct  imputed  to  his  Government,  and 
declared  that  Austria  not  only  entertained 
no  such  intention,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
would  fight  with  us  in  defence  of  Sardinia. 
But  it  was  probable  that  this  declaration 
was  not  believed,  otherwise  it  was  impos- 
sible to  account  for  what  had  taken  place; 
yet  a  still  more  indisputable  refutation  was 
given  in  this  volume  by  the  Sardinian 
Minister  himself,  who,  writing  to  the  Sar- 
dinian Minister  in  London,  declared  that 
the  pretended  note  of  Count  Buhl  was 
never  addressed  to  Sardinia,  but  that  a  re- 
port was  current  there,  and  believed  in  by 
many  persons  in  high  stations,  owing  to  an 
impression  prevailing,  that  if  such  a  note 
had  not  been  addressed  by  Austria,  it  would 
be  so  immediately;  but  "the  fact,"  he 
adds,  **  is  not  tho  less  imaginary;  no  com- 
munication of  the  nature  of  that  note,  or 
with  reference  to  our  political  attitude,  has 
been  addressed  to  us  on  the  part  of  the 
Court  of  Vienna;*'  and  he  concludes  by 
expressing  the  belief  that  the  report  of 
such  a  note  having  been  written  was  with- 
out foundation.  That  was  the  denial  of 
the  Sardinian  Minister  himself,  in  addition 
to  the  denial  of  Prince  Metternich;  and  that 
denial  was  also  in  the  possession  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  24th  of  September,  before 
the  receipt  of  Prince  Metternich 's  denial. 
Nevertheless,  in  the  month  of  February 
last  year,  in  order  to  prejudice  Austria  in 
Italy  and  Europe,  that  paper  which  had  so 
often  been  alluded  to  was  put  on  the  table 
of  this  House,  without  a  word  of  mention 


being  used  to  hint  that  it  was  an  utter 
falsehood.  That  appeared  to  him  a  trans- 
action perfectly  unprecedented;  and  as  to 
the  noble  Marquess,  it  was  quite  amusing  to 
see  that  he  could  not  only  not  understand 
it,  but  that  he  could  not  be  made  to  under- 
stand the  real  nature  of  the  charge  made 
with  reference  to  the  suppression  of  this 
despatch.  He  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had 
known  the  noble  Marquess  for  nearly  fifty 
years,  and  had  occasion,  on  public  ques- 
tions, to  difi'er  oftener  than  he  could  agree 
with  him  in  opinion;  and  he  felt  sure  that 
no  one  who  agreed  with  him  as  constantly 
as  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  difi\;red  from 
him,  would  more  promptly  or  decidedly  re- 
pudiate the  possibility  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess being  privy  to  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  suppression  of  this  de- 
spatch than  he  did.  Now,  he  said  that 
hostility  was  shown  throughout  the  whole 
volume  towards  Austria.  He  had  proved 
that  hostility  by  its  contents,  by  its  lan- 
guage, by  the  determination  that  was  ma- 
nifested throughout  to  believe  everything 
that  was  to  the  prejudice  of  Austria.  But 
by  the  by  he  ought  here  to  state  one  me- 
morable exception  to  the'hostility  generally 
shown  by  our  agents  towards  Austria  and 
Naples  in  the  despatches  of  Lord  Ponson- 
by .  That  noble  Lord  reported  only  straight- 
forward facts,  and  it  was  satisfactory  to 
see  the  downright  way  in  which  he  told  his 
story,  and  contradicted  the  insinuations 
and  the  calumnies  which  were  so  welcomed 
here.  But  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  need 
not  read  any  of  Lord  Ponsonby's  de- 
spatches, because  he  believed  it  was  now 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  these  insinua- 
tions with  respect  to  the  intentions  of  Aus- 
tria to  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  Italy  were 
perfectly  chimerical,  and  never  had  the 
shadow  of  a  foundation.  That  being  so,  it 
was  useless  to  repeat  the  declarations  of 
Lord  Ponsonby;  but  he  could  not  help 
contrasting  his  despatches  with  the  insinu- 
ations and  the  hostile  tone  which  pervaded 
those  of  our  other  agents.  But  he  must 
say,  independent  of  the  readiness  to  be- 
lieve all  the  odious  insinuations  and  accu- 
sations against  Austria,  our  unfriendliness 
towards  her  was  shown  in  one  most  unfor- 
tunate and  painful  case.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  said,  we  could  have  stopped  the 
Sardinian  war.  It  was  evident  that,  if 
proper  measures'^had  been  taken,  we  could 
have  stopped  that.  In  the  first  place, 
with  respect  to  the  first  war,  for  there 
were  two  —  but  it  wos  the  war  of  last 
year  he  meant,  that  war  which  was  un- 
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dcrtaken  under  circumstances  quite  unparal- 
leled, for  the  very  day  after  using  the  most 
friendly  protestations,  the  King  ordered  his 
army  to  march  into  the  Austrian  territo- 
ries. If  England  had  then  remonstrated 
with  Sardinia,  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible that  the  King  could  have  ventured 
upon  that  war  —  for  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that  the  King  of  Sardinia  had 
rendered  himself  liable  to  our  resentment 
as  well  as  that  of  Austria.  It  was  true 
he  had  not  invaded  England,  but  he  had 
violated  a  treaty  with  England,  and  had 
given  us,  therefore,  a  cause  of  war  if  we 
chose  to  exercise  it.  But  we  never  hinted 
that  he  was  violating  a  treaty  with  us. 
He  was  told  that  he  was  about  to  engage 
in  a  dangerous  undertaking;  but  even  that 
he  was  told  too  late,  for  we  never  said 
a  word  to  him — till  ho  had  actually  re- 
solved upon  war  we  never  protested  at  all. 
But  we  ought  to  have  made  a  formal  pro- 
test. Recollect  that  this  was  a  violation 
of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna;  and  though  M. 
Lamartine  had  declared  that  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna  was  effete,  yet  he  presumed 
that  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  Office  did  not  think  so,  be- 
cause in  these  papers  he  declared  his  ad- 
herence to  it,  and  it  was  to  be  supposed 
he  had  got  no  new  light  since.  We  were 
not  bound  to  go  to  war  for  this  violation 
of  the  treaty,  but  we  were  bound  to  make 
known  to  the  King  our  sense  of  the  vio- 
lation of  the  treaty.  How  was  that  to 
be  done  ?  In  the  same  manner  as  we 
made  known  our  sense  of  what  we  con- 
sidered to  be  a  violation  of  the  treaty  in 
the  invasion  of  Cracow.  Although  three 
of  the  Powers  who  were  parties  to  the 
treaty  considered  that  it  was  no  violation 
— yet  we  considered  that  it  was  a  viola- 
tion of  the  treaty,  and,  therefore,  we 
protested  formally;  and  as  in  the  present 
case  there  could  bo  no  doubt  whatever 
that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  treaty,  we 
were  equally  bound  to  enter  our  formal 
protest.  Had  we  done  so — had  wc  shown 
any  sign  that  we  were  in  earnest  —  we 
must  have  repressed  the  ambitious  projects 
of  the  King  of  Sardinia.  But  at  that 
time  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Minto) 
was  at  Rome — ho  was  there  performinfij 
various  antics  with  Cicerornacchio  and 
other  persons,  who  lauded  him  to  the 
skies,  sliouting  out  all  the  time  for  the 
independence  of  Italy,  which  the  noble 
Earl  was  told — which,  at  least,  those  who 
used  the  cry  knew,  whether  he  knew  it 
or  not  —  meant  the  expulsion  of  the  Aus- 


trians.  That  was  the  meaning  of  the 
independence  of  Italy,  and  nothing  but 
that;  and  the  noble  Earl  having  accepted 
these  intimations,  how  could  Sardinia 
think  that  England  was  in  earnest  in 
dissuading  her  from  war?  He  believed 
the  noble  Earl  did  not  join  in  these  cries, 
though  he  did  not  know  that.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  conduct  of  the  war,  or  its 
renewal  this  year.  What  step  had  been 
taken  to  prevent  the  war  he  did  not  know; 
but  certainly  no  protest  had  been  made, 
because  a  protest  was  a  public  instru- 
ment. He  would  not  give  a  farthing  for 
a  private  protest  made  in  the  EJng's  ear, 
because  that  would  have  no  influence 
whatever,  and  as  they  had  made  no  public 
protest  in  the  eyes  of  Europe  against  the 
renewing  of  tlie  war  in  March  last,  that 
was  sufficient  to  show  that  we  had  not 
done  what  we  ought  to  have  done  against 
its  renewal.  But  when  the  war  was  re- 
newed, it  certainly  was  very  soon  brought 
to  an  end.  And  though  Marshal  Radetzkj 
could  have  dictated  terms  of  peace  in 
Turin,  yet  he  preferred  negotiation  ;  and 
it  was  most  unfortunate  that  that  negotia- 
tion was  still  in  dependence.  He  had 
seen  a  statement  in  the  Turin  papers, 
that  it  was  the  advice  of  the  English 
Government  to  Sardinia  not  to  be  in  a 
hurry  to  sign  terms  of  peace.  He  had 
seen  that  confidently  stated,  and  even  the 
person  who  gave  that  advice  was  named. 
He  thought  it  was  very  possible  that  it 
might  be  so.  The  noble  Marquess  might 
possibly  deny  it;  but  he  would  forgive  him 
if,  without  any  impeachment  of  his  ve- 
racity, his  denial  did  not  quite  conyince 
him  that  something  of  the  kind  had  not 
been  done.  But  that  advice,  if  it  was 
given,  was  likely  to  have  such  fatal  effects 
that  he  thought  this  hostility  to  Austria 
almost  amounted  to  a  feeling  of  insanity; 
because,  but  for  this,  the  Austrian  troops 
in  Italy  would  not  only  have  been  em- 
ployed where  they  were  most  wanted,  but, 
in  all  probability,  they  would  have  been 
the  means  of  obviating  that  which,  in 
common  with  all  their  Lordships,  he  could 
not  but  consider  a  great  misfortune — ^ihe 
necessary  intervention  of  Russia.  He 
looked  upon  that  as  a  great  misfortune, 
and  he  thought  that  noble  Lords  opposite 
were  in  a  considerable  degree  answerable 
for  it,  because  if  they  had  prevented  the 
Sardinian  war,  they  would  have  enabled 
the  Austrians  to  put  down  the  Lombards 
speedily,  and  then  the  troops  would  have 
been  available  to  restore  tranquillity  else- 
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where.  He  forbore  to  say  more  as  to  the 
possible  consequences  of  this  intervention. 
He  was  willing  to  believe,  and  was 
sanguine  in  the  belief,  that  those  evils 
which  he  could  not  but  fear,  would  not 
^ome  to  pass,  and  that  they  would  soon 
see  Austria  restored  to  that  position 
which,  notwithstanding  all  that  had  been 
written  and  said  against  her  elsewhere, 
had  always  been  advocated  in  this  House 
by  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  that  she 
might  recover  that  power  and  weight  in 
the  balance  of  Europe  which  she  had 
heretofore  maintained.  He  confessed  he 
wished  that  might  still  be  the  case;  but  he 
must  say  that  to  a  man  entertaining  that 
wish,  and  accustomed  to  look  at  that  Power 
in  the  manner  he  had  done  for  many  years 
past,  it  was  certainly  a  painful  thing  to  see 
the  spirit  that  pervaded  the  whole  of 
these  communications.  He  came  now  to 
the  last  topic.  After  all  that  had  been 
said  upon  the  subject,  the  simple  fact  was 
this — they  saw  a  large  French  force  oc- 
cupying the  city  of  Rome,  and  they  did 
not  know  precisely  the  object  for  which  it 
had  assembled  there.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess on  a  former  occasion  told  them  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  received 
some  information,  and  that  they  did  not  ob- 
ject to  the  course  the  French  proposed  to 
take.  He  (Eart  of  Aberdeen)  wanted  to 
know  what  it  was  the  Government  did  not 
object  to.  There  must  have  been  some 
further  communication  received  since  then. 
Ho  wanted  to  know  what  it  was  ;  because 
that  a  large  force  of  30,000  or  40,000 
men  should  go  into  the  centre  of  Italy, 
and  remain  there  without  any  objects  pre- 
cisely stated,  and  that  this  Government 
should  manifest  no  interest  on  the  subject, 
appeared  to  him  to  be  scarcely  possible. 
He  must  say  that  what  the  French  Go- 
vernment had  declared  to  be  their  own  ob- 
jects gave  him  very  little  satisfaction;  be- 
cause, though  he  wished  that  the  French 
Government  should  have  their  legitimate 
influence,  both  in  Italy  and  everywhere, 
yet  he  did  not  think  that  the  sending  of 
30,000  men  for  the  recovery  of  that  in- 
fluence was  a  proper  mode  of  doing  so. 
Neither  was  he  satisfied  with  the  declara- 
tion respecting  the  restoration  of  order. 
He  should  'like  to  know  their  special  ob- 
ject. Austria  had  given  such  an  explana- 
tion— she  declared  that  her  object  was  to 
restore  the  Government  of  the  Pope.  He 
presumed  that  the  French  had  the  same 
object  in  view  ;  but  he  could  not  help  ob- 
serving, that  though  General  Oudinot  had 


sent  the  keys  of  Rome  to  the  Pope,  yet  in 
his  proclamations  he  did  not  say  one  word 
concerning  him.  He  agreed  entirely  with 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  in  paying 
every  tribute  to  the  moderation  and  pa- 
tience of  the  French  commander-in-chief 
throughout  the  siege,  yet  when  the  general 
proclaimed  that  he  had  done  no  injury  to 
the  town,  he  must  say,  that  to  besiege 
and  take  a  town  without  doing  any  damage 
to  the  town,  was  difficult  to  understand. 
He  believed,  however,  that  as  little  damage 
as  possible  had  been  done,  notwithstanding 
the  declarations  of  certain  agents — at  the 
head  of  whom  was  our  own  Consul — 
making  representations  of  damage  which 
had  been  done  that  turned  out  afterwards 
to  be  far  from  correct.  He  must  here  say 
a  word  as  to  a  subject  that  was  noticed 
yesterday  respecting  Mr.  Freeborn  having 
given  passports  to  various  foreigners  en- 
gaged in  the  defence  of  Rome.  Since 
yesterday  he  had  received  further  infoima- 
tion  on  the  subject;  and  whatever  might 
be  said  in  justification  of  giving  passports 
to  men  who  were  in  danger  of  their  fives, 
yet  the  wholesale  way  in  which  this  had 
been  done  on  the  recent  occasion  was 
something  quite  beyond  precedent,  for,  as 
he  was  informed,  they  amounted  to  some 
hundreds.  This  question  of  giving  pass- 
ports to  foreigners  was  attended  with  a 
good  deal  of  difficulty.  He  believed  that 
the  instructions  to  English  agents  were  in 
times  of  civil  war  to  preserve  a  strict  neu- 
trality. But  it  was  admitted  that  urgent 
humanity  was  stronger  than  all  instruc- 
tions, for  it  was  impossible  for  a  man  to 
stand  still  and  allow  his  fellow-creature  to 
be  butchered  before  his  face;  and  therefore 
a  passport  in  such  a  case  was  in  a  great 
degree  justifiable.  But  at  the  same  time 
it  must  be  admitted  that  if  the  people  were 
to  carry  on  war,  knowing  that  in<^e  of  the 
worst  they  would  have  a  secure  retreat  jn 
the  protection  of  a  foreign  Minister,  or  that 
they  would  bo  received  on  board  a  foreign 
ship  of  war — that  would  be  a  great  en- 
couragement and  support  to  the  party  en- 
gaged in  carrying  on  the  war,  and  could 
scarcely  be  called  strict  neutrality.  He 
knew  that,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
never  but  once  in  his  life  gave  a  passport 
to  any  foreigner  whatever.  It  was  always 
the  practice  that  English  passports  were 
never  given  to  foreigners.  He  apprehended 
that  was  not  only  the  rule  and  the  custonji 
but  also  the  law  of  the  land.  But  so  much 
had  that  rule  been  departed  from  in  the 
present  instance,  that  he  had  se^  a  letter 
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written  by  an  officer  at  Civita  Vecchia, 
stating  that  the  numbers  of  foreigners  with 
English  passports  in  that  town  were  so 
great,  that  the  town  was  overawed  by  their 
presence.  He  was  not,  however,  much 
surprised  at  this,  because  it  was  a  license 
which  other  agents  had  taken,  and  this 
gentleman  no  doubt  thought  he  would  be 
justified  in  following  their  example.  He 
presumed  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  wish  to  see  the  French  troops  depart 
from  Rome  as  soon  as  they  could  with 
honour ;  what  measures  were  to  be  taken 
to  insure  that  course  it  was  not  for  him  to 
say.  In  former  times  such  a  course  taken 
in  Italy  would  certainly  have  led  to  war. 
He  trusted  that  no  such  consequence  was 
likely  to  result  on  this  occasion,  and  he 
was  confident  that  the  French  Government 
and  the  French  army  would  both  be  well 
pleased  honourably  to  retire  from  their 
present  possession ;  but  it  must  bo  recol- 
lected that  that  was  not  so  easy  a  matter, 
and  that  when  the  French  went  to  Ancona, 
it  was  seven  or  eight  years  before  they 
could  leave  it  again ;  and  though  it  did  not 
signify  whether  1,200  or  1,500  men  occu- 
pied Ancona,  yet  it  was  a  serious  thing 
when  30,000  or  40,000  men  should  occupy 
Rome.  He  hoped  that  the  progress  of  ne- 
gotiations with  the  other  Powers  that  were 
acting  in  concert  with  France,  would  lead 
to  such  an  issue  as  to  remove  all  danger  of 
this  kind.  The  great  importance  of  a 
movement  of  this  kind  was  the  probability 
that  it  would  lead  to  war.  If  they  could 
be  sure  that  the  occupation  of  that  position 
would  not  increase  the  danger  of  war,  its 
importance  would  be  much  diminished. 
But  however  well  disposed  the  French  Go- 
vernment might  be  to  the  preservation  of 
peace — and  he,  for  one,  gave  full  credit  to 
that  disposition — yet  in  the  disturbed  state 
of  Italy,  and  the  events  that  were  taking 
place  elsewhere,  one  could  not  see  with  per- 
fect tranquillity  this  occupation.  They  knew, 
from  the  highest  authority,  that  the  French 
army  consisted  of  450,000.  Now,  very  re- 
cently a  considerable  alarm  was  created 
with  respect  to  the  preparations  of  France, 
and  something  like  general  uneasiness  was 
felt  in  this  country  as  to  the  position  as- 
sumed by  the  Government  of  France.  Yet 
the  army  of  France  was  at  that  time 
100,000  men  less  than  at  the  present 
time.  That  alarm,  too,  was  felt  in  the 
reign  of  a  Prince  whose  whole  life  on  the 
throne  had  been  spent  in  the  endeavour, 
and  the  successful  endeavour,  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  Europe  and  of  the  world,  and 


also  in  the  Government  of  a  Minister  of 
whose  transcendent  abilities  and  eminent 
virtues  he  would  say  nothing ;  but  he 
would  say  this,  that  every  year  of  his  ad- 
ministration he  risked  his  official  existence 
solely  because  he  was  supposed  too  sub- 
servient to  England.  Therefore,  if,  in 
these  circumstances,  they  were  so  alarmed 
as  to  think  it  necessary  to  meet  the  French 
preparations  by  warlike  preparations  in 
this  country,  he  thought  they  could  hardly 
look  with  perfect  complacency  on  the  great 
increase  of  force  now  existing  in  France  ; 
because,  however  pacific  the  disposition  of 
the  President  or  of  his  Governmeht  might 
be,  they  had  not  yet  had  the  same  means 
of  giving  evidence  of  their  determination 
to  preserve  peace  as  was  the  case  of  the 
Prince  to  whom  he  had  alluded.  It  was 
said  that  this  great  increase  of  force  which 
had  taken  place,  was  purely  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country.  He  was  disposed  to 
dissent  from  the  maxims  which  had  of  lale 
years  received  very  general  assent,  that 
the  best  security  for  the  continuance  of 
peace  was  to  be  prepared  for  war.  That 
was  a  maxim  which  might  have  been  ap- 
plied to  the  nations  of  antiquity,  and  to  a 
society  in  a  comparatively  barbarous  and 
uncivilised  state,  when  warlike  prepara- 
tions cost  but  little  ;  but  it  was  not  a 
maxim  which  ought  to  be  applied  to  mo- 
dem nations,  where  the  facilities  of  pre- 
parations for  war  were  very  different. 
Men,  wheta  they  adopted  such  a  maxim, 
and  made  large  preparations  in  time  of 
peace  that  would  be  sufficient  in  the  time 
of  war,  were  apt  to  be  influenced  by  the 
desire  to  put  their  efficiency  to  the  test, 
that  all  their  great  preparations,  and  the 
result  of  their  toil  and  expense,  might  not 
be  thrown  away.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  it  was  no  security  to  any  country 
against  the  chances  of  war,  to  incur  great 
expense  and  make  great  preparations  for 
warlike  purposes.  A  most  distinguished 
statesman  of  France  had  lately  emphati- 
cally declared  in  the  French  Chamber  his 
desire  for  peace  ;  but  he  added,  that  to 
maintain  it  he  must  have  an  army  of 
800,000  men.  And  what,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  would  ask,  could  be  expected 
from  the  raising  of  such  a  force,  but  war 
or  national  bankruptcy  ?  He,  therefore, 
dreaded  the  intention  of  those  who  desired 
such  extensive  armaments,  notwitstanding 
the  pacific  professions  which  they  made  ; 
and  he  could  not  be  at  ease  as  regarded 
the  stability  of  peace,  until  he  saw  a  gi'eat 
reduction  in  the  great  military  establish- 
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ments  of  Europe.  Such  should  be  the 
great  object  of  all  Governments,  and  more 
especially  of  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try; and  he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  clouds 
which  at  present  obscured  the  political  at- 
mosphere would  pass  away,  that  all  differ- 
ences might  be  settled,  and  that  they 
might  again  renew  their  relations  with 
those  Powers  which  had  always  been  their 
allies,  and  that  we  should  be  enabled  to 
preserve  and  maintain  peace  with  and 
among  all  the  nations  of  the  world. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  would  be  as  brief  as  possible  in  the  ob- 
servations he  had  to  ofifer,  as  he  presumed 
their  Lordships  were  anxious  to  bring  the 
discussion  to  a  close  that  night.  He  con- 
fessed himself  under  some  obligations  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
spoken,  for,  having  listened  to  the  debate 
hitherto,  he  had  found  great  difficulty  in 
connecting  the  Motion  with  anything  like 
an  attack  on  the  Government.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  in  bringing  forward 
that  Motion,  had  pointed  but  indistinctly  to 
any  such  object;  but  the  noble  Earl,  giving 
way  to  a  greater  degree  of  vehemence,  had 
come  to  his  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne's) 
assistance  by  indicating  the  points  of  at- 
tack which  he  thought  might  be  assailed 
with  most  advantage.  Whoever  looked  to 
the  terms  of  the  resolutions,  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  explaining  one  by  the  other,  and 
to  the  difficulty  of  connecting  any  of  them 
with  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  which,  bearing  on 
all  subjects,  bore  least  of  all  on  his  own  re- 
solutions, would  perceive  at  once,  though  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  had  been  active  in  stir- 
ring the  cauldron,  that  the  ingredients  had 
been  coutriouted  from  other  quarters.  First, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  gave  notice 
that  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  invasion  of  Rome  by  the 
French.  That  notice  remained  on  the 
Paper  for  nearly  a  week.  Then  they  were 
informed  it  was  to  undergo  some  change, 
but  many  days  elapsed  before  it  acquired 
its  present  form;  and,  if  ho  might  use  so 
homely  a  phrase,  the  nature  and  colour  of 
the  plumage  had  altered  considerably  since 
the  egg  was  hatched.  Instead,  however, 
of  following  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
speech,  he  would  endeavour  to  connect  his 
(Lord  Brougham's)  observations  with  the 
language  of  the  resolutions  :  those  resolu- 
tions had,  however,  been  so  eloquently 
commented  upon  by  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carlisle)  that  it  would  be  presump- 
tuous in  him  to  make  any  observations  on 
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them,  and  he  would  have  refrained  from 
doing  so,  but  for  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  would  consider  what 
blame  to  Government  was  implied  by  the 
first  resolution.  He  had  looked  to  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  speech  to  as- 
certain the  particular  points  on  which  the 
Government  were  •*  to  require  and  obtain 
satisfactory  explanations;"  but  in  vain,  for 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had,  with  his 
wonted  ingenuity,  proceeded  to  justify 
those  **  movements"  alluded  to  in  the  re- 
solution, and  to  show  that  they  did  not  re- 
quire satisfactory  explanations  at  all.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  certainly  re- 
ferred to  one  movement  in  particular  as 
requiring  prompt  and  satisfactory  explana- 
tion— the  French  invasion  of  Rome;  but 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  saw  no 
reason  for  making  such  a  demand,  which 
did  not  apply  equally  well  to  the  invasion  of 
Bologna  and  the  movements  in  the  north  of 
Italy  by  the  Austrian  forces.  He  asserted, 
then,  that  this  country  had  received  the 
same  amount  of  explanation  in  each  case, 
and  he  stood  there  responsible  for  being 
satisfied  with  it  up  to  the  present  time. 
He  had  stated  before,  that  while  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  was  bound  to 
watch  all  these  movements,  and  observe 
the  course  they  took  with  every  care,  there 
was  that  in  the  peculiar  condition  of  the 
Government  of  France  that  it  was  impos<^ 
sible  not  to  feel  that  by  exacting  too  ngo* 
rously  explanations  of  the  entire  course  and 
views  of  their  movements  in  Italy,  and 
causing  them  to  be  published,  they  might 
weaken  a  Government  which,  he  was  con- 
vinced, it  was  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  not  to  weaken.  Per- 
haps the  noble  Earl  did  not  mind  that. 
Perhaps  he  thought  that  no  Government 
but  the  past  and  supposed  legitimate — but 
still  not  very  legitimate — Govemment  of 
France,  was  entitled  to  respect  from  this 
country.  He  meant  no  disrespect  to  that 
past  Government  when  he  declared  that 
the  present  Government  of  France  was, 
from  its  present  position,  more  entitled  to 
respect,  because  they  knew  it  was  placed  in 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty  with  its 
own  subjects,  and  with  the  States  of  Eu- 
rope; and  if  they  believed,  as  he  did,  that 
it  was  the  earnest  desire  of  that  Govem- 
ment to  maintain  the  relations  of  peace 
with  all  other  nations  of  the  world,  it  was 
their  duty  to  minister  to  its  security,  and 
to  that  object  by  every  means  consistent 
with  the  safety  and  honour  of  this  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment  had,  therefore, 
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been  eatUfied  with  explanations  with  which, 
perhapB,  under  other  cireum stances,  thej 
should  not  have  been  satisfied;  and  they 
beliered  the  object  of  France,  in  sending 
this  expedition  to  Itome,  was  reallj  what 
they  stated  it  to  be — the  re-establishment 
of  order  by  means  of  the  re-establishment 
of  the  Pope.  They  believed  as  much  of 
the  statements  of  France  as  of  Austria. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  knew  there  had 
been  communications  between  France  and 
Austria  ou  the  Italian  question — that  they 
had  not  rcKulted  in  a  combined  system  of 
action — that  such  a  combined  system  had 
been  proposed,  and  each  country  had 
thought  best  to  pursue  its  own  object 
•ingly  and  without  any  precise  concert, 
though  the  understanding  existed  between 
them  that  the  object  of  their  operations  was 
the  restoration  of  the  Papal  authority,  the 
difference  between  their  views  in  the  mode 
of  restoring  it  being,  Austria  proposed  the 
re-establishmcnt  of  the  Pope  without  any 
condition,  and  that  France,  to  its  great 
credit,  sought  to  do  so  on  certain  condi- 
tions bearing  on  the  institutions  of  the 
8tatc  ho  was  called  on  to  govern.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  stating,  ho  quite 
agreed  in  the  views  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  subject,  but  beg- 
ged to  assure  him  they  were  by  no 
means  peculiar,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
precisely  those  laid  down  in  Lord  Pal- 
morston's  despatch  to  Lord  Normanby, 
where  ho  distinctly  declared  that  the 
sovereignty  of  the  Pope  was  something 
quite  peculiar,  and,  having  a  relation 
with  all  the  Roman  Catholic  States 
of  tho  world,  quite  different  from  those 
of  any  other  authority.  Tho  condi- 
tion of  tho  Pope's  sovereignty  was  quite 
peculiar.  As  a  temporal  sovereign,  tho 
Pope  wos  of  a  fourth  or  fifth  rate  order : 
as  a  spiritual  sovereign,  he  was  not  only  of 
tho  firRt  honour,  but  enjoyed  a  sovereignty 
unparalleled  in  the  world,  being  capable 
of  exercising  over  not  ono  hut  every  coun- 
try of  Kuropo  nn  authority  and  an  influ- 
ence with  which  nothing  could  compare. 
Thoro  was,  therefore,  in  respect  of  other 
States,  a  ground  for  interfering  and  main- 
taining his  authority  which  did  not  exist  in 
any  otlior  case,  and,  being  a  sort  of  com- 
pound interest,  tho  necessity  was  imposed 
on  the  Catholic  Powers  of  ^vatching  in  or- 
der to  see  that  the  just  object  of  preserving 
tho  spiritual  head  of  their  religion  was  not 
made  the  means  of  promoting  temporal 
ambition.  ]$ut  whon  he  said  that,  ho  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  wc,  as  a  Pro- 


testant State,  had  not,  to  a  certain  extent, 
a  similar  interest:  there  waa  no  comitrj 
with  Catholic  subjects  and  Catholic  posaea- 
sions  which  had  not  a  deep  interest  in  tlie 
Pope  being  so  placed  aa  to  be  able  to  ex- 
ercise his  authority  unfettered  and  un- 
shackled by  any  temporal  influence  which 
might  aflect  his  spiritual  authority.  We 
had,  therefore,  no  reason  to  be  undulj 
jealous  of  the  interference  which  had  taken 
place;  and  it  was,  therefore,  he  thought, 
not  only  expedient  with  respect  to  the 
peace  of  Europe,  but  of  the  worldp  that 
measures  of  policy  somewhat  different  from 
those  of  ordinary  times  might  be  enforced 
and  adhered  to  in  this  most  anomalous  and 
extraordinary  state  of  things;  and  if  he 
had  one  fault  more  than  another  to  find 
with  the  speeches  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  and  the  noble  Earl,  it  was  that  thej 
had  not  sufficiently  looked  to  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  Europe  within 
the  last  two  years,  which  might  account 
for  acts  of  commission  and  omission  not 
otherwise  justifiable.  Was  there  ever  such 
a  period  before  ?  Did  the  noble  Earl  think 
the  ordinary  rules  and  maxims  which 
guided  his  conduct  when  at  the  head  of 
Foreign  Aflairs  some  years  ago,  applicable 
to  a  state  of  things  with  a  new  direction, 
tone,  and  colour,  from  the  awful  elements 
brought  into  action,  giving  rise  to  the 
most  lively  apprehensions  for  the  peace  of 
the  world  ?  At  a  moment  which  could  onlj 
be  compared  to  the  great  crisis  of  the  Re- 
formation, when  the  ground  was  hearing 
up  beneath  the  Governments  of  Europe, 
and  when,  as  it  had  well  been  said,  there 
was  an  uprising  and  clashing  together  of 
opinions,  loosening  from  their  accustomed 
holds  and  driving  large  masses  of  men  into 
action  and  violence,  it  was  prudent  for 
every  State  to  revise  its  principles  of  ac- 
tion, and  to  keep  in  view,  as  its  one  great 
object,  the  preservation  of  the  peace  of  the 
world,  threatened  as  it  was  by  so  many 
dangers.  The  next  part  of  the  resolution 
to  which  he  came,  declared  that  "  it  was 
inconsistent  with  the  general  interest  and 
duty  of  this  country  to  interfere  in  the 
concerns  of  foreign  nations."  So  gene- 
ral and  sweeping  a  proposition  —  one  so 
likely  to  disarm  the  power  and  limit 
the  influence  of  the  country  which  adopted 
it — ^lie  had  never  yet  heard.  For  the  last 
300  years  he  never  knew  of  any  Ministiy 
in  this  country  which  had  carried  on  Go- 
vernment ou  such  principles.  He  need  not 
go  so  far  back,  indeed,  to  find  these  prin- 
ciples were  not  acted  on  by  later 
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men;  for  when  disputes  arose  between  the 
King  of  Holland  and  his  subjects,  the 
States  of  Europe  interfered  to  put  a  stop 
to  bloodshed,  and  effect  a  settlement :  an 
armistice  was  forced  upon  the  parties  by 
virtue  of  a  protocol,  and  amongst  the 
names  affixed  to  that  protocol  was  that  of 
*'  Aberdeen.**  And  when  the  noble  Lord 
came  to  administer  the  affairs  of  the  coun- 
try, he  was  sure  he  would  treat  such  a 
resolution,  if  it  were  agreed  to,  with  per- 
fect contempt,  and  as  of  much  the  same 
value  as  the  neat  maxims  at  the  head  of  a 
schoolboy's  copybook.  As  to  the  events 
that  had  taken  place  in  the  north  of  Italy, 
although  the  noble  Earl  had  stated  per- 
fectly correctly  what  had  occurred  regard- 
ing the  statement  transmitted  from  Turin 
as  to  the  dreaded  interference  of  Austria, 
yet  he  should  say  that  no  such  threat  was 
made  as  had  been  reported  to  have  been 
made  by  the  Government  at  the  time.  The 
report  was  sent  as  a  report  only,  and  as  a 
report  only  it  was  treated  and  inquired 
into;  but  to  say  that  it  was  without  foun- 
dation was  not  correct;  for  the  Govern- 
ment had  corroborative  evidence  from  Ber- 
lin; and  it  was  shown  that  a  person,  who 
was  known  to  be  officially  connected  with 
Prince  Metternich,  had  used  language  at 
Florence,  which,  being  transmitted  to  Tu- 
rin, and  operating  on  the  natural  sensi- 
bility of  all  Italian  Governments,  excited 
those  not  very  ill-founded  apprehensions. 
The  report,  therefore,  obtained  ready  cre- 
dence. The  noble  Lord  had  been  pleased 
to  state  that  due  exertions  were  not  made 
on  the  part  of  this  country  to  prevent  the 
Government  of  Sardinia  from  engaging  in 
an  unjust,  unnecessary,  and  unprovoked 
War.  In  every  one  of  those  epithets  ap- 
plied to  that  war,  and  more  particularly  to 
the  last  war,  he  entirely  concurred ;  but  to 
the  statement  that  every  possible  effort 
was  not  made  by  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  prevent  that  war,  he  gave 
the  most  unqualified  contradiction,  founded 
upon  documents  which  were  then  before 
the  House.  He  found  from  that  corres- 
pondence, that,  from  the  very  first  moment 
that  there  was  any  rumour  of  such  a  war 
taking  place,  warning  was  given  to  the 
Sardinian  Government  of  the  opinions  of 
the  Government  of  this  country  upon  such 
a  step.  They  disclaimed  any  such  inten- 
tion ;  and  the  first  observation  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  Foreign  Office  upon  that  dis- 
claimer was  to  the  effect  that  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  felt  great  pleasure  in 
learning  that  no  such  aggression  upon  the 


dominion  of  Austria  was  about  to  be  made. 
In  a  subsequent  despatch  of  Mr.  Aber- 
cromby,  dated  March  12,  that  gentleman 
stated  that  he  saw  no  reason  for  taking 
umbrage  at  the  armaments  which  were 
being  prepared  by  the  Sardinian  Govern- 
ment; but  that  to  employ  them  in  actual 
aggression  would  be  to  endanger  the  in- 
terests not  onlyjof  the  House  of  Savoy,  but 
of  Italy  and  Germany.  Mr.  Abercromby 
was  then  told,  in  another  despatch,  that 
the  Government  entirely  approved  of  the 
views  he  had  taken  on  the  subject,  and 
instructed  him  to  impress  upon  the  Sar- 
dinian Government  the  great  risk  and  dan- 
ger upon  many  accounts  which  they  would 
bring  upon  their  country  if  they  involved  it 
in  any  unnecessary  and  aggressive  war. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  :  That  was 
after  the  war  had  begun. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  The 
moment  it  was  known  that  the  war  was  in- 
tended, the  admonitions  in  question  were 
given  to  the  Sardinian  Government.  In  a 
despatch  of  April  11th,  Lord  Palmerston 
states  to  Mr.  Abercrombie,  that,  with  re- 
ference to  his  despatch  of  the  27th,  re- 
ferring especially  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Sardinian  Government  with  respect  to 
Lombardy,  he  had  to  inform  him  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  approved  the  lan- 
guage which  he  had  held  to  the  Sardinian 
Government,  and  instructed  him  further  to 
state  that  the  conflict  into  which  Sardinia 
had  entered  must  be  deemed  to  be  one  of 
very  doubtful  result,  and  that  the  principle 
upon  which  it  had  been  commenced  was 
one  full  of  danger.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  believed  that  it  was  only  by 
means  of  such  admonitions  addressed  by 
one  Government  to  another,  they  could 
hope  to  influence  the  conduct  of  a  Govern- 
ment. It  had  been  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  resorted  to  other 
means  than  those  they  adopted  upon  this 
occasion.  He  deprecated,  however,  any 
resort  to  arms  upon  such  an  occasion.  But 
there  was  another  Power  with  whom  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  also  remon- 
strated— namely,  the  King  of  Naples,  who, 
although  he  subsequently  claimed  the  per- 
formance of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  at  one  time 
called  upon  his  subjects  to  engage  in  the  war 
in  Lombardy  on  behalf  of  the  Italian  league. 
He  referred  to  the  proclamation  of  the 
King  of  Naples,  addressed  to  **  his  be-^ 
loved  people,  '  calling  upon  them  to  make 
war  in  Lombardy.  It  stated  -—  **  Your 
King  shares  with  you  the  lively  interest 
that  the  Italian  cause  raises  in  every  mindi 
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and  Is  determined  to  contribute  to  its 
safety  and  success  with  all  the  material 
forces  which  our  pecular  position  on  one 
part  of  our  kingdom  leaves  at  our  dis- 
posal. We  consider  the  Italian  League  as 
existing  de  facto,  although  it  is  not  yet 
established;'*  and  concluded  by  declaring 
that  the  lot  of  their  common  country  would 
be  decided  upon  the  plains  of  Lombardy. 
He  thought  that  that  would  pretty  clearly 
show  the  spirit  which  animated  the  parties 
during  the  convulsions  which  had  recently 
taken  place  in  that  part  of  Europe.  He 
did  not  mean  to  impute  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Naples  a  deliberate  intention  of 
making  war;  on  the  contrary,  he  felt  that 
some  allowance  ought  to  be  made,  and 
above  all  for  the  weaker  States  which  had 
been  engaged  in  these  transactions;  but 
he  did  not  see  why  the  noble  Earl  should 
allow  the  whole  weight  of  his  indignation 
to  fall  upon  one  of  those  Powers.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  had  succeeded  in  con- 
vincing the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen)  that  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment had  taken  every  opportunity  of  pre- 
venting any  outbreak  previous  to  the  first 
war;  but  if  ho  had  not  succeeded  in  doing 
so,  he  thought  at  all  events  that  he  should 
not  have  much  difficulty  in  satisfying  him 
that  they  did  their  best  to  prevent  the  se- 
cond war.  The  evidence  upon  that  point 
was  BO  clear,  that  he  was  convinced  it 
could  not  but  be  satisfactory  to  any  unpre- 
judiced mind.  Upon  the  first  apprehen- 
sion of  that  war,  Mr.  Abercromby  took 
upon  himself,  acting  upon  the  general  in- 
structions which  he  had  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  send  a  letter  to 
the  King  of  Sardinia,  so  full  of  accurate 
observation,  and  animated  by  so  laudable 
and  enlightened  a  spirit,  that  it  could  not 
fail  to  have  convinced  him  of  the  opinions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  the 
subject  of  the  projected  war.  In  that 
despatch  he  said  that  it  would  be  au  act 
of  madness  for  Sardinia  to  undertake  a 
war  against  Austria  singlehanded.  and  that 
the  King  in  so  doing  was  destroying  his 
own  country  and  abandoning  his  duty  to  his 
people.  That  was  the  Minister  who,  it 
was  said,  was  sent  out  to  encourage  the 
revolutionary  party.  Could  stronger  lan- 
guage be  held  by  any  person  ? 

The  Earl  of  AlBERDEEN :  That  is 
not  enough. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE : 
The  noble  Earl  said,  that  was  not  enough. 
He  wished,  then,  to  know  what  he  con- 
sidered would  be  enough.  Would  the  noble 


Earl  have  had  the  British  Minister  knock 
the  Sovereign  down,  that  he  required 
stronger  representations  than  these  ?  What 
that  happy  medium  would  be  between  re- 
maining at  peace  and  going  to  war,  he  had 
not  exactly  pointed  out.  The  noble  Earl 
wanted  more;  and  there  was  a  letter  from 
Lord  Palmerston  to  Mr.  Abercromby,  di- 
recting him  to  ask  for  an  audience,  and  to 
tell  the  King  of  Sardinia  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  heard  of  the  sup- 
posed intention  of  his  Sardinian  MajesQr 
to  commence  hostilities,  and  were  readj  to 
offer  him  their  counsel.  In  a  few  days 
afterwards  Mr.  Abercromby  sent  a  de- 
spatch to  the  King  of  Sardinia,  who  was 
about  to  take  the  command  of  the  armj, 
framed  in  terms  as  strong  as  it  was  possi- 
ble to  conceive,  telling  him  it  would  be  too 
late  on  a  future  day  to  take  the  friendly 
counsels  which  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land were  ready  to  send  him.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  noble  Earl  thought  that  was 
not  sufficient;  and  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  was  extremely  curious  to  know 
what  these  valuable  means  were  by  which 
sovereigns  were  brought  to  reason  by  some- 
thing that  was  not  force,  yet  was  some- 
thing that  was  more  than  representation. 
As  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  only 
knew  of  two  ways  of  proceeding  in  such 
a  case,  he  considered  that  Mr.  Abercromby 
had  gone  the  whole  length  he  could  go  on 
the  subject.  Did  not  the  measures  taken 
by  him  prove  what  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  were,  and 
that  it  was  not  their  desire  to  see  Austria 
annoyed  by  the  recommencement  of  hos- 
tilities ?  With  respect  to  the  Austrian 
provinces  in  Italy,  some  of  the  wisest  and 
most  sagacious  Austrian  statesmen  had 
been  of  opinion  that  the  territory  of  Lom- 
bardy was  an  inconvenient  appendage,  and 
that  the  Austrian  empire,  with  its  strength 
so  widely  disseminated  would  do  wisely  to 
bring  its  authority  to  bear  upon  more  m- 
portant  territories  and  interests  at  home. 
Probably  Austria  would  not  at  the  pre- 
sent  moment  have  felt  it  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  the  arms  of  Russia  to  put  down 
disorders  in  her  own  territory  had  she  been 
able  to  concentrate  her  force  upon  one  side 
of  the  Alps.  But,  be  this  as  it  might,  the 
policy  of  this  country  was  not  to  produce 
revolutions,  but  to  prevent  and  appease 
them,  and  all  their  instructions  were  given 
with  that  view.  All  those  instructions 
were  based  upon  the  principle  of  endea- 
vouring to  reconcile  the  essentials  of  the 
existing  order  of  things  with  improYementa 
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in  the  present  institutions  of  the  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  proceeded 
on  the  admitted  principle,  that  hy  remov- 
ing discontent  where  it  was  known  to  exist, 
a  Government  had  the  hest  security  for  the 
safety  of  its  institutions,  lie  was  glad  to 
hear  that  Austria  had  renounced  her  policy 
of  refusing  improvement  and  reform  in 
her  institutions;  but  it  was  proved  that  her 
former  hostility  to  governmental  and  so- 
cial reform  was  founded  upon  a  secret 
article  between  Austria  and  Naples,  which 
was  now,  however,  known  to  all  the  world, 
by  which  Austria  bound  the  latter  Power 
not  to  advance  in  reforms  further  than 
Austria  herself  in  the  government  of  her 
Italian  provinces.  Could  it  be  said  that 
the  apprehensions  of  the  people  were  alto- 
gether without  cause,  when  they  thought 
that  Austria  might  endeavour  to  prevent 
them  from  enjoying  any  of  those  institu- 
tions ?  He  did  not  attribute  that  design  to 
Austria  now,  and  he  conceived  that  Austria 
was  pledged  in  that  respect  to  a  course 
different  from  that  which  she  had  hitherto 
pursued.  He  sincerely  wished  that  Aus- 
tria might  continue  to  act  that  great  part 
in  the  affairs  of  Europe  which  was  so  es- 
sential to  the  well-being  of  the  rest  of  the 
world — ^he  rejoiced  at  the  notion  that  she 
had  adopted  the  principle  of  conceding 
reasonable  rights  to  her  subjects,  as  a 
means  of  reconciling  all  her  populations, 
of  different  origin,  who  are  at  this  moment 
imperfectly  united  under  her  sway.  The 
observations  on  the  paper  now  before  the 
House  they  had  answered  in  detail;  and 
beyond  that  answer  in  detail,  there  was 
one  or  two  convincing  answers,  which  he 
wished  to  give  to  those  who  accused  the 
Government  of  this  country  of  a  warlike 
policy.  In  the  first  place,  he  reminded 
their  Lordships  that,  after  two  years  of 
such  times  as  those  we  lived  in,  this  country 
was  at  peace.  It  was  said,  that  all  the  world 
distrusted  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston);  but  at  the  very  moment  it  was 
said  that  all  the  world  distrusted  him,  and 
before  the  ink  could  be  dry  on  the  resolu- 
tion which  his  noble  Friend  had  drawn  up, 
a  war  of  the  most  alarming  aspect,  con- 
necting itself  with  the  most  desperate  pas- 
sions— combining  in  itself  the  jealousy  of 
sovereigns  so  difficult  to  reconcile  with  the 
jealousy  of  difi^erent  races  speaking  dif- 
ferent languages — that  war  so  originating, 
and  pushed  to  the  most  alarming  extent, 
and  afi^ecting  all  the  interests  of  the  North 
of  Europe,  had  been,  by  the  successful 
efforts  of  the  Government  of  this  country, 


put  an  end  to.  The  Government  had  this 
very  day  received  the  preliminary  articles 
of  peace,  that  would  put  an  end  to  that 
war  which  might  have  raged  indiscrimi- 
nately in  the  North  of  Europe,  and  which 
were  settled  under  instructions  sent  from 
this  country,  and  at  its  mediation.  The 
noble  Earl  himself  had  been  occasionally 
successful  in  mediation ;  and  when  he  had 
been  so,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
was  not  slow  to  admit  and  applaud  the  re- 
sult of  his  mediation.  He  submitted  that 
the  same  measure  of  justice  was  due  to  his 
noble  Friend,  and  he  hoped  the  South 
would  be  pacified  on  the  same  principle, 
and  by  the  same  means,  as  the  North. 
These  resolutions  were  of  no  practical 
utility;  and  whatever  comments  had  been 
made  upon  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  had  the  consolation  and 
proud  satisfaction  of  reflecting  that  in  this 
time  of  great  difficulty,  when  thrones  had 
been  shaken,  and  nations  agitated  with  in- 
ternal commotions — when  the  torch  of  war 
had  been  lighted  from  one  end  of  Europe 
to  the  other — this  country  had  been  free 
not  only  from  intestine  disturbance,  but 
from  the  hostility  of  a  foreign  foe;  and 
that  we  had  maintained  our  position,  not 
by  any  compromise  or  ignominious  conces- 
sion, and,  above  all,  not  by  the  sacrifice  of 
that  high  character  for  honour  and  integ- 
rity— the  clarum  ac  venerabile  nomen — 
which  England  had  always  preserved,  and 
which  enabled  her  to  act  upon  the  destinies 
of  those  with  whom  she  had  to  deal,  and 
to  secure,  in  so  doing,  the  happiness  and 
independence  of  the  world. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  he  felt,  as 
he  was  sure  all  their  Lordships  must  feel, 
the  impossibility  of  doing  anything  like 
justice  to  the  large  question  before  the 
House,  at  an  hour  when  their  Lordships 
must  be  exhausted,  and  when  he  owned 
himself  wearied  by  the  length  of  the  dis- 
cussion. He  also  felt  the  disadvantage  of 
having,  at  that  time  of  the  night,  or  rather 
of  the  morning,  of  endeavouring  to  call 
their  attention  to  some  parts  of  the  case 
and  some  parts  of  the  speech  which  the 
noble  Marquess  had  just  addressed  to  the 
House.  But  although  he  had  taken  no 
part  in  the  framing  of  these  resolutions, 
he  was  unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon 
this  question,  because  he  held  that  the 
resolutions  laid  on  the  table  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  were  in  themselves  sus- 
tainable by  evidence  and  facts,  and  such  as 
it  would  be  wise  and  fitting  in  their  Lord- 
ships to  adopt.     The  noble  Marquess  ex- 
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pressed  his  surprise  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  not  referred  to  the  successful  mediation 
of  the  Government  in  the  north  of  Europe; 
but  these  were  not  resolutions  affecting  the 
general  foreign  policy  of  the  country,  but 
particularly  related  to  those  events  in  the 
Italian  States  which  appeared  most  to  re- 
quire immediate  attention.  Every  one,  of 
course,  would  rejoice  to  hear  that  hostility 
between  Denmark  and  Germany  had  ter- 
minated. His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
in  one  of  the  resolutions  averred — 

"  That  it  was  inconsistent  with  the  general  in- 
terests and  duty  of  this  country  to  interfere  in 
the  concerns  of  foreign  nations  as  between  these 
Governments  and  their  subjects ;" — 

and  until  ho  heard  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  he  had  thought  that  if 
there  was  one  principle  of  sound  policy  on 
which  there  was  universal  and  unanimous 
acquiescence  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
it  was  the  principle  of  non-interference  by 
this  country  with  the  internal  aflfairs  of  an- 
other. The  noble  Marquess  had  only  read 
a  part  of  the  resolution,  stopping  short  at 
the  words  **  foreign  nations,**  and  leaving 
out  the  last  words,  **  as  between  their 
Governments  and  their  subjects.**  Hun- 
dreds of  causes  might  render  interference 
with  other  countries  in  a  national  point  of 
view  absolutely  necessary;  but  the  resolu- 
tion expressly  pointed  to  the  internal  con- 
cerns of  other  countries.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  referred  to  a  protocol  issued  by 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen); 
but  it  must  be  observed  that  the  interven- 
tion in  that  case  was  called  for  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands,  for  arranging 
affairs  to  which  this  country  had  been  a 
party.  The  first  resolution  of  his  noble 
Friend  was  this  : — 

"  That  it  is  the  right  and  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  inquire  and  to  obtain  from  for- 
eign Powers  satisfactory  explanations  of  those  re- 
cent movements  in  the  Italian  States  which  tend 
to  unsettle  the  existing  distributions  of  territory, 
and  to  endanger  the  general  peace." 

It  had  been  asked  by  a  noble  Earl,  **  It 
might  be  our  duty  to  inquire,  but  how 
could  it  be  our  duty  to  obtain — how  could 
we  obtain?'*  But  even  as  a  mere  verbal 
criticism,  that  objection  was  not  well 
founded;  and  the  resolution  was  right;  for 
it  was  our  duty  to  seek,  and  our  right  to 
obtain,  from  nations  professing  to  act  in 
amity  and  co-operation  with  us,  a  satisfac- 
tory explanation  of  acts  which  endangered 
the  general  peace;  and  that  was  the  word- 
ing of  the  resolution.  Did  the  noble  Mar- 
quess ask  to  what  it  was  that  the  resolu- 
tion applied  ?      It  applied  necessarily  to 


the  invasion  by  French  troops  of  the  Ro- 
man territories.  Was  that,  then,  a  matter 
of  light  concern — of  small  importanee — in 
the  eyes  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmentf 
When  they  supposed  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Austria  to  invade  the  Roman 
States,  the  language  of  the  Foreign  Sec- 
retary in  these  circumstances  was,  that  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  indifference,  and  of 
no  importance;  on  the  contrary,  he  said 
that  all  the  States  of  Italy  ought  to  be 
held  inviolate  by  all  the  Powers  of  Europe; 
and  that  proposition  was  coupled  with  an- 
other, that  any  sovereign  should  he  at 
liberty  to  make  such  changes  within  his 
own  dominions  as  he  should  think  fit,  thus 
confirming  the  second  resolution  moved  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  it  was 
inconsistent  with  the  general  interests  and 
duty  of  this  country  to  interfere  in  the  con- 
cerns of  foreign  nations,  as  between  their 
Governments  and  their  subjects.  Nay,  the 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Palmerston)  fol- 
lowed up  his  propositions  by  stating  that 
the  Roman  territories  were  an  element  in 
the  independence  of  Italy,  and  that  no  in- 
vasion of  them  could  ever  take  place  with- 
out consequences  of  the  greatest  gravity 
and  importance.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  matter  of  the  most  serious  consid- 
eration with  them  that  the  fullest  and  most 
explicit  explanations  should  be  given  by 
the  various  Powers  concerned,  when  they 
saw  those  States  invaded  by  four  different 
Powers,  and  when  they  saw  the  Anstrians 
and  the  French  in  the  occupation  of  those 
territories,  not  to  speak  of  the  more  in- 
significant efibrts  of  Naples  and  of  Spain. 
The  noble  Marquess  perhaps  would  ask, 
why  instance  France,  since  we  had  had 
explanations  the  fullest  possible  as  to  the 
object  which  she  had  in  entering  those  ter- 
ritories; for  the  noble  Marquess  not  very 
fairly  stated  that  a  declaration  of  their  in- 
tentions and  objects  had  been  made  hy 
France,  equally  explicit  with  that  of  Aus- 
tria. From  Austria  they  understood  most 
definitely  that  their  object  was  the  resto- 
ration of  the  legimate  Government,  and 
with  that  object  attained,  that  they  would 
withdraw  her  troops.  He  was  very  far 
from  wishing  to  embarrass  the  Govemment 
of  France — 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  said, 
a  similar  declaration  to  that  of  Austria 
had  been  made  by  France,  as  to  her  object 
at  Rome. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  for  the  first 
time  to-night  he  had  heard  that  they  had 
made  such  a  declaration,  that,  with  the 
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restoration  of  the  Government,  the  object 
of  the  French  Government  was  attained, 
and  their  troops  would  be  withdrawn.  He 
could  not  but  recollect,  however,  that  while 
Austria  was  intent  upon  restoring  the  le- 
gitimate Government  of  the  Pope,  France 
was  determined  to  restore  it  with  certam 
limits,  and  restrictions,  and  conditions,  of 
which  they  had  yet  informed  no  one,  and 
which  might  involve  the  occupation  of  Rome 
for  a  few  months,  or  perhaps  for  20  years. 
The  Government  were  bound,  for  their 
own  satisfaction,  to  know  that  the  ally 
with  whom  they  professed  to  act,  was  in- 
fluenced by  the  same  motives,  and  had  the 
same  objects,  as  those  other  Powers  from 
which  they  had  thought  it  right  to  require 
explanations.  The  Pope  was  the  only 
potentate  that  had  asked  for  the  diplomatic 
interference  of  this  country;  and  on  the 
hints  furnished  by  his  solicitations,  the 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  Government,  and  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  was  sent  over  to 
advise  and  counsel  the  Pontiff.  But  what 
was  the  result  of  our  intervention  ?  The 
Pope  had  been  turned  ignominiously  out 
of  his  dominions ;  and  all  at  once  the  Re- 
public of  France  began  to  And  that  it  was 
her  duty  to  interfere  for  his  restoration. 
This  restoration  was  to  be  coupled  with 
certain  conditions,  though  what  these  were 
had  not  been  made  known.  If  they  im- 
plied either  a  separation  of  his  sacred  and 
civil  functions,  or  the  establishment  of  a 
legislative  assembly,  it  might  be  implied 
that  to  these  conditions  the  Pope  would 
not  agree.  The  state  of  the  matter, 
then,  was  this— they  had  the  Pope  apply- 
ing to  the  Catholic  Powers  of  Europe  to 
restore  him  to  the  supremacy,  civil  and 
ecclesiastical,  of  his  dominions.  The  call 
was  responded  to  by  three  of  these  Powers; 
but  then  there  was  a  fourth  Power  not 
co-operating  with  the  others,  who  stepped 
in  and  took  possession  of  Rome  with  an 
enormous  army.  It  became,  therefore, 
more  than  ever  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  ascertain  fully  the  objects  con- 
templated by  France  in  the  occupation  of 
the  Roman  States.  The  two  first  resolu- 
tions were  of  less  importance  than  the 
third.  At  an  earlier  period  of  the  night 
he  should  have  endeavoured  to  have  sub- 
stantiated at  more  length  the  charge  that 
we  had,  in  our  dealings  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, in  reference  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Italian  peninsula,  been  actuated  by  a  want 
of  friendly  feeling,  by  invidious  suspicions, 
and  by  unworthy  and  uncalled-for  jealousy 


towards  Powers,  neither  of  whieh  had 
given  us  offence,  or  done  anything  to  war-> 
rant  our  suspicion.  The  noble  Marquesa 
said  there  had  been  no  jealousy  shown  in 
these  transactions  either  of  Austria  or  of 
Naples.  But  what  were  the  facts,  first, 
with  regard  to  Austria?  The  very  in* 
stant  that  the  noble  Viscount  (Visoounli 
Palmerston)  received  a  communication  that 
Prince  Metternich  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Pope  was  going  to  dangerous  lengths  in 
the  changes  he  was  making,  he  wrote  to 
Lord  Cowley  stating  he  was  most  anxious 
to  know  what  the  views  of  the  Frenoh 
Government  were  upon  that  subject.  If, 
he  said,  they  coincided  with  his  own,  he 
should  be  glad  to  co-operate  with  them  in 
supporting  the  general  amnesty,  and  thus 
in  forcing  those  further  reforms  whiok 
Prince  Metternich  considered  dangerous  to 
Rome.  In  the  meantime,  the  Pope  had 
given  a  full  amnesty,  and  M.  Guizot  eon- 
eluded  hill  reply  by  stating  that  the  Frenek 
Ambassador  had  been  strictly  instructed 
not  to  offer  any  advice.  Those,  in  his 
opinion,  were  very  sound  instructions,  and 
very  wise  advice  ;  and  if  similar  instrue* 
tions  had  been  given  to  some  of  our  diplo* 
matio  agents  abroad,  it  would  not  have 
been  the  worse  for  the  interests  of  this 
country.  But  then  he  was  asked  to  fur> 
nish  proofs  of  the  insidious  jealousy  of 
Austria.  The  papers  and  correspondence 
before  the  House  abounded  with  them 
from  first  to  last.  There  was  a  disturb- 
ance at  Pisa,  it  appeared,  and  the  moment 
Lord  Palmerston  heard  of  it,  he  wrote  to 
Mr.  Abercrombie  to  inquire  how  far  Aus- 
trian emissaries  had  to  do  with  it.  Full 
of  Austrian  suspicions,  he  could  not  dis- 
connect his  ideas  of  Austria  from  meddling 
and  interference.  But  the  fact  was,  there 
had  been  nothing  of  the  sort.  His  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had  stated 
another  instance  of  jealousy  and  suspicion 
of  Austria,  in  regard  to  a  letter  alleged  to 
have  been  sent  to  the  King  of  Sardinia. 
It  turned  out  there  had  been  no  letter  at 
all.  There  had,  however,  been  a  letter  to 
the  Duke  of  Tuscany;  and  that  which  was 
only  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  Foreign 
Secretary  by  Austrian  jealousy,  and  which 
called  forth  *'  a  wise,  temperate,  and  flrm 
answer,"  was  not  written  at  all.  The  pro- 
position supposed  to  be  made  of  Austrian 
interference  was,  in  point  of  fact,  noTOr 
made.  From  first  to  last,  Austria  had 
given  assurance,  in  the  most  positive  terms, 
%uque  ad  nauseam^  that  from  her  no  State 
in  Italy  had  reason  to  fear  an  invasion  of 
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their  territories ;  but  Austria  always  de- 
clared, **  We  mean  to  hold  our  Italian  do- 
minions, but  we  will  not  extend  our  power 
one  inch  beyond."  These  communications 
were  made  to  the  Court  of  Sardinia.  In- 
structions, founded  upon  the  supposed  in- 
terference of  Austria,  were  given  for  the 
guidance  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Minto),  and  with  the  real  facts 
known,  as  they  must  have  been  known  by 
the  noble  Earl  and  the  Government,  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  was  at  a  loss  to  account 
for  the  declaration  made  by  him  (the  Earl 
of  Minto),  after  a  long  conference  at  Turin, 
that  **  now  all  danger  of  Austrian  inter- 
ference appears  to  have  passed  over." 
When  he  wrote  this,  he  must  have  known 
that  Austria  had  from  the  first  disclaimed 
all  intention  of  invasion  ;  yet  he  wrote  to 
the  Foreign  Office  that  danger  of  invasion 
from  that  Power  had,  for  the  present, 
**  passed  away."  He  said  then  that  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings  marked  an  in- 
vidious and  an  increasing  jealousy  of  Aus- 
tria, and  an  unfriendly  feeling  towards 
her.  Another  out  of  many  other  cases 
suggested  itself  to  his  mind.  Prince  Met- 
ternich  had  been  informed  that  in  Rome 
reports  were  rife  that  Austrian  agents  had 
encouraged  rebellion  there ;  and  what  did 
Prince  Mettemich  immediately  do  ?  He 
wrote  to  Rome  demanding  that  a  most 
searching  investigation  should  be  made  by 
the  Government,  in  order  to  ascertain  if 
there  were  any  good  grounds  for  the  sus- 
picion that  Austrian  agents  were  impli- 
cated in  the  charge  ;  but  he  never  re- 
ceived an  answer  to  that  application  for 
such  investigation.  Notwithstanding  the 
Austrian  Minister  had  assured  the  noble 
Viscount  that  he  was  following  in  the 
course  which  Prince  Mettemich  had  taken 
on  the  part  of  Austria  in  the  affaire  of 
Italy,  still  the  noble  Viscount's  suspicions 
were  not  set  at  rest.  In  his  answer  to  the 
British  Minister  at  Vienna,  the  noble  Vis- 
count stated  that  he  had  learned  from  un- 
doubted authority  that  at  Rome  Austrian 
agents  were  concerned  in  the  plot,  and 
tbat  he  believed  that  thnt  opinion  was 
shared  in  by  many  very  high  persons  in 
Rome.  Such  a  declaration  was  not  only 
unfriendly,  but  it  was  insulting.  The 
Austrian  Government  had  denied  all  parti- 
cipation in  those  proceedings.  It  was  a 
direct  declaration  that  the  Government  of 
this  country  disbelieved  the  assurance  of 
Austria,  put  forward  in  the  most  positive 
manner.  Again,  to  show  the  want  of  fore- 
sight on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment, when  Lord  Ponsonby  waB  instructed 
to  give  assurance  to  Austria  that  the  King 
of  Sardinia  had  no  intention  to  inrade 
the  Austrian  territories,  or  to  interfere 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  the  Austrian 
provinces  in  Italy,  that  Sovereign  was 
meditating  the  invasion  of  the  Austrian 
dominions  for  the  gratification  of  his  own 
selfish  and  profligate  ambition,  whilst  there 
was  not  the  least  intention  of  invading 
Piedmont  by  Austria.  But  it  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the  noble  Viscount  chai^ged 
the  Cabinet  of  Europe  with  shortsighted- 
ncss — with  not  being  able  to  see  hejond 
their  noses,  whilst  by  the  correspondence 
it  appeared  that  they  could  see  further 
than  he,  and  their  despatches  and  letters 
were  conceived  in  a  much  more  diplomatic 
and  courteous  tone  than  his.  But  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  appear  to 
have  taken  all  the  steps  they  might  have 
taken  to  prevent  either  the  first  or  the 
second  invasion  of  the  Austrian  dominions 
by  the  King  of  Sardinia.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had,  of  course,  peculiar  opportunities 
of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  contents 
of  the  papers  that  passed  between  the 
Governments,  and  he  said,  *'  Oh,  jou  con- 
demn those  proceedings  before  you  have 
seen  the  papers."  But  if  the  House  had 
waited  for  their  production,  they  might 
have  waited  until  the  second  week  in 
August,  when  it  would  not  have  been  very 
easy  to  have  questioned  the  Government 
about  them.  His  noble  Friend  near  him 
had  said  that  he  would  not  speak  aboot  the 
second  invasion  of  Austria,  because  he  had 
not  tbe  papers  before  him.  But  he  (Lord 
Stanley)  said,  that  with  regard  to  the  first 
or  the  second  invasion,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment did  not  take  the  steps  which 
they  were  bound  to  take  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  that  most  unprincipled  aggres- 
sion. The  noble  Marquess  said  that  they 
told  the  Sardinian  Monarch  that  it  would 
be  destructive  to  his  own  interests  to  at- 
tempt such  an  aggression;  that  they  ap- 
pealed directly  to  his  interests.  But  when 
a  Government  had  a  right  to  interfere 
and  prevent  another  Government  from  tak- 
ing a  profligate  and  unprincipled  course, 
it  was  not  sufficient  to  say,  **  This  may 
lead  you  into  trouble."  They  should 
say,  **  If  you  take  this  course,  remem- 
ber it  is  in  violation  of  treaties.  Re- 
member, that  it  is  inconsistent  not  only 
with  your  safety,  but  with  your  honour  and 
your  obligations;  and  in  the  face  of  Eu- 
rope and  of  the  world  we  protest  solemnly 
and  publicly  against  an  act  on  your  part 
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vrhlch  is  an  unprincipled  infraction  of  a 
treaty  to  which  we  are  parties.*'  If  the 
Government  had  addressed  themselves  to 
the  honour  and  the  duties  of  the  King  of 
Sardinia,  they  would  have  done  right,  and 
this  country  would  have  stood  in  the  situa- 
tion in  which  it  was  fitting  it  should  stand 
before  the  eyes  of  Europe  and  the  world; 
hut  it  was  idle  to  address  themselves  merely 
to  the  interests  of  an  ambitious  man.  The 
noble  Marquess  asked  tauntingly  why  they 
did  not  say  a  word  about  the  King  of 
Naples,  who  had  acted  in  a  more  profligate 
manner  still.  God  forbid  that  he  should 
defend  the  conduct  of  the  King  of  Naples, 
or  that  compulsion  which  was  exercised  by 
his  people  to  force  him  to  join  in  that  in- 
vasion of  the  Austrian  territory  which  was 
supposed  to  be  about  to  lead  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  Italy — a  thing  which  the  noble 
Marquess  spoke  of  as  only  the  dream  of  a 
few  enthusiastic  individuals,  but  which  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  nevertheless  feared  had 
been  encouraged  by  the  diplomatic  agents 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  themselves. 
He  would  beg  to  read  to  the  House  an  ex- 
tract from  a  speech  made  by  Lord  Napier, 
Her  Majesty's  Representative  at  Naples, 
on  the  16th  February,  1848,  to  the  popu- 
lace flushed  with  the  success  of  their  revo- 
lutionary movement : — 

"  Happy  are  these  days,  in  which  the  liberty 
and  independence  of  Italy  are  secured  for  ever. 
Henceforward  the  nationality  of  Italy  will  be  no 
more  a  matter  of  feeling — no  more  a  desire.  It 
is  a  reality.  Let  it  spring  around  our  institutions ; 
and  by  securing  our  institutions,  triumph  against 
the  foreigner.  Viva  Independenza  Jtaliana — 
Viva  Ferdinando  Secundo.*' 

This  speech  was  delivered  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  language  and  with  the  mind  of 
Italy,  and  while  delivering  it,  he  had  been, 
it  appeared,  interrupted  by  great  applause, 
while  the  termination  was  followed  by  ve- 
hement acclamation.  He  must  say  that  that 
speech  was  in  entire  accordance  with  every- 
thing else  that  had  been  done  in  the  course 
of  these  events.  The  King  of  Naples  had 
certainly  joined  in  an  unprincipled  aggres- 
sion on  the  Austrian  States.  He  could 
hardly  say  that  the  King  had  himself  joined 
in  it,  as  he  been  driven  into  it  not  with  un- 
friendly feelings  towards  Austria — far  from 
it,  for  the  Emperor  of  Austria  was  his 
friend.  The  Pope  also  had  been  driven 
into  it;  but  was  it  with  unfriendly  feelings  ? 
By  no  means,  for  the  Pope  felt  he  had  no 
better  friend  than  Austria.  They  were 
not  actuated  by  the  selfish  principles  that 
had  moved  the  so-called  King  of  Italy. 
They  both  yielded  to  popular  impulse — 


they  foolishly  yielded  to  an  irresistible 
popular  impulse,  which  had  been  encour- 
aged and  promoted  by  diplomatic  envo^ 
even  from  this  country,  and  to  which  no 
great  discouragement  was  given  even  by 
the  Representative  of  Her  Majesty.  He 
did  not  charge  against  the  noble  Earl  or 
the  Government  that  they  desired  to  pro- 
mote revolution  in  Italy;  but  he  charged 
them  with  a  desire  to  introduce  into  every 
country  just  as  much  of  the  principles  of 
liberty  as  they  themselves  desired,  but  no 
more.  Nothing  showed  more  the  impossi- 
bility and  the  folly  of  attempting  to  trans- 
plant the  free  institutions  of  one  country 
into  the  soil  of  another  not  fit  to  receive 
them,  than  these  proceedings.  These  were 
the  views  which  actuated  the  noble  Earl, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  also 
the  King  of  Naples,  and  the  benevolent  but 
not  very  wise  Sovereign  Pontiff^.  These 
were  the  views  which,  no  doubt,  also  ac- 
tuated some  of  the  other  Powers;  but  they 
were  all  made  subservient  to  the  views  of 
others,  who  had  very  different  objects. 
Others  knew  much  better  than  they  did 
what  was  in  progress  :  they  knew  that  these 
Powers  were  useful  intruments  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point  for  furthering  their  views;  and  as 
soon  as  that  point  was  reached,  the  instru- 
ment was  thrown  away  with  ridicule  and  con- 
tempt, and  the  revolution  broke  out  which 
they  had  vainly  hoped  to  have  kept  down. 
He  had  seen  with  regret  that  these  papers 
abounded  with  evidence  of  an  unfriendly 
and  jealous  feeling  towards  Austria.  But 
there  was  another  Power — a  weaker  one 
— towards  which  they  conducted  them- 
selves in  a  still  more  unfriendly,  and,  be 
would  add,  more  unworthy  spirit.  He 
alluded  to  their  conduct  towards  the  King 
of  the  Two  Sicilies  from  first  to  last — 
from  the  advent  of  the  noble  Earl  —  he 
would  not  now  discuss  the  question  of  bis 
being  invited — their  conduct  towards  that 
sovereign  had  been  throughout  marked  by 
the  most  offensive  demeanour,  as  much  as 
it  was  possible  for  any  sovereign  to  bear 
without  resenting.  He  would  not  now  en- 
ter into  the  question  of  how  far  they  were 
bound  to  maintain  the  shadow  of  the  con- 
stitution of  1812.  His  noble  Friend  had 
clearly  and  distinctly  shown,  that  as  a 
practical  constitution  the  constitution  of 
1812  never  had  been  in  operation  at  all-— 
that  the  Parliament  that  sought  to  establish 
it  broke  down  ludicrously  and  absurdly  the 
moment  that  it  should  have  been  establish- 
ed; and  indeed  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
seemed  to  admit  that  it  was  not  a  very 
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desirable  arrangement  to  adopt  in  any 
event.  Therefore,  this  was  an  additional 
reason  why  their  conduct  towards  the  King 
of  Naples  had  been  offensive  to  an  unjusti- 
fiable extent.  On  the  7th  of  March,  the 
noble  Earl  stated  that  he  had  obtained  sa- 
tisfactory terms  from  the  Sicilians — and 
well  he  might,  for  he  had  dictated  the 
terms  himself — ^but  in  a  few  days  after- 
wards the  Sicilians  expressed  their  dissat- 
isfaction with  those  terms,  and  it  appeared 
that  no  conclusion  of  any  kind  had  been 
arrived  at.  They  next  had  him  advising 
the  deposition  of  the  Sovereign  to  which  he 
was  accredited,  and  that  he  would  not  offer 
any  objection.  That  showed  the  imparti- 
ality of  the  mediator,  and  the  friendly  feel- 
ing towards  the  Government  of  our  ally. 
The  noble  Earl  again  says  that  the  Sici- 
lians looked  to  the  friendship  of  England 
to  support  them  in  their  desire  to  separate 
from  the  Crown  of  Naples.  While  the 
noble  Earl  was  offering  his  good  offices  to 
the  King  of  Naples,  he  actually  wrote  that 
the  independence  of  Sicily  had  now  been 
established.  Whether  the  noble  Earl  was 
right  or  wrong  in  recommending  the  con- 
stitution of  1812,  from  the  moment  that 
he  had  arrived  in  Sicily  he  was  recommend- 
ing the  separation  of  Sicily  from  the  Crown 
of  Naples;  and  from  the  moment  that  the 
Sicilians  attempted  to  separate  from  the 
Crown  of  Naples,  they  were  in  rebellion 
against  their  Sovereign;  and  the  British 
Government  was  countenancing  and  en- 
couraging them  in  that  rebellion.  That 
was  a  monstrous  violation  and  dereliction 
of  the  duty  they  owed  to  their  ally;  and 
yet  they  said,  while  they  were  thus  doing, 
that  the  King  of  Naples  should  be  obliged 
to  them.  The  Duke  of  Genoa  was  recom- 
mended to  the  Sicilians  as  king;  but  he 
was  wiser  than  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
for  he  was  not  quite  so  satisfied  of  what 
they  were  attempting  to  establish  as  they 
were.  Not  content  with  offering  the  Crown 
of  Sicily  to  the  Duke  of  Genoa,  they  also 
assured  him  that  the  British  Government 
would  give  him  every  support;  and  the 
British  Minister  made  a  public  declaration 
to  that  effect,  and  they  afterwards  offered 
to  recognise  any  sovereign,  except  the 
King  of  Naples,  although  they  were  then 
on  friendly  terms  with  them.  He  would 
not  go  through  all  those  transactions  in 
detal — suffice  it  to  say,  that  from  the  first 
to  the  last  their  interference  was  an  inter- 
ference against  the  King  of  Sicily.  We 
pretended  to  enforce  an  armistice,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  the  beaten  party 


had  time  to  recruit  their  stren^h»  and 
raise  themselves  from  their  prostrate  eon* 
dition.  He  believed  that  the  result  of  all 
our  measures  was,  that  the  people  of 
Sicily  were  now  left  entirely  at  the  meroj 
of  their  legitimate  Sovereign,  who  he  had 
no  doubt  would,  however,  exercise  the 
rights  of  a  conqueror  with  generosity; 
whilst,  as  for  ourselves,  we  had  made  this 
country  the  object  not  of  suspicion,  bat  of 
worse  than  suspicion,  of  contempt,  and  of 
ridicule,  to  our  allies,  and  to  Europe. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  only  venture  to 
express  the  hope,  however  the  double 
dealing  and  miserable  shuffling  of  our  re- 
cent policy  towards  the  Neapolitan  Qovem* 
ment  might  be  viewed  elsewhere,  that  the 
verdict  at  which  their  Lordships  would 
presently  arrive,  would  show  the  kings, 
princes,  and  people  of  Italy,  that  the 
double  dealing  and  paltry  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  met  with  no 
response  from  the  more  manly  and  honour- 
able feeling  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

LoEO  BROUGHAM  said,  that  haying 
been  occupied  nineteen  hours  in  thttr 
Lordships*  House  that  day,  he  declined 
the  labour  of  a  reply. 
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Earl  Spencer 
Marq.  of  Westminster 
Lord  Clifden 
Lord  Belhaven 
Lord  Portman 
Duke  of  Bedford 
Marquess  of  Anglesey 
Lord  Stafford 
Earl  Fitshardinge 
Lord  de  Freyne 
Earl  of  Wicklow 
Lord  Langdale 
Archbp.  of  Canterbury 
Earl  of  Lovelace 
Lord  Crewe 
Earl  of  Camperdown 
Lord  Carrington 
Earl  of  Effingham 
Lord  Monteagle 
Earl  of  Seilon 

the  Resolutions. 

Enrol 

Fingall 

Gainsborough 

Huntingdon 

Ilohester 

Ken  mare 

Leicester 

Oxford 

Radnor 

Roseberry 

Shrewsbury 

VlSOOUITTS. 

Bolingbroke 
Falkland 
Massareene 
Ponsonby 

Bishops. 
Norwich 


St.  DaTid's 

Holland 

Tuam 

Lovat 

Barons. 

Monson 

Abercromby 

Mountfort 

Arundel 

Mostyn 

Beauvale 

Rossmore 

Carew 

St.  John 

Daore 

Stanley  of  Alderley 

Denman 

Stourton 

Dinorben 

Stuart  de  Decies 

Dorchester 

Suflleld 

DunaUy 

Talbot  de  Malahida 

Dunfermline 

Vaux  of  Harrowden 

Godolphin 

Vernon 

Hastings 
Howard  de  Walden 

Vivian 

Wenlook 

Keane 

Wrottesley 

House  adjourned  to  Mfnday  next. 

HOUSE    OF 

COMMONS, 

Friday,  July  20,  1849. 

MiNUTBS.]    Public  Bills.— !<>  Defects  hi  Lcaies  Suspen- 
lion ;  Pifeal  AflUn  (Ireland)  t  Olltaoes  in  Public  Roads 
(Ireland) ;  PubUc  Health  (Ireland). 
r*  Pilotage;  General  Board  of  Health;  Customi;  Work- 
house Loans  (Ireland) ;  Drainage  of  Lands. 
Reported.^  Pilotage ;  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amend- 
ment;   Nuisanoei  Removal  and  Diseases  Preveotion ; 
Indosure  Act  (Extension  of  Powers)  {  Colleetion  of  Rates 
(Dublin) ;  Dublin  Improvement  (No.  S) ;  Attachments, 
Courts  of  Record  (Ireland). 
30  Militia  Pay  {  Advance  of  Money  (Athlone  to  Galway 
Railway) ;  New  Zealand  Land  Conveyances. 

Pbtitions  Prbsrntkd.  By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  tram 
Marylebone,  for  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill.— 
By  Mr.  Coke,  ttom  the  Docking  Union,  for  the  County 
Rates  and  Expenditure  Bill. — By  Mr.  Lushington,  ftom 
Westminster,  for  Reduction  of  the  Public  Expenditure, 
and  for  Parliamentary  Reform.- By  Mr.  Newdcgate,  flrom 
North  Cowton,  against  the  Highways  District  Sunreyon 
Bill.— By  Viscount  Duncan,  from  Brockenhurst,  for  In- 
quiry reelecting  the  New  Forest. — By  Mr.  Hindley.  from 
Ashton>under-Lyne,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Paaengen 
Bill.— By  Mr.  Hollond,  ftom  Hastings,  for  the  Proteetion 
of  Women  BilL— By  Mr.  W.  Pagan,  ftom  Cork,  for  Sani- 
tary Measures. — By  Colonel  Thompson,  ftom  Bradford, 
for  Acknowledging  the  Roman  Repnblia— By  Viscount 
Ebrington,  ftom  Plymouth,  against,  and  by  Mr.  Caidwtll, 
ftom  LiTerpooI,  for  aa  Alteration,  of  the  Sale  and  Menu 
facture  of  Bread  Bill. — By  Mr.  Briscoe,  from  Hastingi« 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — By  Mr.  M*Ore- 
gor,  ftom  the  Yorkshire  Law  Society,  for  an  Alteratiefi 
of  the  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment  Bill.*~By  Lord  Ren* 
dlesham,  f^om  Blything,  for  the  Removal  of  Smithfleld 
Market. 

PILOTAGE  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Sir  G.  clerk  observed  that  when  the 
right  hon,  Gentleman  brought  in  this  Bill, 
he  admitted  that  it  might  be  considereil 
objectionable  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  such  im- 
portance at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session. 
He  himself  saw  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  have  been  brought  in  three  months 
ago,  which  would  have  given  ample  time 
for  its  consideration  by  those  who  were 
affected  by  it.  This  Bill,  as  he  understood 
it,  was  a  selection  of  one  clause  out  of  a 
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Bill  which  was  introduced  ten  years  ago, 
hut  was  without  any  of  those  provisions, 
safeguards,  or  qualifications  which  accom- 
panied that  Bill.     The  only  defence  which 
he  had  heard  put  forward  was,  that,  heing 
really  a  permissive  measure,  it  would  have 
very  little  effect  in  many  quarters.     That 
might  be  so,  but  if  the  Attorney  General 
were  present,  he  would  ask  him  whether 
such  a  permissive  Bill  as  this  was  not  of 
an  obligatory  nature.    This  Bill  would  dis- 
pense with  the  compulsory  part  of  the  law, 
which  required  all  masters  to  take  pilots 
within  certain  limits,  in  favour  of  masters 
and  mates  who  should  pass  an  examina- 
tion.    He  apprehended  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  public  body,  under  the 
discretionary  power  here  given,  to  refuse 
an  examination.     The  Bill  would  therefore 
be  imperative,  and  not  permissive.     There 
were  peculiar  objections  to  the  Bill,  arising 
out  of  the  siuation  of  the  Cinque  Ports. 
The  Trinity-house  were  allowed  to  license 
pilots  between  London-bridge  and  the  Isle 
of  Wight,  thus  going  beyond  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque 
Ports.     Now,  supposing  the  corporation  of 
the  Trinity-house  to  grant  any  person  a 
certificate  of  fitness  to  pilot  from  London- 
bridge  to  the  Isle  of  Wight,  would  the  mas- 
ter of  any  vessel  with  such  a  pilot  on  board 
be  subject  to  a  penalty  for  declining  to  take 
a  Cinque  Ports  pilot  if  he  came  within  the 
jurisdiction   of    the  Cinque   Ports  ?      He 
should  have  stated  that  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Lord  Warden  of  the  Cique  Ports  ex- 
tended from  Dungeness  to  the  port  of  Lon- 
don.    He  did  not  know  whether  that  was 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  and  he  had  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
interfere  with  any  jurisdiction,  but  merely 
to  grant  this  permissive  power  to  public 
bodies  if  they  should  think  fit  to  exercise 
it.      Another   difficulty   which    presented 
itself  was  the   complication  which  would 
arise  with  the  ships  of  those  nations  with 
whom  we  have   reciprocity  treaties.     He 
doubted  whether  the  masters  of  those  ves- 
sels would  submit  to  an  examination;  and 
if  the  owners  were  satisfied  that  they  were 
competent  to  navigate  the  ships  which  they 
commanded,  he  saw  no  reason  why  they 
should  do  so.     What  would  be  the  feeling 
in  this  country  if  the  case  were  reversed  ? 
At  present  pilotage  dues  were  charged  on 
every  vessel  entering  the  port  of  Dantzic; 
but  if  Prussia   took  off  those   duties   on 
Dantzic  vessels,   ho  ventured  to  say  that 
twenty-four  hours  would  not  elapse  before 


complaints  would  be  made  of  this  gross 
evasion  of  the  reciprocity  treaties  between 
Prussia  and  this  country.  He  considered 
it  was  of  great  importance  to  the  mer- 
chants of  this  country  that  a  supply  of 
skilful  pilots  should  be  kept  up  to  conduct 
the  shipping  which  came  to  our  ports 
safely  through  the  shoals  which  rendered 
the  south-eastern  coast  so  dangerous.  If, 
therefore,  the  interests  of  so  valuable  a 
body  of  men  as  the  Cinque  Ports  pilots 
were  likely  to  be  affected  bj  this  BiU,  he 
thought  it  but  justice  to  them  that  time 
should  be  given  to  consider  what  would  be 
its  effect.  Ho  hoped  that,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  proceed 
with  the  other  Bill  relating  to  the  commer* 
cial  marine,  this  Bill  also  might  be  post> 
poned  till  next  Session.  He  admitted  that 
some  portion  of  our  shipping  had  a  griev- 
ance to  complain  of  with  respect  to  pflot- 
age — he  alluded  particularly  to  steam  ves- 
sels. Complaints  were  made  at  Liyerpodl 
that  steam  vessels  were  almost  dailj  com- 
ing up  the  Mersey,  who  were  obliged  to 
pay  a  very  heavy  charge  for  pilotage.  As 
a  remedy  for  that  grievance,  he  thought 
that  the  owners  of  steam  vessels  making 
such  voyages  ought  to  be  allowed  to  com- 
pound for  a  certain  sum  for  pilotage 
charges,  leaving  it  optional  with  them  to 
take  a  pilot  or  not.  If  this  Bill  remained 
in  its  present  shape,  he  should  move  that 
the  second  reading  be  postponed  for  thiee 
months,  rather  with  the  view  of  giving 
time  for  consideration,  than  as  passing  an 
opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  opposed  the 
Bill  with  an  ardour  worthy  the  Member 
for  Dover,  on  the  ground  that  in  its  opera- 
tion it  would  interfere  with  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Cinque  Ports.  It  had  been  his 
(Mr.  Gibson's)  fortune  to  be  in  communi- 
cation with  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
Cinque  Ports,  and  although  he  disapproved 
of  the  separate  jurisdiction,  yet  he  must 
say  that  he  had  not  found  them  taking  so 
strong  a  view  of  the  question  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House.  Every  one  must  see  that  the 
pilotage  system,  which  was  established 
when  navigation  was  differently  carried  on, 
when  surveys  of  the  coast  were  imperfect^ 
and  when  steam  power  had  not  been  in- 
vented, and  when,  consequently,  steam 
tugs  were  not  in  use,  required  alteration, 
and  that  the  time  was  come  when  there 
must  be  made  considerable  alterations  in 
the  pilotage  laws  of  this  country.     With 
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regard  to  the  compulsory  system  of  pilot- 
age, it  seemed  to  him  strange  that  you 
should  force  persons  on  shipmasters  to 
take  charge  of  their  vessels,  and  if  those 
persons  should  lose  the  property  there 
was  no  claim  for  compensation.  Sup- 
pose that  on  a  ship  entering  the  Channel, 
a  pilot  was  sent  on  hoard  to  take  charge 
who  was  wholly  unfit  for  the  duty,  as  had 
lately  very  frequently  occurred,  and  that 
the  merchant  was  ruined,  was  it  right  that 
he  should  then  he  told  that  it  all  arose 
from  the  anxious  desire  of  the  Legislature 
to  take  care  of  people's  property  ?  There 
had  recently  been  several  complaints  of  old 
and  superannuated  pilots  being  sent  on 
board  vessels,  and  all  that  this  Bill  did  was 
to  permit  the  authorities  to  dispense  with 
sending  a  pilot  in  cases  where  shipmasters 
showed  themselves  competent  to  the  duty. 
In  his  opinion  the  right  hon.  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  go  far 
enough;  many  would  go  much  further,  and 
attack  the  exclusive  privilege  of  the  Cinque 
Ports.  He  would,  therefore,  as  a  matter 
of  policy,  recommend  the  Members  for 
Dover  not  to  oppose  this  Bill,  as  they 
might  only  bring  upon  their  constituents  a 
more  searching  and  comprehensive  mea- 
sure. He  hoped  the  measure  would  not 
be  taken  in  the  light  of  final  legislation,  or 
as  an  indication  that  the  Government  did 
not  mean  further  to  persevere  in  the  im- 
provement of  the  pilotage  laws.  He  be- 
lieved that  great  relief  would  be  given  to 
the  commercial  and  shipping  interests  by 
the  adoption  of  a  more  liberal  system. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  must  remind  the 
Members  for  the  Cinque  Ports  that  there 
were  complaints  from  the  shipping  interest 
that  their  rates  of  pilotage  had  not  been 
reduced  since  the  adoption  of  steam-tugs. 
The  Trinity-house  had  made  a  reduction 
of  one-third,  and  it  had  been  a  most  sea- 
sonable relief  to  the  shipowners.  It  was 
certainly  very  hard  now  that  vessels  were 
towed  up  from  the  Downs  that  they  should 
pay  as  much  pilotage  as  formerly,  when 
the  trouble  and  delay  were  so  much  greater. 
The  Trinity-house  had  felt  the  justice  of 
this,  and  had  reduced  these  charges,  and 
it  was  only  reasonable  to  expect  that  the 
Cinque  Ports  would  follow  so  good  an  ex- 
ample. 

Mr.  rice  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  he  (Mr. 
Rice)  differed  from  the  views  which  had 
been  expressed  by  his  right  hon.  Col- 
league upon  that  subject.     He  believed 


the  Cinque  Ports  had  rendered  great  ser- 
vices to  the  mercantile  marine  of  thjs 
country.  He  found  that,  during  the  last 
ten  years,  the  oBScers  of  the  Cinque  Ports 
had  piloted  in  perfect  security  up  the 
Channel  3,800  vessels  ;  that  during  that 
time  there  had  been  only  fourteen  com- 
plaints against  those  officers ;  that  of 
those  fourteen  complaints,  six  only  had 
been  established ;  and  that  only  three 
pilots  had  been  dismissed.  If  the  Bill 
were  allowed  to  remain  unaltered,  he  felt, 
like  his  right  hon.  Colleague,  that  it  would 
be  his  duty  to  oppose  its  further  progress. 
He  should  proceed  to  st^,  as  shortly  as 
he  could,  what  were  the  principal  objec- 
tions which  he  entertained  to  the  measure, 
and  which  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
men  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  consent  to  remove.  In  the  first 
place,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  introduce  some  words  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  more  clearly  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  one  merely  of  a  per- 
missive character.  In  the  next  place,  he 
wished  that,  as  it  was  proposed  to  give 
licenses  to  the  masters  of  vessels  to  act  as 
pilots,  those  licenses  should  be  confined  to 
the  particular  vessels  of  which  they  had 
charge.  Again,  he  wished  to  see  an  al- 
teration effected  in  that  provision  which 
directed  that  the  master  of  a  vessel,  piloted 
by  himself,  should  not  avail  himself  of  the 
services  of  any  person  except  the  ordinary 
crew.  Now,  the  result  of  adopting  that 
provision  would  be,  that  a  master  with 
a  ship  in  a  state  of  distress  could  not 
avail  himself  of  the  services  of  that 
valuable  class  of  men  along  our  coasts, 
who  were  known  /ts  boatmen  and  lighter- 
men. He  hoped  that  a  provision  of  so 
manifestly  objectionable  a  character  would 
be  modified  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  the  most  important  point  with  which 
they  had  to  deal  was  that  arising  out  of 
the  concurrent  jurisdiction  of  the  Trinity- 
house  and  the  Cinque  Ports  in  the  Chan* 
nel.  The  arrangement  adopted  under  the 
existing  system  was,  that  the  officers  of 
the  Cinque  Ports  piloted  all  vessels  up  the 
Channel,  and  the  officers  of  the  Trinity- 
house  piloted  all  vessels  down  the  Channel. 
Now,  as  the  Bill  was  to  be  one  merely  of 
a  permissive  character,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  allow  a  master 
who  had  received  a  license  from  the 
Trinity-house  only,  to  pilot  his  vessel 
either  up  or  down  the  river,  and  he  hoped 
that  no  such  power  would  be  given  by  the 
Bill.     If  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  were 
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to  alter  tho  measure  bo  as  to  meet  tbe 
views  he  (Mr.  Rice)  had  just  put  forward, 
he  Bbould  not  think  it  necessary  to  oppose 
its  further  progress;  and  he  hoped  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  also  would  then  con- 
sent to  its  passing  without  any  delay. 

Captain  PECHELL  was  very  glad  it 
was  in  his  power  to  support  this  Bill,  it 
being  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  He 
did  not  think  that,  with  the  precautions 
that  were  taken,  it  would  affect  the  Cinque 
Port  pilots  at  all.  He  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  persevere,  and  that  this 
Bill  would  be  the  precursor  of  a  very  great 
reform  in  our  pilotage  laws. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RICARDO  said,  the  case 
stood  thus — there  was  a  monstrous  mono- 
poly in  existence,  which  imposed  a  heavy 
burden  on  shipowners.  One  corporation, 
who  were  the  instrument  by  which  this 
burden  was  imposed,  were  desirous  of 
making  some  relaxation;  but  in  the  way  of 
this  relaxation  there  stood  a  vested  inte- 
rest, iu  the  shape  of  pilots,  who  were  pro- 
tected by  the  law.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  now  brought  forward  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  Trinity-house  to  make  a  relax- 
ation in  the  burdens  on  shipping,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Dover 
opposed  it  because  he  feared  that  tho  good 
which  it  would  effect  was  so  great  that 
tiie  Cinque  Ports  would  be  obliged  to  make 
a  similar  alteration.  That  was  the  real 
question  before  the  House.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  done 
better  for  his  constituents  if  he  had  not 
raised  the  question  of  the  Cinque  Ports. 
The  Government  had  not  precluded  them- 
selves, by  bringing  forward  this  Bill,  from 
going  into  the  whole  question  of  this 
monstrous  abuse  and  monopoly;  and  if  it 
should  be  gone  into,  the  less  the  Cinque 
Ports  thrust  themselves  forward  the  bet- 
ter. Compelling  a  master  of  a  merchant- 
man who  knew  the  Channel  to  take  a 
pilot,  was  just  like  obliging  the  driver  of 
an  omnibus  between  Hyde-park  and  the 
Bank  to  take  a  man  on  the  box  to  show 
him  the  way.  The  shipping  interest  of 
this  country  only  asked  to  be  permitted  to 
steer  their  vessels  in  their  own  way,  and 
every  other  question  was  between  the  un- 
derwriters and  themselves.  He  should  be 
very  glad  to  hear  what  permanent  course 
tho  Government  intended  to  pursue  re- 
specting pilotage,  this  being  merely  a  tem- 
porary 13111. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  as  a  steam 
shipowner,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 


on  this  subject.  Pilotage  fell  on 
vessels  more  frequently  and  unjuBtlj  than 
on  any  other  class  of  vesaels,  because  from 
the  frequency  of  their  yoyages  the  mas- 
ters and  mates  of  those  vessels  acquired 
a  very  intimate  knowledge  of  the  navi- 
gation connected  with  the  ports  to  which 
they  sailed.  There  was  a  steam  com- 
pany which  ran  between  Liyerpool  and 
Dublin,  which  paid  5,0002.  a  jear  for 
pilotage  dues,  though  they  neyer  em- 
ployed a  pilot  at  all.  With  regaid  to  the 
Cinque  Ports  pilots,  he  knew  a  certain 
steam  company  who  managed  their  pibt- 
age  in  this  way:  they  took  one  of  their 
officers,  in  whom  they  placed  confidenoe, 
and  hired  a  small  house  for  him  at  Dover 
or  Sandgate.  He  then  obtained  a  pilot's 
license  from  the  Cinque  Ports,  and  thus 
the  company  saved  money.  Although  this 
was  a  very  inadequate  measure,  he  was 
satisfied  with  it  at  present,  because  he  was 
aware  that  the  Bill  did  all  that  could  be 
done  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  supported  the  Bill,  but 
said  that  he  was  enabled  to  state,  with  re- 
gard to  a  large  portion  of  the  shipping  in- 
terest, that  they  viewed  the  Bill  with  satis- 
faction only  as  the  prelude  to  a  larger  and 
more  comprehensive  measure,  both  with 
respect  to  pilotage  and  light-dues.  It  would 
otherwise  bo  regarded  with  great  dissatis- 
faction. He  trusted  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  addressed  the  House,  he 
would  allay  the  fears  which  now  existed  in 
the  minds  of  the  shipowners  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  House 
would  recollect  that  when  he  first 
brought  this  subject  under  their  notice, 
he  had  stated  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  introduce  what  he  could  call  a 
comprehensive  and  satisfaotorj  measure 
with  regard  to  the  pilotage  system  of  this 
country.  Indeed,  he  should  have  quite 
despaired  of  being  able  to  do  so  with  any 
prospect  of  bringing  such  a  measure  to  a 
conclusion  in  the  present  Session.  But  as 
he  believed  that  an  opportunity  had  pre- 
sented itself  of  affording  a  just  and  imme- 
diate practical  relief  to  the  shipping  in- 
terest of  this  country  on  the  subject  of 
pilotage,  he  had  thought  that  he  ought  not 
to  forego  that  opportunity,  because  he  could 
not  at  the  time  enter  into  all  those  difficult 
questions  which  must  be  solved  by  any  one 
who  undertook  to  revise  or  remodel  so  an* 
cient  and  complicated  a  system  as  that  on 
which  our  pilotage  was  conducted*  He 
had  always  admitted  that  any  such 
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prehensive  measures  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  trade  and  shipping  of  this 
country.  The  subject  had  been  investi- 
gated by  more  than  one  Government;  but 
the  difficulties  by  which  it  was  surrounded 
were  such,  that  no  satisfactory  mode  had 
yet  been  found  of  meeting  them.  He 
would  not  say,  however,  that  he  entirely 
despaired  of  being  able  to  pass  such  a  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  public  attention 
had  of  late  years  been  more  than  usually 
directed  to  the  subject;  and  he  was  sure 
that  it  would,  after  the  passing  of  that 
measure,  receive  more  of  the  notice  of 
shipowners  than  it  had  ever  before  re- 
ceived. But  if  he  were  at  that  moment  to 
give  a  pledge  of  any  kind  upon  the  subject, 
he  could  only  promise  that  during  the  recess 
he  should  devote  to  it  his  best  attention,  and 
that  he  should  most  sincerely  rejoice  to  see 
a  prospect  of  bringing  it  to  a  satisfactory 
settlement.  The  measure  before  the  House, 
however,  was  one  of  a  more  limited  and 
narrow  description.  It  was  a  Bill  of  a 
merely  permissive  character,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allowing  those  bodies  which  had 
jurisdiction  over  the  pilotage  of  this  coun- 
try to  relax  the  monopoly  which  they  at 
present  possessed,  by  granting  to  masters 
and  mates  of  vessels  licenses  to  pilot  their 
own  vessels,  if  it  should  be  found  on  exa- 
mination that  those  officers  were  capable 
of  discharging  the  duty.  That  was  the 
principle  of  tbe  Bill,  and  it  was  his  desire 
to  carry  out  that  principle  with  perfect 
good  faith.  He  certainly  should  not  have 
ventured  to  have  proposed  a  measure  like 
that  of  a  merely  permissive  character,  if  be 
had  not  had  reason  to  believe  that  one  of 
those  bodies  proposed  to  act  on  the  permis- 
sion; for  he  should  think  it  an  affront  to 
our  shipping  interest  to  create  an  opportu- 
nity of  extending  to  them  a  boon,  if  he  be- 
lieved they  were  not  in  reality  likely  to  re- 
ceive it.  He  had  already  stated,  when  in- 
troducing the  Bill,  that  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant of  those  corporations,  the  Trinity- 
house  of  London,  whose  jurisdiction  was 
so  extensive  in  the  ports  of  this  country, 
had  authorised  him  to  inform  the  House 
that  they  meant  to  act  on  that  permission, 
and  that  it  was  their  intention  to  give  that 
relief  to  the  trade  of  the  country  which 
would  be  given  by  their  allowing  masters 
and  mates  to  pilot  their  own  vessels,  after 
the  competency  of  these  officers  to  dis- 
charge that  duty  should  have  been  properly 
ascertained.  That  was  the  simple  object 
with  which  he  had  proposed  the  measure. 
Eig  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dover 


wished  to  know  whether  he  was  going  to 
introduce  into  the  Bill  certain  alterations 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  recommended. 
Now,  he  had  already  stated  that  his  wish 
was,  that  the  Bill  should  be  bond  fide  one 
of  a  merely  permissive  character;  and  he 
should  certainly  think  that  he  was  forfeit- 
ing the  pledge  he  had  given  upon  the  sub- 
ject if  he  were  to  ask  the  House  to  intro- 
duce into  the  measure  any  compulsory  pro- 
vision. He  had  revised  the  Bill  with  his 
hon.  Friend,  with  a  view  of  considering  the 
objections  which  he,  on  the  part  of  his  con- 
stituents, had  to  make  to  it;  and  as  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  been  led  to  tl^nk 
that  there  were  some  parts  of  the  measure 
which  would  not  fairly  carry  out  the  object 
for  which  he  had  proposed  it,  inasmuch  as 
they  would  be  of  a  compulsory  character, 
he  believed  he  should  be  wanting  in  good 
faith  if  he  did  not  alter  those  provisions. 
With  regard  to  the  most  important  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  Friend — he  meant 
the  suggestion  with  respect  to  those 
cases  in  which  there  was  a  combined 
jurisdiction  in  the  Cinque  Ports  and  the 
Trinity-house — he  should  state  that  he 
thought  it  right  that  a  master  or  mate 
should  have  certificates  from  both  these 
corporations  before  he  could  be  allowed  to 
pilot  his  vessel  in  those  waters  in  which 
they  had  a  concurrent  jurisdiction.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  certificate  of  one  of 
those  bodies  ought  to  suffice,  or  that  it 
ought  to  be  allowed  in  that  way  to  trench 
on  the  jurisdiction  of  the  other.  He  should 
not  therefore  object  to  the  introduction  of 
the  Amendment  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend  upon  that  poiut.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  Member  for  Dover 
had  started  an  objection,  which  if  there 
were  any  validity  in  it  would  be  altogether 
fatal  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  al- 
though the  measure  might  seem  in  its 
terms  to  be  merely  permissive,  it  would  in 
reality  be  compulsory  in  its  operation.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  consulted  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral upon  that  point,  and  his  hon.  and 
learnrd  Friend  had  assured  him  that  he 
had  no  doubt  but  that  the  Bill  would  be 
merely  permissive,  and  could  in  no  way  be 
compulsory.  But  in  order  completely  to 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr* 
Labouchere)  would  have  no  objection  to 
introduce  after  the  words  "  if  they  should 
think  fit  to  do  so/'  the  words  "  and  not 
otherwise."  That  addition  would,  he  be- 
lievedi   completely  remove  the  ohjeoiioa 
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stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  ' 
flhould  further  say  that  he  was  prepared  to  ' 
introduce  the  other  alterations  suggested  j 
by  his  hon.  Friend.     He  believed    those 
alterations  would  only  tend  to  confine  its  , 
operation  to  the  object  for  which  he  had 
brought  it  forward;  so  that  the  measure  ; 
would  be  entirely  permissive,  and  would 
contain  no  obligatory  provisions.     He  had 
every  reason  to  believe — indeed  he    was 
entitled  to  state  to  the  House — that  the  ; 
permission  which  it  would  give  would  be  ■ 
made  use  of  by  the  Trinity -house  corpora-  \ 
tion;  and  by  that  means  he  thought  that  | 
a  considerable  relief  would  be  given  to  the 
shipping  interest  of  this  country  with  re-  | 
gard  to  the  pilotage  system,  as  far  as  it 
was  under  their  jurisdiction.  With  respect  j 
to  the  other  corporation,  he  was  not  em- 1 
powered  to  make  any  such  statement.  But  j 
he  should  be  extremely  glad  to  find  that ! 
they  would  be  prepared  to  follow  the  ex-  I 
ample  of  the  Trinity-house;  and  he   be-  | 
lieved  that  if  they  should  do  so,  they  would 
conciliate  public  opinion  in  a  way  which 
would  show  true  wisdom  on  their  parts  in 
appreciating  their  own  interests,  while  it 
would  also  be  most  beneficial  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  country;  and  he  hoped  that 
under  those  circumstances  the  House  would 
agree  to  its  immediate  adoption. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  making  this  a  permissive  ra- 
ther than  a  compulsory  measure.  The 
House  should  recollect  that  at  the  present 
moment  we  were  bound  by  the  reciprocity 
treaties  that  no  additional  charge  should 
be  placed  on  the  foreign  ships  beyond  that 
imposed  on  the  British  ships.  Now,  if  a 
foreign  ship  took  a  pilot  on  board,  the 
owner  of  that  vessel  would  have  to  meet 
a  charge  from  which  the  British  vessel 
navigated  by  a  competent  master  would  be 
exonerated;  and  the  probability  was,  that 
that  charge  on  the  foreign  ship  would 
cause  applications  to  be  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  be  released  from  the  impost. 
He  presumed  the  master  of  a  foreign  ship 
would  not  be  subjected  to  an  examination 
before  the  Trinity  Board;  and  therefore  it 
was  most  desirable  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  whether  this  measure  would  im- 
pose a  charge  upon  the  Treasury  of  the 
nation  under  the  terms  of  the  reciprocity 
treaties  i' 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  did  not  believe 
that  the  difliculty  suggested  by  the-  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  arise.  If  a  foreign 
Bhip  coming  from  ports  in  the  vicinity  of 


our  shores  had  a  master  or  mate  on  board 
competent  to  pilot  her  iato  an  English 
harbour,  she  would  have  as  good  a  right 
to  employ  that  master  or  mate  as  any  Brit- 
ish ship  would  have.  It  was  not  likely 
that  any  foreigner  would  have  suflBcient 
knowledge  to  enable  him  to  pilot  into  a 
British  port;  but  if  the  foreigner  employed 
an  English  master  or  mate  on  board,  and 
that  master  or  mate  could  pilot  the  vessel 
in,  it  would  be  wrong  to  deprive  the  fo- 
reigner of  that  privilege.  The  Act,  there- 
fore, would  place  the  foreign  and  British 
ship  on  a  footing  of  equality  in  this  re- 
spect. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  was  afraid  he  had 
been  misunderstood.  It  was  probable 
enough  that  if  the  foreigner  employed  an 
English  master  or  mate,  no  claim  could  lie 
against  the  Treasury;  but  if  the  foreigner 
was  put  to  a  charge  for  pilotage,  from 
which  the  English  vessel  was  freed,  he 
thought  the  demand  would  in  all  proba- 
bility be  made. 

Mr.  WAWN  said,  that  he,  for  one, 
could  not  denominate  this  a  measure  for 
the  relief  of  the  shipping  interest.  He 
approved  of  it  so  far  as  it  went,  but  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  It  left  restrictions 
upon  the  British  shipowner  which  could 
not  be  imposed  upon  the  foreigner;  and 
he  had  to  express  his  regret  that  when  the 
Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws 
was  before  the  House,  the  hon.  Members 
for  Dover  did  not  advocate  the  necessity 
of  placing  the  British  upon  an  equahty 
with  the  foreign  shipowner. 

Admiral  BOWLES  asked  whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  limit  the  permis- 
sion to  be  examined  before  the  Trinity  and 
other  competent  boards  in  this  country  to 
natural-born  subjects? 

Mr.  LxYBOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
be  sorry  to  introduce  any  clause  of  the 
kind.  He  could  hardly  conceive  it  possible 
that  the  foreigner  could  obtain  such  a 
knowledge  of  our  harbours  as  would  enable 
him  to  pass  an  examination  in  this  country; 
but  if  he  had  sufficient  knowledge  on  that 
score,  the  mischief  was  already  done,  and 
he  could  not  be  a  more  dangerous  man 
than  he  was.  He  should  not  exclude  him 
from  the  privilege,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
being  to  place  the  question  of  the  pilotage 
upon  an  equal  footing. 

Mr.  II.  BERKELEY  said,  that  how. 
ever  beneficial  the  Bill  might  be  in  many 
respects,  it  would  be  certain  to  tlurow  a 
great  many  of  that  hardworking  and  in- 
dustrious class  of  men,  the  pilots,  oat  of 
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bread.  He  should  like,  therefore,  to  see 
some  compensation  granted  to  these  unfor- 
tunate men;  and  if  no  other  hon.  Member 
did  so,  he  should  introduce  a  clause  to 
that  effect.  The  House  should  recollect 
that  when  coachmen  and  postboys  were 
thrown  out  of  employment,  they  had  the 
option  of  acting  as  servants  on  the  rail- 
ways, but  that  pilots  had  no  other  means 
of  support  than  that  obtained  by  the  dan- 
gerous calling  to  which  they  belonged. 

Dr.  NICHOLL  observed,  that  ships 
which  took  a  pilot  on  board  were  exempted 
from  liability  to  other  vessels  whom  they 
might  run  down  while  they  were  under  his 
charge,  upon  the  ground  that  the  pilot  was 
not  the  servant  of  the  owner  of  the  vessel, 
but  was  cast  upon  him  by  a  superior  au- 
thority. He  did  not  think  that,  as  the 
Bill  was  worded,  any  difficulty  would  arise 
on  the  subject;  but  he  would  suggest  for 
the  consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  in  Committee  it  would  not  be 
expedient  to  introduce  some  clause  care- 
fully guarding  against  such  a  construction 
under  the  proposed  law.  If  the  master 
piloted  the  vessel,  then,  being  the  servant 
of  the  owner,  the  shipowner  ought  to  be 
responsible. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  a  sug- 
gestion like  that  proceeding  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  worthy  of  every  attention, 
and  he  would  give  it  his  best  attention. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion, which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol,  he  thought  that  it 
might  be  safely  left  to  the  constituted  au- 
thorities to  do  what  they  thought  just  to- 
wards their  servants.  lie  did  not  himself 
believe  that  any  class  of  persons  would  be 
thrown  out  of  bread  by  this  measure. 

Bill  read  2°,  and  committed;  considered 
in  Committee,  and  reported;  to  be  printed, 
as  amended;  re-committed  for  Monday 
next  at  twelve  o'clock. 

OUTRAGES,  CASTLEWELLAN— THE  EARL 
OF  RODEN. 

Viscount  JOCELYN  rose  and  said:  I 
trust  the  House  will  grant  me  the  privi- 
lege and  indulgence  which  they  are  accus- 
tomed to  accord  in  all  cases  of  a  personal 
nature,  while  I  advert  to  certain  animad- 
versions on  the  character  of  a  noble  rela- 
tive which  were  made  in  a  debate  in  this 
House  last  night,  unhappily  during  my 
absence.  I  regret  I  was  not  here  when 
the  discussion  took  place  of  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mayo 
gave  notice  ;  and  I  must  confess  it  is  ow- 

VOL.  CVII.     {2^} 


ing  to  my  own  negligence  that  I  did  not 
see,  by  the  papers  of  the  House,  that  such 
a  discussion  was  to  take  place,  and  that  I 
was  not  present  at  a  debate  connected  with 
a  most  unfortunate  and  painful  affair  which 
occurred  in  the  country  to  which  I  belong. 
I  have  nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  notice 
that  was  given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  unfortunately  gave  rise  to  a  personal 
attack  on  a  near  and  dear  relative  of  mine, 
whose  character,  as  far  as  I  understand, 
was  unanimously  admitted  by  all  parties 
to  stand  above  reproach.  I  might  allude 
to  the  attacks  which  were  made  upon  my 
noble  relative  by  other  Gentlemen  ;  but  I 
must  say  here,  that  it  would  have  been 
but  fair  in  them,  and  at  all  events  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  honorable  course  usually 
pursued  in  this  House,  if  they  had  told 
me  it  was  their  intention  to  make  these 
ungenerous  attacks.  Not  only  I,  but 
there  was  with  myself  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  county  Down,  who 
should  have  made  it  a  point  to  bo  present. 
As  it  happened,  however,  neither  of  us 
were  here  on  the  occasion.  Now,  however, 
I  will  not  advert  further  to  those  personal 
attacks  upon  my  noble  relative  ;  they  will 
not  injure  him.  But  I  will  advert  to  those 
charges  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  upon  the  conduct  of  my  noble  rela- 
tive in  connexion  with  this  unfortunate 
occurrence.  I  am  informed  by  my  noble 
relative  that  previous  to  the  12th  of  July 
he  had  been  given  to  understand  from 
large  bodies  of  persons  connected  with  the 
societies  to  which  he  had  long  belonged, 
that  it  was  their  wish  and  intention  to  pay 
him  a  visit  of  respect  and  affection  at  his 
own  residence.  My  noble  relative  states, 
that  he  communicated  with  them,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  inducing  many  thousands  of  per- 
sons who  intended  being  present  to  relin- 
quish their  intention.  He  stated  at  the 
same  time  that  his  gates  should  never  be 
shut  against  any  loyal  man  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood who  chose  to  visit  him  on  the 
12th  of  July.  But  it  was  stated  last  night, 
most  confidently,  in  this  House,  that  5,000 
armed  ruffians  were  received  into  his  par- 
lour, where  they  were  fed  and  treated  in 
such  a  way  that,  from  the  description  given 
of  it,  people  might  naturally  be  led  to 
think  that  they  must  have  gone  from  my 
noble  relative's  house  in  a  state  of  in- 
ebriety to  disturb  the  country  through 
which  they  were  to  pass.  On  the  contrary, 
my  noble  relative,  knowing  the  feeling 
which  still  existed  in  the  minds  of  many, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  any 
2B 
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collision  among  the  people,  took  upon  bim- 
self  to  exert  that  influence  which  it  is  well 
known  ho  has  acquired  to  so  large  an 
extent  through  the  whole  of  the  north  of 
Ireland — which  he  possessed  as  an  old 
member  of  the  society  to  which  these 
persons  belonged — and  which  he  wielded 
in  consequence  of  his  position  in  society. 
When  they  reached  his  park,  he  states 
that  he  addressed  them ;  and  I  may  now 
say,  that  I  am  satisfied,  having  read  the 
address  which  he  made  to  them,  although 
there  may  be  some  language  in  it  which, 
perhaps,  I  may  say,  is  almost  too  loyal  ; 
there  is  nothing  in  that  speech,  I  believe, 
which  any  man  might  be  ashamed  to  ad- 
dress to  his  fellow-countrymen.  I  believe, 
and  it  is  my  firm  conviction,  that  if,  by 
speaking  and  addressing  these  people,  my 
noble  relative  thought  he  could  induce 
them  to  refrain  from  any  collision  similar 
to  that  which  had  unhappily  resulted,  it 
originated  from  his  desire  to  exert  his  in- 
fluence in  allaying  those  feelings  which 
might  possibly  exist  in  the  breasts  of  those 
around  him.  I  trust  the  House  will  per- 
mit me  to  read  one  or  two  lines  from  his 
speech,  in  confirmation  of  what  I  have 
said.     lie  said — 

'•  I  truat  that  you  will  over  show  to  those  who 
<li8api)rovo  of  your  organisation  that  you  are  not 
A  faction  driven  by  party  violence  to  commit  un- 
lawful acts  :  but  that  you  wish  to  see  all  denomi- 
nations enjoying  the  blessings  which  you  seek  for 
yourselves.  I  trust  that  your  motto  is  unchanged, 
'  Semper  ecuiem  * — involving  the  preservation  of 
your  rights,  the  promotion  of  iwace,  and  the  wel- 
fare of  all  denominations  of  your  fellow-subjects. 
I  trust  that  you  will  rather  take  evil  than  promote 
it — that  nothing  will  induce  you,  in  returning  to 
your  homes,  to  resent  any  insults  you  may  re- 
ceive." 

That  was  the  language  of  the  speech  in 
which  he  addressed  them,  using  his  influ- 
ence that  he  might  prevent  the  catastrophe 
which  occurred  ;  that  was  the  language  in 
which  he  addressed  them,  expressing  his 
trust  that  nothing  might  be  abroad  to  stir 
up  a  feeling  of  animosity  or  ill-will  between 
the  two  parties.  I  understand,  also,  that 
in  the  presence  of  so  many  gathered  toge- 
ther, while  he  was  addressing  them  in  that 
language,  they  were  surrounded  by  a  num- 
ber of  Jloman  Catholics,  who  joined  them 
at  the  time  within  the  precincts  of  his 
grounds,  and  that  no  appearance  of  ill-will 
whatever  was  displayed.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  no  one  more  deeply  deplores 
than  my  noble  relative  this  unfortunate 
catastrophe.  That  my  noble  relative, 
■"ssessing  influence,  and  having  addressed 
multitude  of  people,  would  have  used 


the  opportunity  for  any  other  purpose  than 
to  have  prevented  the  occurrence  which  we 
all  deplore,  is  an  opinion  which  I  thought 
no  one  in  this  House  would  have  enter- 
tained ;  the  more  especially  as  my  nohle 
relative  enjoys  the  respect  and  affec* 
tion  of  both  parties  in  Ireland,  throughout 
the  district  in  which  he  resides,  where  no 
man  was  more  dear  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
or  the  Protestant.  I  have  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  patience  and  indulgence 
with  which  they  have  heard  me.  I  hare 
refrained  from  entering  upon  the  general 
question,  because  I  think  we  hare  not  he- 
fore  us  the  information  which  would  en- 
able us  to  come  to  any  satisfactory  concla-> 
sion  upon  it;  and  having  adverted  simply 
to  the  personal  matter  mixed  up  with  it,  I 
shall  not  allude  further  to  the  subject. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  felt  that  some 
apology  was  necessary  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  for  his  accidental  absence  from 
the  discussion  last  night.  The  fact  was, 
that  having  had  occasion  to  go  out  of  town 
yesterday  morning,  he  had  a  good  deal  of 
public  business  to  attend  to  on  his  return, 
and  did  not  observe  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion  on  the  Votes,  otherwise  he  should 
have  been  present.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  he  would  now  be  permitted  to  state 
that  the  Government  were  convinced — al* 
though  they  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
with  deep  regret — that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  them  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  prohibit 
party  processions  in  Ireland.  The  House 
was  aware  that  a  temporary  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  processions  in  cer- 
tain cases  was  suffered  to  expire  in  1845; 
and  he  certainly  had  hoped  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  either  to  renew  that  Act, 
or  to  introduce  another  of  the  same  kind. 
The  Government,  however,  had  come  to 
the  resolution  of  introducing,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session,  a  measure  not 
merely  for  prohibiting  party  processions  in 
certain  cases,  but  to  prevent  all  processions 
of  persons  carrying  arms,  or  emblems  cal- 
culated to  create  animosities  or  excite  vio- 
lence. And  while  he  made  this  announce- 
ment, he  begged  also  to  say,  that  he  could 
not  for  a  moment  countenance,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  must  strongly  protest  against, 
the  doctrine  held  in  certain  places,  that 
because  the  former  Act  had  been  allowed 
to  expire,  such  meetings  were  therefore 
necessarily  legal.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
constitute  an  illegal  meeting  that  it  was 
prohibited  by  statute  law.  Under  the  com- 
mon law,  a  meeting,  although  connected 
with  a  society  that  was  perfectly  lawful^ 
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might,  from  tho  circumstances  attending 
it,  be  an  unlawful  assembly,  although  not 
prohibited  by  express  statute.  If  the  as- 
sembly or  procession  consisted  of  large 
numbers  of  armed  men,  and  was  calculated 
to  inspire  terror,  or  lead  to  a  collision,  or 
to  a  breach  of  the  public  peace,  it  would 
be  an  unlawful  assembly.  It  would,  of 
course,  be  at  tho  discretion  of  Government 
or  of  tho  local  authorities  whether  they 
should  take  any  means  to  prevent  such  an 
assembly  or  procession  from  taking  place, 
or  whether  they  should  provide  against  the 
probable  consequences  resulting  from  it. 
But  he  was  anxious,  after  what  had  been 
said,  and  in  consequence  of  the  question 
which  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  last  night,  to  state  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  common  law  of  the  land. 
With  reference  to  the  melancholy  occur- 
rence of  the  12th  of  July,  he  agreed  that 
it  required  the  strictest  and  most  searching 
investigation  into  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  it. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  hoped  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  state  that  he 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Earl  of  Ro- 
den,  and  to  read  a  part  of  it  to  them,  with 
respect  to  the  fact  of  there  being  Roman 
Catholics  present  in  his  park  on  that  occa- 
sion. He  assured  the  House,  from  his  own 
personal  knowledge  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
the  parties  residing  in  the  district  of  Tully- 
more-park,  most  of  whom  were  Roman 
Catholics,  that  the  most  entire  good  feel- 
ing was  entertained  towards  him  by  those 
parties.  He  said  he  was  firmly  con- 
vinced that  the  Earl  of  Roden  took 
the  course  which  he  believed  best  cal- 
culated to  ensure  the  peaceful  dispersion 
of  those  who  came  to  pay  him  a  visit  of 
respect.  For  he  did  not  invite  them;  they 
themselves  came  to  him;  and  having  been 
connected  with  the  body  to  which  they  be- 
longed for  many  years,  it  was  not  likely  on 
that  occasion  that  he  should  turn  the  cold 
shoulder  to  them.  He  gave  them  a  welcome 
to  his  park  and  his  domains.  But  that  led 
him  to  remark,  if  any  transaction  could  bo 
admitted  as  an  excuse  for  it — if  any  excuse 
could  bo  admitted  for  it — they  must  look 
to  late  events  which  had  occurred  in  Ire- 
land as  a  reason  for  the  Orange  body  being 
more  upon  the  qui  vive,  and  more  excited 
than  usual.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  that  was  the  cause  for  their  assem- 
bling in  so  large  numbers,  and  that  the 
Earl  of  Roden,  seeing  the  state  of  their 
feelings,  used  his  influence  to  prevent  col- 
lision.      That    result,   which    afterwards 


turned  out,  was  not  more  sincerely  regret- 
ted by  any  man  than  by  the  Earl  of  Ro- 
den. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  entirely 
unconnected  with  them  as  he  was,  and 
yet  agreeing  with  them  in  many  things, 
that  the  Orangemen  had  not  on  many 
occasions  come  forward  and  done  them- 
selves credit.  But  he  was  extremely 
sorry  to  say  that  so  long  as  societies  of 
this  kind  continued  to  thrive  in  Ireland, 
the  peace  of  the  country  could  never  be 
consolidated — never  while  there  were  so- 
cieties of  Orangemen  and  Ribbonmen. 
He  said  he  pressed  the  Government  last 
year  to  introduce  some  measure  for  the 
repression  of  these  manifestations,  but 
they  said  they  could  do  nothing.  Again, 
this  year,  about  the  17th  of  March,  when 
a  collision  took  place  of  a  somewhat  simi- 
lar nature,  though  not  in  connexion  with 
these  societies,  he  pressed  the  subject 
upon  their  attention;  and  surely  there 
was  time  to  introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  sub- 
ject. But,  no;  it  was  kept  back  so  long 
that  it  would  have  been  felt  as  a  stigma 
if  the  Bill  had  been  introduced  so  nearly 
before  the  12th  of  July.  If  such  a  BiU 
had  been  introduced,  he  was  sure  it  would 
have  been  received  with  approbation  on 
both  sides  of  the  House;  and  what  were 
the  feelings  of  the  Earl  of  Roden  upon 
this  subject  would  best  appear  from  a 
letter  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  written 
by  that  noble  Lord  some  time  ago.  [The 
noble  Viscount  then  read  an  extract 
stating  that  the  Earl  of  Roden  felt  it 
would  be  right  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
suppression  of  processions  entirely  in  Ire- 
land— that  he  trusted  some  such  measure 
would  be  introduced  without  delay,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  at  once  and  for 
ever  putting  down  all  party  processions.] 
In  conclusion,  he  would  say,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  Earl  of  Roden  in  his  opinion  that 
measures  ought  long  ago  to  have  been 
taken;  but  he  must  remind  the  House  at 
the  same  time  of  the  large  masses  of 
Orangemen  that  were  collected  on  the 
same  day  over  the  whole  of  the  north  of 
Ireland  when  no  collision  whatever  took 
place. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  was  not  about  to  repeat 
the  observations  he  had  made  on  the  pre- 
vious evening ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Viscount  who  had  just  spoken  should 
not  attempt  to  make  it  appear  that  Go- 
vernment had  neglected  their  duty  in 
not  passing  the  Act,  because  he  (Mr. 
Bright)  believed  that  they  had  acted  in 
I  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  Parliament, 
'         2B2 
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ill  rcfniiiilij;^  at  tliut  time.  The  noble 
VJM'oiiiit  sIjoiiM  ratli(!rtuni  his  attention  to 
tlnj  ;jriiil«iiicn  of  lur^e  property  in  the 
jiortli  of  Inrlund,  who  JuuKt  know  thut 
tlH'sr  \tviH'viibh)UH  w<Te  Contrary  to  law. 
Jf  that  wt'vo  trui',  ;^reat  blame  must  at- 
la<'h  1o  (iio^r  nolihMJK'n  and  /[gentlemen 
honn'  of  whom  wc^re  concerned  with  the 
U(imiiii^ti'a(i(in  of  ju^tice,  and  who  did  not 
on  tile  ncciit  orcuKJon  make  use  of  tln^ir 
r()iiiliiii(>(l  aulhorily  and  influence  to  put  a 
htop  1o  tli<>>c  procoHsions.  Without  Hay- 
ing a  Wold  an^ainst  tiie  J'larl  of  Koden, 
whi»sr  private  eharactt^r  h<'  Iiad  always 
hciii-d  hii;lily  K))olvon  of,  he  munt  hay  it 
Wiis  rune  that  nobh^niMi  and  pMitlenien  of 
iiiflu<Mic(*  whoidd  H(>parat(>  themselves  from 
tills  nld  and  liad  svstem,  tiirouu;h  which 
the  t'oinilry  had  hutferfd  ho  mucli.  And 
altli(ni:;h  tlu>  liar!  of  Koden  mii^ht  not 
liavf  (lio(i;;ht  it  riL<:ht  to  shut  his  park 
i^ati's.  yrt  Ik*  mi^^lit  have  isriued  such  a 
previous  pvoelamation  or  address  as  would 
lia\e  prevented  the  catastrophe.  lie 
wished  to  ask  tlie  ri!j;ht  hon.  (ientlenmn 
the  Seeretarv  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  the  (ioverninent  intended  to  make 
a  real  and  rii(id  inijuiry  ?  lie  did  not 
mean  hv  sendiuix  down  to  the  Karl  of 
Koilen,  ov  the  mac:ihtrates,  for  their  own 
neeount  of  the  tran>;\etion,  because  it  was 
llkelx  to  ho  n  one-sided  account.  Wliat 
he  t\>Wi\  (ov  WAN  a  spt»cial  inquiry,  such 
Mm  had  been  known  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland  in  tenner  times,  when  ovcjits  of 
a  >innlar  nature  took  jdace  -  an  inquiry 
\\hereb\  not  enlv  the  facts  .-is  to  the 
death»  b\it  aN  to  tlie  orij^in  of  the  atlair, 
wo»dd  be  dlcitod  :  who  had  jjot  \ip  the 
pjive>slon,    >\ho    had    nttondiHl    it.     and 
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been  presented  to  the  King,  who  sanc- 
tioned its  recommendations;  and  the  pre- 
sent King  of  Uanover  called  upon  all  the 
Orange  lodges,  of  which  he  was  then  at 
the  head,  to  dissolve,  they  being  illegal 
bodies.  He  could  not  but  express  his 
regret  that  those  lodges  should  have 
been  reconstructed,  and  those  illegal  pro- 
cessions continued.  If  any  one  opened 
tlie  book  which  contained  the  eTidence 
given  before  that  Committee,  they  would 
at  (iucc  see  how  dangerous  it  was  to 
sufler  such  associations  to  exist,  and 
what  melancholy  results  had  always  fol- 
lowed from  their  proceedings — ^how  they 
kept  alive  party  feeling  —  increased 
sectarian  rancour,  and  turned  away  the 
minds  of  the  people  from  the  pursuits  of 
honest  industry,  lie  could  not  help  re- 
peating, what  ho  had  formerly  stated, 
that  if  any  nobleman  in  the  senrice  of 
the  Crown,  however  high  his  rank  or  es- 
timable his  private  qualities,  so  far  forgot 
himself  and  his  position  as  to  lend  himself 
to  a  movement  and  a  body  which  could  do 
nothing  else  than  stir  up  religious  rancour, 
and  disseminate  ill-will  among  the  Queen's 
subjects,  the  Government  was  hound  to 
act  upon  the  precedent  which  they  had 
formerly  made,  and  dismiss  him.  Such 
a  person  ought  to  be  removed  from  the 
commission  of  the  peace.  It  was  not 
upon  the  heads  of  those  noblemen  and 
gentlemen  that  the  fatal  consequences  of 
such  gross  misconduct  fell,  but  often  upon 
inniHvnt  parties.  Those  associations 
ought  to  be  discontinueil  at  once  and  en- 
tirely, not  merely  by  the  Government,  but 
by  the  hn^al  gentry — by  every  man  of 
station.    r.ank.    and    influence.       He    re- 


whether    ilh»e   >xho    oujiht    to  ha\e   dis-    grcttiHl  to  iind  that  more  coercive  l^ps- 
couutt'nav.eed  it  b.ad  j^articiiutod  in  it.       j  lation  for  Ireland  was   necessaiy,  but  he 
rvi;vi\     .VIUMIOALK    ivse  to  onlor.  I  tVlt   it  to  W  his  duty  to  give  his  cordial 
Theve  >\a>  no  question  bolVre  the  Heu>e.    |  support  to  the  IVdl  which  the  Government 


M::.  srrAKr.K   oxcrrulod  the    obiiv- 


tu^n. 


M;;.  UKKilir:   One  vi^r.c>>  hi^d  st;-.tt\l  | 
'.I'.e    .•^^^'HJ    iV.,\!    V.e    t  *»nld    c^^^   tho 


V;r.;v'>    ot    r.\A:n    xxV.o 


\x  e.v 

.^^v.ld 
-  V.e 


intendctl  to  introduce. 
Subjivi  droppiNl. 

>VA\S  AND  MtAXS. 
Oraer  for  CvMimv.jieo  ivad. 
<.  ln*<   =*»  of   Ar.^^ual   Finiince   Acooimts 
prt-'scr.iisl  L\^rd  March' ,  and  Accoant  of 
Mviv-ii-  ;:;  :>.c  Exchequer    presented  4tii 
.^;;^  .  ri^tVrre.!. 

'*  Tr.i::    Mr.    S;vji"krr   »!:    Dv-w   leave   the 

X-".  V.f  :V:V.y?  u-er.  S4.il,  he  flioiild 
:..:  if. I;-  v.r-TT-^ipi^  :>:  .'iirrexi  of  ob- 
>;:>.v.;..v>  ,v.  ;•;•'  *^;:VSsv;  I'if.ce  :he  Hcuwe, 
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general  wish  to  discontinue  a  discussion 
which  had  already  heen  more  protracted 
than,  perhaps,  was  necessary.  Having 
said  thus  much,  and  as  he  was  upon  his 
legs,  he  proposed  now  to  suhmit  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House  a  Motion  which 
he  deemed  to  he  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  could  at  the  present  time  come  under 
their  notice.  The  subject  was,  undoubt- 
edly, of  very  great  importance;  and  al- 
though he  felt  ho  could  not  do  it  justice 
with  such  abilities  as  he  possessed,  he  yet 
hoped,  with  the  attention  and  indulgence 
of  the  House,  to  proceed  to  lay  the  subject 
before  them ;  and,  in  doing  so,  he  pro- 
mised to  compress  into  as  short  space  as 
possible  the  observations  ho  had  to  make. 
He  said  it  would  seem  from  his  Motion 
that  the  subject  he  was  about  to  lay  before 
them  was  of  a  purely  financial  character. 
He  said  it  was  his  intention  to  keep  out  of 
the  statements  which  he  might  make,  and 
the  arguments  by  which  he  sought  to  sup- 
port them,  all  consideration  of  a  question 
which  might  appear  to  be  mixed  up  with 
this  subject — ^he  meant  the  question  of  free 
trade.  There  were  two  motives  which  in- 
duced him  to  address  the  House  on  this 
subject.  The  first  of  these  motives  was 
derived  from  the  statement  of  the  finances 
of  the  country  which  was  recently  submit- 
ted by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
It  certainly  was  not  by  any  means  very 
flattering  at  the  best — very  far  from  it;  and 
he  confessed  that  the  more  he  looked  at  it, 
the  more  was  he  satisfied,  with  every  dis- 
position to  do  no  more  than  justice,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  a  more 
favourable  view  of  the  financial  state  of  the 
country  than  he  ought  to  have  done.  If 
tliat  was  the  case,  and  if  it  was  true  that 
he  endeavoured  to  exhibit  the  best  side  of 
the  picture,  and  that,  at  best,  such  was 
the  state  of  the  finances,  that  they  could 
only  hope,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  admission,  to  squeeze  through  the 
year  upon  which  they  had  entered,  they 
were  necessarily  led  to  consider  whether 
there  was  yet  any  additional  source  of  in- 
come remaining,  and  to  avail  themselves 
of  that  source.  He  said  he  was  not  going 
to  enter  upon  a  critical  examination  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  budget  statement; 
for  if  that  had  ever  been  his  intention,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  have  been  done  at  an 
earlier  period.  But  allow  him  to  say,  that 
the  accounts  submitted  to  the  House  since 
that  statement  was  made,  had  not  exhibit- 
ed a  more  favourable  view  of  the  public 
expenditure  than  those  laid  on  the  table 


before;  they  rather  tended  in  the  other  di- 
rection. When  he  looked  to  the  year  end- 
ing the  5th  of  July,  1849,  when  he  looked 
at  the  income  and  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try, and  when  he  considered  on  what  the 
hopes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rest- 
ed, he  must  say,  although  himself  one 
of  the  most  sanguine  as  to  the  finances 
of  this  country,  that  the  probable  defi- 
ciency of  the  income,  as  compared  with  the 
expenditure,  would  be  greater  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  expect. 
He  said,  to  illustrate  his  meaning,  he 
should  point,  for  instance,  to  the  first  item 
in  the  Revenue  Account  —  the  Customs. 
Under  that  head,  he  found,  for  the  year 

1848,  the  sum  of  19,883,000?.,  and  for 

1849,  20,827,000?.,  giving  an  apparent 
increase  of  1,000,000?. — an  amount  which 
would  have  been  taken  as  indicating  a 
prosperous  state  of  the  finances.  But 
when  he  came  to  deduct  from  both  sides 
of  the  account  the  amounts  which  for 
several  items  were  received  in  both  years, 
the  case  was  different.  A  comparison  of 
the  amounts  received  for  duty  on  com 
during  both  years,  showed  not  an  increase 
but  a  diminution.  He  was  very  far  from 
pretending  to  prophesy  evil  from  this 
day  forward;  but  he  did  not  see  that 
there  was  any  room  for  the  exultation 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Again,  taking  the  Excise,  he  found  there 
was  a  falling-off  in  that  last  year,  as  com- 
pared with  the  former.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  estimated  what  would  be 
the  probable  amount  of  the  Excise  next 
year,  he  accounted  for  the  difference  be- 
tween this  and  the  last  year  on  the  ground 
that  the  hop  duties  were  postponed,  and 
also  the  malt  duties.  But  whatever  arrears 
might  have  been  due  on  the  5th  of  July, 
1849,  let  him  say,  with  respect  to  the  hop 
duties,  that  these  were  not  merely  post- 
poned, but  that  with  such  a  season  as  they 
had  had,  there  was  nothing  like  the  amount 
for  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
took  credit  that  would  be  received.  He 
confessed  his  belief  that  the  difficult  posi- 
tion in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
found  himself,  was  not  likely  to  be  im- 
proved as  the  season  advanced,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  he  thought  it  was  likely  his  diffi- 
culties would  be  increased  and  complicated. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  was  that  he 
approached  the  subject  which  he  was  more 
especially  desirous  of  introducing  —  the 
question  of  a  fixed  duty  on  com,  whereby 
an  addition  might  be  made  to  the  public 
income  of  the  country,  without  imposing 
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any  additional  burden  upon  the  people. 
Tliis,  bo  said,  was  more  peculiarly  a  fa- 
vourable time  for  this  question.  We  had 
suddenly  ceased  to  have  a  duty,  and  corn 
was  imported  free.  In  the  course  of  the 
debates  upon  the  com  laws,  it  had  been 
repeatedly  argued  that  a  moderate  duty 
would  enhance  the  price  to  the  consumer; 
and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment must  have  been  of  that  opinion; 
for  in  1841,  in  his  character,  qud  protec- 
tionist, ho  proposed  a  duty  of  IO5.,  espe- 
cially because  it  would  keep  up  the  price  of 
corn  to  between  50*.  and  60s,  The  noble 
Lord  made  that  proposition  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  justice  to  the  landed  interest,  the 
argument  then  being  that  a  moderate  fixed 
duty  would  enhance  the  price.  It  hap- 
pened, however,  that  there  was  the  evi- 
dence of  facts  of  a  remarkable  nature  to 
the  contrary.  In  January  and  February, 
1848,  there  was  no  duty  upon  the  impor- 
tation of  corn;  whilst  in  March  and  the 
Bubsciiuent  months  there  was  a  duty  of  7s, 
and  Ss. ;  but  he  found  that  the  imports  in 
January  and  February  did  not  vary  to  any 
material  extent  from  the  imports  of  the 
four  subsequent  months.  For  example, 
the  imports  in  January  were  82,000  qrs. ; 
in  February,  97,000  qrs.;  whilst  in  March, 
they  were  84,000  qrs.;  in  April,  116,000 
qrs.;  in  May,  121,000  qrs.;  and  in  June, 
112,000.  Nor  was  there  any  material  va- 
riation of  price,  comparing  the  months 
when  there  was  no  duty,  with  the  rest  of 
the  year.  For  instance,  the  average  price 
in  January  was  50s, ,  and  in  February, 
50s.  2d, ;  whilst  in  March,  when  the  duty 
was  7s.,  the  price  was  50*.  9d,;  in  April, 
50*.  5d,;  May,  50*.  3d.;  June,  49*.; 
July,  47*.  7d.;  August,  48*.  7d,;  Sep- 
tember, 50*.  lid.;  October, 54*.  2d,;  No- 
vember, 51*.;  and  December,  51*.  9d, 
And  in  January,  1849,  the  last  month  in 
which  there  was  any  duty  —  for  on  the 
1st  February  it  fell  to  1*. — the  price 
dropped  to  48*.  2d,  There  was  then  a 
duty  in  January  of  9*.,  and  in  February, 
of  Is,  From  that  time  the  price  had 
scarcely  varied,  being,  in  January,  48*. 
2d.;  in  February,  45*.  5d,;  in  March, 
46*.  Id.;  in  April,  44*.  lid,;  in  in  May, 
44*.  9d.  During  this  period  there  bad 
been  an  equal  importation,  and  nothing 
to  vary  the  price ;  so  that  the  duty  had 
not  affected  the  interests  of  the  consumer 
80  far  as  concerned  the  price.  Such 
were  the  conclusions  of  experience,  and 
he  ventured  to  say,  they  had  opened  new 
lights,  of  which  advantage  ought  to  be 


taken.  He  wished  to  argue  this  question 
without  introducing  the  subject  of  free 
trade.  He  wished  to  argue  it  not  as  a 
protectionist,  but  as  a  plain  straightfor- 
ward reason er.  He  hoped  to  be  met  in 
the  same  spirit,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
ascertained  whether  it  were  true  or  not 
that  a  moderate  duty  upon  the  importation 
of  corn  could  be  levied  without  altering  the 
price.  This  was  the  question;  and  the 
facts,  as  he  contended,  supported  his  view 
of  the  case.  It  happened,  too,  that  theory 
justified  and  supported  the  facts.  Between 
the  price  at  which  corn  could  be  produced 
in  a  foreign  country  and  brought  to  this, 
there  existed,  and  would  always  exist,  a 
considerable  difference.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary for  his  argument  that  he  should  make 
any  assumption  of  a  price  at  which  it  could 
be  grown  and  brought  to  this  country;  but 
if  he  took  it  at  32*.,  there  would  be  still 
room,  after  payment  of  duty,  for  a  profit. 
If  there  was  such  a  margin  that  a  fixed 
duty  could  bo  paid,  and  a  profit  still  remain 
sufficient  to  draw  the  corn  to  this  country, 
the  effect  would  be  produced  which  was 
produced  every  day  under  our  own  eyes. 
He  might  be  told  that  many  persons  had 
lost  by  importing  com.  That  might  be  so; 
but  the  question  was,  what  arrangements 
they  had  made  with  the  producer  ?  It  was 
in  the  nature  of  things  that  the  producer 
in  foreign  countries  would  endeavour  to  ad- 
just his  prices  to  those  which  could  be  ob- 
tained in  this  country,  and  that  he  would 
not  allow  British  specidators  to  take  all  the 
profits.  We  knew  from  experience  that  a 
singular  fact  had  occurred  in  confirmation 
of  this  view.  When  in  March,  18i8,  the 
duty  of  7*.  took  effect,  there  occurred  a 
corresponding  diminution  in  the  demand 
of  the  foreign  producer  of  the  price  at 
which  he  would  sell  at  Dantxic  and  other 
places.  In  other  words,  there  was  a  fall 
in  price  at  the  place  of  production  corres- 
ponding with  the  additional  charge  or  duty- 
imposed  in  this  country.  This  was  a  fact 
of  great  importance,  and  one  that  should 
be  well  considered  in  any  opposite  Tiew 
that  might  be  taken  of  the  subject.  It 
led  him  to  consider  the  effect  ot  the  impo- 
sition of  a  fixed  duty  for  revenue  only  upon 
.  the  importation  of  com.  The  only  effect  a 
j  fixed  duty  could  produce,  he  appi^eiided, 
:  would  be  a  diminished  price.  Suj^osing 
>  the  price  to  rise  greatly  in  this  eovntrr, 
the  more  easily  would  the  importer  svpport 
\  and  pay  the  fixed  duty;  and  the  qoestien 
I  was,  if  prices  descended  so  low  as  to  be 
j  below  the  price  at  which  it  could  be  pro- 
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duced  abroad  and  imported  bither,  paying 
all  charges,  it  could  pay  a  fixed  duty  with- 
out deterring  importation.  Ought  this  to 
deter  us  from  the  adoption  of  such  a  mode 
of  raising  revenue  at  the  expense  of  foreign 
countries,  and  only  at  the  expense  of  part 
of  their  produce  ?  Ho  admitted,  that  if 
prices  went  down  Ss.  or  10s.  below  their 
present  amount,  the  effect  of  a  fixed  duty 
would  be  to  repress  importation.  What- 
ever duty  was  imposed,  Ss,,  i5s.,  or  5s,, 
whenever  prices  here  came  pretty  nearly 
those  of  France  and  Belgium,  undoubtedly 
no  importation  could  be  expected;  but  all 
other  countries  of  a  cheaper  character  would 
still  come  to  us,  even  with  a  fixed  duty. 
He  wished  then  to  impress  this  fact  upon 
the  Government — that  if  wo  could  derive 
from  the  importation  of  corn,  of  which  wo 
always  required  some,  an  accession  to  the 
public  income,  perfectly  free  from  all  incon- 
venience to  the  consumer,  not  laying  the 
weight  of  a  feather  upon  any,  but  taken 
only  from  the  profits  of  the  foreigner  send- 
ing the  corn,  or  of  the  importer  taking  ad- 
vantage of  his  means  of  getting  it,  it  was 
their  duty  to  adopt  it.  Even  if  it  were  only 
100,000^  they  ought  to  consider  it;  but 
the  truth  was,  it  would  amount  to  millions. 
What  right  had  we  to  cast  away  unneces- 
sarily the  smallest  amount,  especially  of 
that  which  came  from  the  pocket  of  the 
foreigner  ?  Reckoning  the  profits  of  the 
foreigner  or  the  importer  to  be  25  per 
cent,  why  not  take  10  per  cent  for  the  pub- 
lic treasury  ?  A  handsome  profit  would 
Btill  remain;  and  he  contended,  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Exchequer  it  was  an 
object  of  no  small  importance  to  give  re- 
lief, if  it  were  only  to  one  interest  now  suf- 
fering from  taxation,  by  placing  the  burden 
where  it  ought  to  be — upon  the  fo- 
reigner. To  illustrate  this  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  in  January,  1849,  there 
were  imported  754,386  quarters  of  grain 
of  all  sorts,  and  695,283  cwt.  of  meal  and 
flour  of  all  sorts.  A  10^.  duty  upon  wheat, 
and  corresponding  duties  upon  the  other 
articles,  would,  he  calculated,  have  pro- 
duced no  less  than  530,000?.  or  540,000?. 
In  the  succeeding  four  months — February, 
March,  April,  and  May — the  imports  were 
very  considerable.  Of  grain  of  all  sorts 
they  were  3,294,456  quarters;  and  of  meal 
and  flour  of  all  sorts  they  were  1,414,330 
cwts.  If  the  duty  which  existed  in  Janu- 
ary, 1849,  had  continued  through  the  suc- 
ceeding months  of  February,  March,  April, 
and  May,  there  would  have  been  derived 
from  them  a  revenue  of  1,700,000?.    At 


the  average  duty  of  the  last  four  months 
it  would  have  produced  750,000?. ;  but  the 
actual  receipt  had  been,  at  the  Is,  duty, 
about  210,000?.;  so  that  in  those  four 
months  there  had  been  lost  to  the  country 
about540,000?.,orattherateof  1,500,000?. 
This  540,000?.  might  have  gone  into  the 
Exchequer,  without  the  slightest  effect 
upon  the  British  consumer.  He  was  not 
about  to  recommend  any  particular  duty, 
but  if  he  assumed  it  at  5s,  for  wheat,  and 
2s,  for  all  other  grain,  he  believed  the  pro- 
duce would  have  been  750,000?.,  being 
540,000?.  more  than  had  actually  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Is.  duty.  The  more  he 
considered  this  subject,  the  more  deeply 
was  he  impressed  with  the  conviction  that 
a  great  benefit  might  be  derived  from  a 
fixed  duty  upon  the  importation  of  foreign 
corn,  and  that  without  pressing  upon  the 
consumer.  It  was  hardly  necessary  for 
him  to  point  out  the  enormous  sums  we 
had  paid  for  foreign  corn  in  the  last  two 
years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
since  1847  the  cost  had  been  nea'i'ly 
30,0000,000?.  In  1848  it  was  about 
12,000,000?.,  and  about  the  same  sum  in 
the  first  five  months  of  1849,  taking  the 
average  price  at  455.  Now  if  there  were 
a  profit  to  that  extent,  it  was  clear  that 
the  advantage  was  not  obtained  by  the 
consumer.  He  found  that  France  had 
sent  corn  to  this  country  last  year,  when 
the  price  was  45*.  and  the  duty  10^., 
which  was  a  proof  that  even  a  duty  of  that 
comparatively  large  amount  still  left  the 
French  corn-merchant  a  profit  which  he 
thought  it  worth  while  to  realise.  The 
result  to  which  he  arrived  was,  that  last 
year  three  millions  of  English  money,  and 
in  the  first  five  months  of  the  present  year 
three  millions  more,  had  gone  as  profit,  to 
be  divided  between  the  foreign  grower  and 
the  importer.  He  did  not  mean  that  the 
foreign  grower  and  the  importer  were  to 
have  no  profit;  but  what  he  submitted  was 
that  the  profit  which  they  now  derived  left 
a  sufficient  margin  to  allow  ample  remune- 
ration to  both  the  grower  and  the  importer, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  leave  a  consider- 
able balance  that  might  bo  brought  into 
the  Exchequer  of  this  country;  and  his  be- 
lief was  that  the  Government  and  the  House 
would  neglect  the  interests  of  the  country 
if  they  did  not  take  advantage  of  the  cir- 
cumstance to  increase  their  revenue.  They 
ought  not  to  forget  the  distress  which  pre-  • 
vailed  in  this  country,  and  which  could  not 
be  relieved  in  consequence  of  the  low  state 
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of  the  Exchequer.  When  the  hop  growers 
went  with  his  nohle  Colleague  to  ask  for 
relief,  they  were  told  that  the  state  of  the 
revenue  could  not  allow  it  to  he  given. 
When  this  subject  was  understood  by  the 
country,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  allowed  to  persevere  in 
their  present  policy.  What  were  their  ob- 
jections to  this  most  obvious  mode  of  mend- 
ing their  financial  condition  ?  Their  first 
objection  was,  that  it  was  a  tax  on  food. 
That  was,  no  doubt  a  popular  cry,  but  it 
was  easy  to  detect  its  fallacy.  They  did 
not  hesitate  to  put  a  tax  on  tea,  on  sugar, 
on  coffee,  on  malt,  all  of  which  were  equally 
articles  of  food.  But  the  question  was 
this,  was  not  the  present  arrangement  a 
tax  on  the  English  people  for  the  benefit 
of  the  foreigner  ?  It  did  not  infringe  in 
any  way  on  the  principles  of  free  trade; 
for  they  all  admitted  that  taxes  laid  on  for 
the  purposes  of  revenue  did  not  interfere 
with  those  principles,  and  they  had  no  other 
means  of  supplying  the  revenue  except  by 
laying  on  such  taxes.  Now,  if  he  had 
made  his  statement  sufficiently  clear,  he 
thought  he  had  shown  that  the  proposition 
which  he  submitted  of  a  moderate  fixed 
duty  would  not  have  the  effect  of  prevent- 
ing the  importation  of  com — that  it  would 
not  interfere  with  the  principles  of  free 
trade — and  that  its  only  effect  would  be  to 
place  in  the  Exchequer  a  portion  of  the 
profits  that  now  went  exclusively  to  the 
foreigner.  Another  objection  put  forward 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on  all  occasions 
when  a  proposition  interfered  in  any  way 
with  their  views  was,  that  such  things 
were  to  be  regarded  as  the  small  end  of 
the  wedge,  and  that  its  admission  should 
therefore  be  resisted,  lest  it  might  lead  to 
the  re-establishment  of  the  corn  laws,  and 
of  protection.  He  admitted  there  would 
be  some  weight  in  this  objection,  if  he  did 
not  discriminate  between  putting  on  a  duty 
for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  and  putting  on 
a  duty  with  a  view  to  limit  the  importation 
of  corn,  and  thereby  to  raise  the  price  of  it 
to  the  consumer.  If  statesmen  could  not 
stop  between  these  two  distinct  proposi- 
tions, the  affairs  of  this  country  must  be 
badly  managed  indeed.  lie  had  not  mixed 
up  the  subject  with  the  great  question  of 
protection.  The  measure  which  he  advo- 
cated would  afford  no  protection  to  tlie 
home  grower,  except  in  the  sense  which  he 
had  before  stated,  of  deterring  largo  impor- 
tations from  abroad  when  prices  were  ex- 
tremely low.  The  measure  was  what  it 
proposed  to  bo,  one  for.  nercasiug  the  re- 


venue alone.  His  object  was  to  maintain 
the  wisdom  of  taxing  others  when  possible 
instead  of  their  own  countrymen;  for  he 
was  not  so  fond  of  the  universe  in  general 
as  not  to  prefer  his  own  country  to  foreign 
States.  He  feared,  however,  that  their 
policy  had  latterly  been  such  as  to  have 
the  effect  of  injuring  their  foreign  com- 
merce. His  belief  was,  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  that  Legislature  to  maintain  Eng- 
lish interests,  and  not  foreign  interests— 
that  they  were  there  for  that  purpose — and 
that  if  they  did  not  act  upon  that  policy, 
they  did  not  perform  the  duty  for  which 
they  had  been  selected.  He  strongly  and 
earnestly  recommended  his  suggestions  to 
the  attention  not  only  of  the  Government 
but  of  this  House.  He  was  not  in  the  po- 
sition of  making  the  proposal  which  he 
should  otherwise  make  for  the  imposition 
of  a  fixed  duty  on  foreign  com.  It  was 
not  within  the  power  of  a  private  Member 
of  the  House  to  make  such  a  proposition; 
and  although  he  might  have  done  so  in  an 
indirect  way,  by  a  declaratory  resolution 
that  it  would  be  wise  and  politic  to  adopt 
that  mode  of  increasing  the  pubHc  reyenue, 
still  he  thought  it  best  to  state  his  views  in 
the  manner  he  had  done,  and  to  urge  them 
as  strongly  as  he  was  able  to  do  on  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  of  the  House 
in  general,  and,  if  he  were  permitted,  on 
the  country  also.  The  opinions  which  be 
advocated  appeared  to  him  to  be  incon- 
trovertible, and,  if  true,  they  would  sink 
into  the  minds  of  the  public,  and  create  a 
feeling  which  in  due  time  would  undoubt- 
edly end  in  the  adoption  of  a  measure  sucb 
as  he  now  suggested.  He  hoped  it  would 
be  admitted  that  he  had  avoided  all  contro- 
versial points  connected  with  the  subject* 
and  that  he  had  confined  himself  stnctly 
to  the  one  point  to  which  his  Motion  re- 
ferred. The  question  was  one  admitted 
of  great  importance,  and  when  Her  Majea- 
ty's  Ministers  and  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try became  convinced  of  its  trath,  as  be 
had  no  doubt  they  ultimately  would  be, 
then  he  trusted  that  such  a  result  would 
follow  as  would  lead  him  to  feel  that  tbe 
attention  which  he  had  devoted  to  it  bad 
not  been  in  vain. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
concur  with  him  in  paying  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  tribute  of  admitting  thai 
he  had  stated  his  proposition  in  the  clearest 
and  fairest  manner,  avoiding  all  those 
topics  that  might  give  rise  to  angij  dis- 
cussion ;   and  in  this  respect  it  was  to  be 
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hoped  that  hou.  Gentlemen  who  might 
follow  him  would  imitate  his  example.  He 
wished,  in  the  first  place,  to  allude  hriefly 
to  the  notice  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  of  his  statement  of  the  pro- 
hahle  income  of  the  year.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  little  mistaken 
in  his  view  respecting  that  statement.  He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say,  that  the  customs  duties  had  fallen  off 
as  compared  with  last  year;  whereas  the 
receipt  from  customs,  excluding  corn,  for 
the  year  ending  5th  April,  1849,  exceeded 
the  receipt  for  the  previous  year.  He 
hoped  that  the  news  which  they  had  just 
heard  of  the  probable  raising  of  the  block- 
ade in  the  northern  ports,  would  tend  to 
promote  the  activity  of  trade  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts,  and  would  thus  contri- 
bute to  improve  the  revenue.  With  re- 
gard to  the  apparent  falling-off  in  the  ex- 
cise duties,  he  had  only  to  repeat  what  he 
had  said  before,  that  it  was  a  postponement, 
and  not  a  failure,  of  receipt.  He  had 
thought  it  advisable  to  postpone  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  hop  duty,  amounting  to  about 
190,000/.  from  May  to  Autumn;  and, 
owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  malting  season 
this  year  as  compared  with  last,  the  re- 
ceipt of  about  200,000^.  of  malt  duty  be- 
came due  so  much  later  this  year  as  not 
to  have  come  into  the  accounts  of  last 
quarter.  The  account  of  the  charge  of 
the  excise  duties,  with  the  exception  of 
Ireland,  was  most  satisfactory.  He  would 
repeat  that,  judging  from  the  experience, 
not  of  last  year  only,  but  of  former  years 
also,  which  was  a  safer  criterion  to  take, 
he  felt  confident  that  the  revenue  from 
all  sources  would  not  fall  short  of  the 
amount  which  he  had  stated  to  the 
House  some  weeks  ago.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
would  be  very  desirable  that  he  should 
have  another  million  in  the  Exchequer; 
but  he  did  not  think  that,  in  order  to 
effect  that  object,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
impose  any  further  taxes  at  the  present 
moment,  still  less  the  tax  upon  corn,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recommended. 
He  had  so  frequently  and  so  recently  stated 
Iiis  reasons  against  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  on  corn,  that  he  would  not  now  re- 
peat them.  He  must,  however,  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  country 
on  the  opinion,  expressed  by  him  this 
evening,  against  the  imposition  of  any  duty 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  enhancing 
the  price  of  com.  Occupying  the  promi- 
nent position  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man did  amongst  his  own  party,  and  en- 
titled as  he  was  to  the  greatest  deference 
from  them,  on  commercial  and  financial 
matters,  from  his  experience  and  intimate 
acquaintance  with  such  subjects,  it  was 
most  gratifying  to  him  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  to  hear  him  disclaim — and 
it  was  impossible  to  do  so  in  stronger 
terms — all  idea  of  reverting  to  a  protecting 
duty  on  corn.  He  had  based  his  proposi- 
tion this  evening  on  the  ground  that  the 
imposition  of  a  duty  would  not  enhance  the 
price  of  corn,  and  expressed  his  conviction 
that  tho  good  sense  and  intelligence  of 
the  country  would  speedily  arrive  at  the 
same  conclusion.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  was  opposed  to  any  duty 
on  corn,  but  he  was  quite  content  to  leave 
the  question  in  the  position  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  placed  it.  He 
was  quite  willing  that  the  duty  should  be 
imposed  when  the  good  sense  and  intelli- 
gence of  the  country  were  convinced  that 
the  price  of  corn  would  not  be  raised  by  a 
duty  on  its  importation;  and  he  felt,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  most  perfect  confidence 
that  it  never  would  be  imposed  until  they 
had  arrived  at  this  conclusion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman*s  arguments,  however, 
were  not  very  consistent,  and  one  of  those 
was  a  complete  answer  to  his  main  propo- 
sition. He  deprecated,  very  strongly,  con- 
clusions from  pure  theory  without  expe- 
rience; but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) must  object  as  strongly  to  that 
experience  which  was  drawn  from  a  very 
limited  number  of  facts.  The  conclusions 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  were  drawn 
only  from  last  year's  experience,  in  which 
year  no  doubt  the  price  of  corn  fell  after 
the  duty  revived ;  but  other  circumstan- 
ces had  operated  in  that  year  which  he 
had  not  taken  into  account.  The  impor- 
tations of  1847  were  notoriously  very 
large ;  the  harvest  of  1847  was  remark- 
ably abundant;  and  these  circumstances 
depressed  the  prices  in  the  spring  of 
1848.  They  rose  again  towards  autumn, 
and  were  subsequently  brought  down  by 
the  inferior  character  of  the  harvest  of 
last  year.  These  circumstances,  entirely 
omitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
must  nevertheless  have  produced  a  ma- 
terial effect  during  that  period.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adduced  as  con^ 
elusive  proof  of  his  position,  that  a  mode- 
rate fixed  duty  on  the  importation  of  com 
would  be  paid  by  the  foreigner,  the  cir- 
cumstance that,  on  the  duty  reviving  in 
1848,  the  price  of  wheat  at  Dantzic  fell ; 
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and  be  stated  that,  in  the  same  manner, 
the  price  of  wheat  in  the  United  States 
had  fallen  when  the  charge  for  freight 
happened  to  rise.  Both  of  these  things 
might  probably  have  happened,  but  they 
afforded  no  proof  of  the  correctness  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  position.  The 
price  of  corn  at  any  one  time,  as  that  of 
any  other  article,  was  regulated  by  the 
relative  supply  and  demand;  and  the  state 
of  the  supply  at  the  time  when  those  cir- 
cumstances occurred,  there  being  no  greater 
demand  in  England,  might  be  such  as  to 
render  it  worth  while  for  the  holders  of 
corn  at  Dantzic  and  the  United  States  to 
take  a  lower  price  for  it  at  those  periods. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not,  how- 
ever, infer  from  this  anything  as  to  the 
price  at  which  corn  would  be  permanently 
supplied.  He  must  know,  as  everybody 
in  the  House  did,  that  this  must  be  deter- 
mined by  the  cost  of  producing  it.  The 
cost  at  which  foreign  corn  could  be  sold  in 
this  country  depended  upon  the  cost  of 
production  in  the  country  where  it  was 
grown,  and  of  the  freight  to  our  ports.  It 
never  could  be  permanently  sold  for  a 
price  which  would  not  cover  these  two 
items.  Any  additional  charge  upon  it 
must  enhance  the  price,  and  a  duty  on 
importation  would  be  an  additional  charge, 
just  as  much  as  an  increased  charge  for 
freight.  Nobody  can  doubt  the  truth  of 
this;  and  indeed  it  is  perfectly  evident, 
from  an  admission  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  He  stated  that  if 
prices  were  low  here,  a  duty  on  corn  would 
deter  importation.  Now,  how  would  this 
be  done  ?  This  effect  could  only  be  pro- 
duced in  consequence  of  the  duty  so  im- 
posed raising  the  charges  on  the  imported 
corn  so  much  that  it  could  no  longer  be 
sold,  except  at  a  loss,  for  the  price  which 
other  corn,  of  the  same  quality,  brought  in 
the  market.  This  would  deter  the  foreign 
grower  from  sending  his  corn  here,  and 
this  was  the  only  mode  in  which  the  impo- 
sition of  a  duty  could  prevent  importation. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, therefore,  was  conclusive  in  favour  of 
the  argument  that  a  duty  on  corn  must 
necessarily  enhance  its  price.  He  would 
not  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
through  his  various  statements,  in  which 
he  had  so  mixed  up  facts  and  speculation, 
that  it  was  not  very  easy  to  distinguish 
one  from  the  other  ;  and  he  was  unwilling 
to  detain  the  House  on  what  appeared 
J  in  a  theoretical  shape.  If  the  right 
Qentlcman  thought  that  he  could  sa- 


tisfy the  people  of  this  country  that,  as  a 
practical  queston,  the  imposition  of  a  duty 
on  the  importation  of  corn  would  not  raise 
its  price,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) wished  him  joy  of  the  task  he 
was  about  to  undertake.  For  himself, 
being  convinced  that  the  proposition  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  was  inexpedient,  im- 
politic, and,  he  had  almost  said,  unjust, 
he  could  not  hesitate  to  refuse  his  assent 
to  it.  But  he  willingly  left  the  question 
to  be  decided  by  the  good  sense  and  in- 
telligence of  the  country,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed.  Until,  however,  the 
majority  of  the  people  were  satisfied  that 
a  tax  upon  corn  would  not  enhance  the 
price  to  the  consumer,  he  must  oppose  the 
suggestion  which  was  submitted  to  the 
House  for  the  imposition  of  such  a  duty. 

Mk.  G.  SANDARS  said :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  feel  called  upon  to  offer  a  few  obserra- 
tions  on  the  question  now  before  the  House, 
having  incidentally  alluded  to  it  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  and  having  been  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Stamford,  who  has  so  ably  and  tempe- 
rately explained  his  views  to  the  House, 
that  those  who  differ  with  him  must  admit 
the  fairness,  clearness,  and  moderation 
with  which  he  has  introduced  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  has  treated  the  question  with 
much  flippancy.  He  looks  upon  it  as  a 
subject  of  so  little  importance  as  to  be 
beneath  his  notice  to  attempt  to  contro- 
vert the  facts  so  ably  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  below  me.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  be  overflowing  with 
wealth,  as  he  treats  a  plan  to  increase  his 
**  ways  and  means"  some  millions  per  an- 
num with  perfect  indifference,  if  not  wiih 
unbecoming  levity.  As  much  has  been 
said  in  favour  of  practical  views  contrasted 
with  theoretical,  and  having  had  some 
twenty-five  years'  experience  of  the  com 
trade,  and  having  been  a  large  importer 
of  foreign  grain  the  greater  part  of  that 
period,  having  watched  narrowly  the  effects 
of  that  import  on  the  prices  of  grain  of  home 
growth,  I  feel  myself  qualified  to  offer  an 
opinion  upon  this  question  of  a  practical 
nature.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring 
it  as  my  firm  conviction,  founded  on  mj 
past  experience,  that  a  moderate  import 
duty  on  wheat  would  not  in  usual  seasons 
advance  the  price  to  the  consumer  in  this 
country.  But,  to  fortify  my  opinions  upon 
this  point,  I  have,  since  I  last  named  it 
to  the  House^  taken  some  pains  to  asoer- 
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tain  the  opinions  of  practical  men.  I 
wrote  to  a  friend  in  Liverpool  to  ascer- 
tain the  views  held  there  by  gentlemen 
largely  engaged  in  the  corn  trade.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  his  letter  in  reply.  He 
gives  me  the  names  of  twenty  of  the 
leading  merchants  in  the  Corn  Exchange 
of  Liverpool;  out  of  these  twenty,  thirteen 
agree  with  me  that  a  moderate  fixed  duty 
would  he  paid  by  the  producer,  five  that  it 
would  enhance  the  price  to  the  consumer, 
and  two  that  it  would  depend  on  supply 
and  demand,  and  would  be  partly  borne 
by  the  foreign  producer,  and  partly  by  the 
consumer.  Thus,  as  far  as  the  practical 
men  of  Liverpool  are  concerned,  I  have 
a  majority  of  thirteen  to  five,  which  in  this 
House  would  be  considered  a  very  satisfac- 
tory one.  I  next  proceeded  personally  to 
wait  upon  the  leading  merchants  in  Mark- 
lane.  I  inquired  from  some  fifteen  to 
twenty  of  them  their  views,  and,  to  my  sa- 
tisfaction, with  only  one  exception  (and  he 
a  Member  of  this  House),  all  agreed  with 
me  in  opinion  that  a  fixed  duty  of  5s,  per 
quarter  on  wheat,  and  other  grain  in  pro- 
portion, would  be  borne  by  the  foreign 
producer,  and  would  not  enhance  the  prices 
to  the  consumer  in  this  country.  These 
are  the  opinions  of  practical  men,  and 
which  I  believe  the  House  will  value  more 
highly  than  the  theoretical  opinions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  House  that  a  duty  on  corn  is  not 
regulated  by  the  same  principles  and  rules 
that  a  duty  on  other  imports  is,  such  as 
tea,  coffee,  sugar,  or  even  timber;  the  great 
bulk  of  our  consumption  is  grown  in  this 
country.  It  is  estimated  that  our  con- 
sumption of  wheat  annually  is  20,000,000 
of  quarters,  and  of  other  grain  at  least 
30,000,000 — say  a  grand  total  of  upwards 
of  50,000,000  of  quarters  of  grain.  Now, 
what  has  been  our  annual  import  previous 
to  the  Irish  famine  of  1846  ?  I  will  take 
the  ten  years  previous  imports,  and  I  find 
it- 


Wheat,  qrs. 
Barley  „  . 
Oats        „  • 

Total 


16,000,000 
3,200,000 
2,800,000 


.  21,000,000 

or  an  average  of  2,100,000  quarters  per 
annum,  which  is  some  4  per  cent  on  our 
consumption  of  all  grain,  or  some  7  per 
cent  on  wheat  alone.  Is  it  then  probable 
that  this  small  comparative  import  governs 
the  price  of  home-grown  corn  ?  I  have 
alrei^y  on  a  previous  occasion  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  in  March  last  year^  when  a 


duty  of  78,  per  quarter  was  suddenly  re- 
imposed  on  the  importation  of  wheat,  the 
price  did  not  advance  here,  but  it  declined 
abroad  fully  as  much  as  the  duty,  and  the 
importer  was  as  well  off  after  paying  this  duty 
as  he  was  before  when  he  had  no  duty  to 
pay.     But,  it  is  said  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  this  is  an  isolated  case,  and 
that  inductions  drawn  from  a  limited  num- 
ber of  facts   were  as  erroneous  as  pure 
theory.     I  deny  that  it  is  an  isolated  fact. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  the  usual  course  of 
the  trade.      Scores  of   similar   instances 
may  be   adduced;    and  I    may  say  from 
my  own  knowledge  and  experience  of  the 
workings  of  the  foreign  corn  trade,  that  it 
is  the  rule  and  not  the  exception,  that  as  the 
duty    advances   here,   the   price  declines 
abroad,  and  as  it  declines  here,  the  price 
advances  there  ;  or,    in  the  language  of 
an   old  and  experienced  member  of  the 
trade,    **  Prices   in  all   the  foreign  mar- 
kets   are   ruled   by    the    prices    current 
in  the  English,  or  the  highest,   market, 
less  the    charges    and    duty.       This    is 
as  true  and  general  a  law  as  that  water 
will  rise  to  its  own  level.'*     I,  therefore, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  a  moderate 
fixed  duty  would  not  enhance  the  price  of 
corn  to  the  consumer  in  this  country,  but 
that  it  would  in  usual  seasons  come  out  Af 
the  pockets  of  the  foreign  producer  or  ex- 
porter.    I  say  in  usual  seasons,  for  I  ad- 
mit there  may  be  times  and  seasons  when 
it  would  have  a  contrary  effect — namely, 
when  prices  of  wheat  came  so  low  here  as 
to  prohibit  importation,  and  thus  limit  the 
supply,  for  prices  of  com  are  governed 
more  than  any  other  article  by  supply  and 
demand,  and  what  checks  the  supply  will 
necessarily  tend  to  advance  the  price.    But 
to  show  to  the  House  at  what  a  low  rate 
we  may  expect  to  meet  with  foreign  com- 
petition, I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Parliamen- 
tary return  of  June  29th,  1849,  No.  439, 
moved  for  by  myself,  which"  shows  the  fol- 
lowing results : — In  1843  we  had  thirty- 
eight  weeks  when  the  duty  was  20«. ;   in 
1844,  twenty-three  weeks  at  205.;   and  in 
1845  there  were  thirty-one  weeks  when 
the  duty  was  205..  and  in  these  three  years 
the  importation  of  corn  was  above  six  mil- 
lions of  quarters.     Now,  this  was  under 
the  Act  of  1842,  which  gave  us  a  maximum 
duty  of  20*.  a  quarter,  when  the  price  waft 
below  505.  per  quarter;   but  the  price  was 
for  a  considerable  period  as  low  as  iSs. 
per  quarter,  yet  a  20«.  per  quarter  duty 
was  paid,  leaving  the  foreigner  a  net  re- 
turn of  some  205.  per  quarter.    I  tell  hon. 


759 


Ways  and 


{COMMONS} 


Means. 


760 


Gentlemen  few  of  them  have  any  idea 
what  prices  will  come  to  when  we  have  a 
succession  of  good  harvests  here  and 
abroad.  I  stated  in  my  place  last  year 
that  I  believed  we  should  see  prices  down 
to  355.  to  40s.  per  quarter,  so  soon  as  we 
had  good  harvests,  and  I  see  no  reason  to 
change  my  opinions  upon  more  mature  de- 
liberation and  reflection.  But  to  return  to 
my  subject.  I  was  saying  when  prices  here 
came  very  low,  the  duty  would  act  as  a 
protection  to  the  home  grower  by  checking 
imports,  for  if  the  foreigner  could  not  meet 
our  prices  (after  paying  charges  and  duty), 
he  would  not  naturally  sell  it  at  a  loss. 
Thus  by  limiting  imports,  prices  might  be 
prevented  declining  so  low  as  they  other- 
wise might  have  done :  it  might  possibly 
in  some  years  prevent  prices  declining  from 
405.  to  355.,  or  in  years  of  great  abun- 
dance from  355.  to  305.  per  quarter.  But, 
I  ask,  would  any  man,  be  he  high  or  low, 
be  he  free-trader  or  protectionist,  object  to 
a  duty  of  5s,  per  quarter  on  wheat,  bring- 
ing in  upwards  of  one  million  per  annum 
to  the  revenue,  when  it  enhanced  the  price 
some  45.  to  5s.  per  quarter  only  in  years 
of  great  abundance  and  cheapness  ?  And 
what  would  this  increase  at  those  oc- 
casional periods  amount  to?  Why,  5s. 
per  quarter  is  one  halfpenny  on  the  quar- 
tern loaf ;  and  supposing  a  family  to  con- 
sume six  or  eight  loaves  per  week,  that 
would  be  an  increase  of  3d,  to  4<^.  per 
week  for  a  poor  man's  family.  I  ask,  what 
is  that  in  comparison  to  the  reduced  wages 
he  must  expect  from  a  low  and  unnaturally 
depressed  price  of  corn? — why,  it  is  as 
3d.  to  2s,  I  have  given  my  own  opinion 
on  the  question  introduced  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford — I 
have  Also  given  the  opinion  of  practical  men 
in  the  corn  trade  in  London  and  Liverpool, 
and  if  I  am  not  wearying  the  House — 
[Cries  of**  Go  on  !  "] — I  will  read  an  ex- 
tract from  the  work  of  one  who  used  to  be 
no  mean  authority  amongst  the  free- 
traders, and  quoted  by  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. It  is  from  a  treatise  on  taxation,  by 
Mr.  M*Culloch,  published  in  1845.  He 
says — 

**  It  has  been  objected  to  a  fixed  duty  on  com 
that  it  could  not  be  collected  in  years  when  there 
was  any  unusual  deficiency  in  our  harvests,  the 
price  of  corn  even  without  any  duty  being  then 
oppressively  high  ;  but  though  it  may  seem  para- 
'doxioal,  it  is  entirely  true  that  prices  in  such 
years  would  not  be  influenced  by  the  payment  of 
*  «*Mi4«rmte  duty,  and  that  they  would  be  quite  as 
it  repealed  or  suspended  as  it  would  be 
'ed  to  exert  its  full  influence.     The 


moment,  however,  it  is  ascertained  that  any 
serious  deficiency  has  taken  place  in  our  harvest, 
the  price  of  corn  rises  probably  to  70«.  or  80«.  per 
quarter,  and  upwards.  But  when  such  is  the 
case,  the  duty  ceases  to  have  any  perceptible  in- 
fluence over  the  price,  which  is  then  wholly  deter- 
mined by  the  proportion  between  supply  and  de- 
mand without  reference  to  the  cost  of  the  corn. 
Under  such  circumstances  the  duty  becomes  in 
fact  a  deduction  from  the  profits  of  the  foreigner, 
so  that  its  suspension  would  only  add  to  the  latter 
without  depressing  prices.  Every  one  engaged 
in  the  com  trade  knows  that  when  prices  are  65<., 
75s.,  or  86*.  per  quarter,  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
duty  of  5s.  or  6s.  on  importation  would  have  no 
perceptible  influence  over  the  quantities  imported. 
The  circle  whence  com  is  brought  in  years  of 
scarcity  is  too  vast,  and  its  margin  too  ill  defined, 
to  be  either  sensibly  expanded  or  circumscribed 
by  adding  5s.  or  6«.  to,  or  deducting  the  same 
sum  firom,  our  prices." 

I  must  say.  Sir,  I  quite  agree  with  the 
views  thus  so  ably  expressed  by  Mr. 
M'Culloch.  I  am  satisfied  if  it  be  desi- 
rable to  increase  our  taxation,  do  tax 
would  be  less  felt  than  a  moderate  tax  on 
corn.  It  would  bring  in  annually  a  large 
fund  to  the  revenue,  without  in  usual  years 
enhancing  the  price  to  the  consumer. 
The  truth  is  that  this  is  the  great  mar- 
ket that  foreigners  have  to  look  to  for 
the  sale  of  their  surplus  produce. 
And  would  it  not,  I  ask,  be  preferable 
to  have  such  a  duty,  and  take  it  off 
tea,  soap,  sugar,  coffee,  or  some  other  ne- 
cessary of  life  to  the  poor  man  ?  I  am 
not  advocating  a  return  of  protection,  nor 
an  immediate  imposition  of  a  fixed  duty. 
I  wish  to  give  the  free-trade  policy,  par- 
ticularly in  com,  a  fair  trial.  It  is  one 
thing  to  retain  a  duty,  but  quite  another 
to  reimpose  it  when  once  abandoned;  but 
there  may  come  a  time  when  it  may  be 
desirable  to  impose  a  moderate  duty  on  the 
importation  of  grain.  Why,  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  him- 
self admitted  this  the  other  evening.  He 
said,  •*  however  true  were  the  principles  of 
free  trade,  circumstances  might  justify  a 
moderate  fixed  duty  upon  tli'at  article."  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  though 
this  may  not  be  the  proper  time  to  impose 
such  a  duty,  the  time  may  come  when  it 
will  be  both  necessary  and  expedient,  and 
when  I  can  refer  with  satisfaction  to  the 
opinions  I  have  expressed  this  day  as 
founded  on  facts  and  practical  truth.  Be- 
fore I  sit  down,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention, 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
great  importance  of  a  system  of  agricul- 
tural statistics.  It  is  a  disgrace  to  us  as 
a  great  mercantile  nation  to  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  what  is  our  production  and 


761 


Ways  and 


{July  20} 


Meam. 


762 


what  is  our  consumption  of  corn.  This  is 
not  the  case  in  France  or  in  America. 
They  know  pretty  nearly  their  position; 
but  with  us  it  is  all  guesswork,  and  in  such 
an  important  article  as  the  food  of  the  peo- 
ple, I  contend  we  ought  to  have  some  plan 
of  agricultural  statistics,  so  as  to  be  able 
to  arrive  at  some  approximation  of  the 
truth.  I  have  again  and  again  impressed 
this  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  but  the 
answer  I  receive  is,  "I  admit  its  impor- 
tance, but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer won't  find  me  the  money.'*  I  have 
myself  laid  before  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
plan  to  effect  this  object,  which  would  not 
cost  the  country  more  than  10,000?.  to 
12,000?.  per  annum;  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment spend  enormous  sums,  as  this  House 
decided  by  its  vote  last  night,  in  **  need- 
less places,"  **  extravagant  salaries,"  and 
**  imnecessary  works  and  establishments." 
Then,  surely,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might  for  such  an  object  spare  the  small 
comparative  sum  of  a  few  thousands  per 
annum.  I  observe  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  is  anxious  to 
address  the  House;  he  will  tell  us  that  his 
object  is  that  England  should  buy  her  corn 
at  **the  world's  price,"  and  he  says  that  I 
have  admitted  to  him  that  if  Holland  and 
England  both  wanted  corn,  and  we  imposed 
a  duty  of  5s.,  and  Holland  none,  that  we 
eat  our  wheat  at  6s.  more  than  the  Dutch. 
True;  but  he  forgets  to  tell  you  that  Hol- 
land has  a  protective  duty  of,  I  believe, 
some  9^.  per  quarter  on  the  introduction  of 
foreign  corn.  So  has  France,  so  has 
America,  and,  in  fact,  almost  every  great 
country  has  a  duty  on  the  importation  of 
com.  I  beg  to  apologise  to  the  House  for 
the  length  of  time  I  have  trespassed  upon 
them,  and  to  thank  them  for  the  attention 
they  have  given  me. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  said,  that  he  consi- 
dered that  the  opinion  of  merchants  in 
Liverpool,  London,  and  other  places,  on 
this  question,  was  a  most  fallacious  test, 
inasmuch  as  the  trade  was  a  gambling  one, 
and  tended  to  concentrate  the  business 
within  a  few  towns.  As  to  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member,  that  a  fixed 
duty  would  not  be  paid  by  the  consumer, 
he  never  heard  anything  so  monstrous  in 
his  life.  Such  may  bo  possible  in  a  case 
where  another  country  may  have  a  surplus 
over  from  the  previous  year,  and  England 
may  be  the  only  purchaser.  Such  a  case, 
however,  could  not  occur.  Let  the  House 
recollect  that  a  5s,  duty  did  not  mean  a  re- 


venue of  1,600,0000?.  alone,  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  stated,  but  10,000,000?.  besides 
in  the  pockets  of  the  English  grower.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  quoted  a  case  where 
foreign  corn  paid  a  duty  of  20s,  a  quarter. 
That  was  in  the  year  1843  or  1844,  when 
the  English  corn  was  harvested  in  such  a 
wretched  condition  that  it  could  not  be 
consumed  by  itself,  and  therefore  foreign 
corn  had  to  be  bought  to  mix  with  it,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  fit  for  human  food. 
The  stock  of  corn  in  this  country  was  now 
lower  than  ever  it  was  known  to  be,  and 
wheat  was  rising  in  price  in  the  face  of 
the  most  beautiful  weather — a  thing  that 
was  never  experienced  before.  That  was 
caused  by  the  low  stocks  in  hand,  notwith- 
standing the  large  importations  which  had 
taken  place.  One  cause  of  that  was  owing 
to  the  increased  consumption  of  the  coun- 
try. The  consumption  of  flour  had  in- 
creased one- third — that  was  to  say,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  abolition  of  the  com  law, 
the  people  had  it  in  their  power  to  consome 
one- third  more  corn.  There  was  now  a  pros- 
pect of  an  abundant  harvest,  and  if  the  far- 
mers realised  455.  or  505.  for  their  com,  of 
which  there  was  a  prospect,  they  would  be 
better  off  than  they  ever  had  been  in  any 
year  of  protection  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  observed,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  pro- 
posed to  raise  2,000,000?.  by  an  income 
tax,  but  he  did  not  consider  it  worth  while 
to  procure  1,000,000?.  by  an  import  duty 
on  corn;  and,  in  fact,  it  seemed  to  be  a 
matter  of  slight  importance  whether  or 
not  the  duty  went  into  the  pocket  of  the 
foreigner,  or  remained  at  home.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  on  the  previous 
night  been  left  in  a  minority  on  a  ques- 
tion of  taxation,  and  yet  they  were  that 
day  told  that  it  was  a  matter  of  no  im- 
portance whether  they  added  a  million  to 
the  revenue.  The  intention  and  the  ob- 
ject of  the  free-trade  policy  was  to  reduce 
the  price  of  com  in  this  country  to  the 
Continental  level.  The  whole  of  their 
argument  was  this — that  the  price  of 
com  would  fall  so  low  as  to  make  the 
5s.  duty  operative — that  is,  it  must  fall  to 
something  like  the  Continental  level,  30^. 
or  355.  per  quarter.  Such  then  was  the 
end  and  aim  of  the  free-trade  policy;  and 
it  was  to  be  understood  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  sacrifice  l,000,000t 
of  the  revenue,  it  was  to  attain  that  object. 
Now,  a  less  evil  might  be  incurred  to 
attain  a  desirable  end ;  but  here  there 
could  be  no  mistake  as  to  the  end ;    and 
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that  end  was  this — that  the  price  of  corn 
might  be  reduced  to  the  Continental  level. 
According  to  the  showing  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  there  must  he  a  price  at  which 
a  5s,  duty  would  he  operative,  and  ac- 
cording to  their  showing,  that  must  he 
from  30*.  to  35s,  a  quarter.  In  consider- 
ing these  circumstances,  they  ought  not 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  the  agricul- 
turists formed  the  largest  class  in  England. 
The  heads  of  families  employed  in  agri- 
cultural occupations  were  more  numerous 
than  any  other.  There  were  as  graziers 
and  farmers  alone  an  enormously  large 
number  of  persons,  as  compared  with  those 
engaged  in  the  cotton  manufactures.  By 
the  census  of  1841  there  was  afar  larger 
number  of  farmers  and  graziers,  than  of 
adult  persons  employed  in  the  cotton  trade. 
If  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  cotton 
trade  that  the  present  system  was  to  be 
maintained,  then  it  should  be  understood 
that  they  were  sacrificing  the  interests  of 
the  farmers  and  graziers  to  those  of  ope- 
ratives in  the  cotton  trade.  The  duties 
had  been  reduced  of  late  years  upon  other 
articles,  and  what  had  been  the  effect  ? 
In  the  article  of  cheese,  for  instance,  in 
the  year  prior  to  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  in  1848,  there  had  been  imported 
267,400  cwt.,  at  a  duty  of  lis.  per  cwt., 
the  market  price  being  485.  and  the  price 
in  bond  406'.  In  1848,  the  quantity  im- 
ported was  444,032  cwt.,  the  duty  being 
5s.,  the  market  price  55s,,  and  the  price  in 
bond  50s,,  showing  a  clear  rise  of  7s,  on 
the  market  price,  and  in  the  price  in  bond  of 
lOs,,  the  foreigner  thereby  clearing  3s, 
per  cwt.  The  duty  on  butter  had  been 
reduced  between  1845  and  1848  from 
1/.  Is,  to  10s.  per  cwt.,  and  in  the  latter 
year  the  market  price  was  96s.,  and  in 
bond  85s.;  while  in  1845  the  market  price 
was  85s.,  and  in  bond  70s.,  showing  that 
while  tlic  market  price  had  only  increased 
lis.,  the  price  in  bond  had  increased  15s., 
the  foreigner  pocketing  the  advantage  of 
the  whole  reduced  duty.  But  then  it  was 
said  that  the  farmers  benefited  by  the 
increase  of  price.  Assuredly  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not  desire  that  it  should  be 
otherwise.  He  rejoiced  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Stamford  had  brought 
forward  the  Motion  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  presented  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  .West  Riding  understood 
the  principle  of  agitation,  and  compre- 
hended that  a  broad  question  forced  it- 
aelf  on  the  attention  of  the  public.     This 


wag  the  course  adopted  in  the  present  in* 
stance.  But  this  system  had  its  limits 
— people  grew  tired  of  the  iteration  of 
the  same  proposition,  and  reverted  to  the 
good  sense  which  characterised  them. 
According  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, a  million  of  money  had  been 
wasted  in  the  first  months  of  the  present 
year  for  no  useful  purpose. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  paid  him 
the  comphment  of  calHng  him  a  skilful 
agitator.  It  was  true,  indeed,  that  to  agi- 
tate at  all  successfully  one  must  be  in 
earnest,  and,  if  with  a  good  cause,  one 
must  succeed;  but  even  with  a  bad  one, 
he  would  be  respected  for  his  perseverance. 
Now,  the  fault  he  found  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  was,  that  they  showed  no 
earnestness  in  the  course  which  they  pur- 
sued. It  was  quite  impossible  to  know  if 
they  were  dealing  with  realities,  they  were 
so  often  called  upon  to  deal  with  shams. 
What  was  the  course  pursued  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion ?  A  few  days  before  the  assembling 
of  Parliament  the  Duke  of  Richmond  had 
a  meeting  of  farmers,  in  which  he  sha- 
dowed out  to  them  the  great  efforts  that 
were  to  be  made  to  restore  the  principle  of 
protection,  and  to  prevent  free  trade  from 
coming  into  operation.  Well,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  came  down 
to  the  House,  and,  as  the  leader  of  the 
protection  party  and  of  the  farmers  out  of 
doors,  who  thought  he  was  about  to  fight 
their  battles,  he  moved  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address,  but  it  did  not  contain  one 
word  about  protection,  and  the  Amendment 
was  never  put  to  a  division.  On  another 
occasion  after  that  the  poor  farmers  were 
brought  up  in  great  numbers  to  Willis's- 
rooms.  There  was  a  great  display  of  party 
eloquence,  which  ended  with  three  cheers 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
the  leader  of  protection.  Well,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  forward  his  Motion 
about  local  taxation;  but  in  the  very  be- 
ginning of  his  speech  he  said  he  did  not 
mean  to  discuss  the  principles  of  protec- 
tion. On  the  next  occasion  there  was  a 
large  cavalcade  to  Drury-lane  Theatre,  and 
another  great  move  was  to  be  made  in  the 
House.  The  farmers'  hopes  were  raised, 
the  principle  of  free  trade  was  to  be  re- 
versed, and  protection  was  to  bo  re-estab- 
lished. The  hon.  Gentleman  again  came 
down  to  the  House  with  another  Motion, 
but  not  one  word  in  it  about  protection. 
He  talked  of  everything  else,  the  foreign 
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and  domeBtic  policy  of  the  GoYernmcnt,  but 
there  absolutely  was  not  one  word  about  re- 
newing the  corn  laws.  But  the  Session  must 
not  end  without  doing  something  to  keep 
up  the  delusion,  and  so  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stamford  brought 
on  the  present  Motion;  and  what  for?  The 
general  impression  out  of  doors  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asking  for  a 
fixed  duty  on  corn.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  Motion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  some  excuses  about 
its  not  being  in  his  power  to  make  this 
Motion ;  but  he  was  too  old  and  experienced 
a  Member  not  to  know  that  it  was  quite 
practicable  for  him,  if  he  liked,  now,  be- 
fore the  close  of  the  debate,  to  propose 
that  at  a  future  time  it  was  expedient  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
imposing  a  fixed  duty  of  85.  a  quarter  on 
com.  Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man take  that  course  ?  It  was  trifling 
with  the  time  of  the  House  to  make  a  Mo- 
tion like  the  present,  and  it  was  a  mon- 
strous delusion  on  the  tenant  farmers.  The 
matter  before  them  had  such  little  reality 
about  it  that  no  person  seemed  to  regard  it 
in  the  least.  The  appearance  of  empty 
benches  opposite,  and  the  non-attendanco 
of  protectionist  Members  themselves, 
showed  that  there  was  no  reality  about  the 
thing ;  and  that  the  Motion  was  a  pure 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House.  The 
proposition,  if  any,  that  was  before  the 
House  was,  that  they  could  levy  a  fixed 
duty  on  corn,  without  raising  the  price  of 
corn  in  this  country.  When  he  was  told 
that  they  could  impose  such  a  duty,  and 
make  the  foreigner  pay  the  tax,  the  first 
feeling  that  arose  upon  such  a  proposition 
was  instructive.  Even  if  practical,  he 
should  doubt  of  the  justice  and  morality  of 
such  a  proceeding.  He  should  doubt  whe- 
ther the  providential  scheme  of  the  world 
was  quite  moral,  if  it  was  possible  for  them 
thus  to  levy  a  tax  on  the  antipodes,  for  in- 
stance, without  giving  them  any  voice  in 
the  legislation  by  which  it  was  imposed. 
The  first  feeling,  therefore,  that  arose  in 
view  of  such  a  proposition  was  instructive. 
But  what  was  the  argument  that  they 
could  do  BO  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Wake- 
field, who  had  been  for  twenty-five  years 
engaged  in  the  corn  trade,  but  who  argued 
from  the  experience  of  the  sliding-scale, 
said  that  the  foreigners  would  pay  the  tax; 
but  if,  with  the  jumps  and  starts  of  the 
sliding-scale,  he  had  found  that  the  price 
of  wheat  abroad  sympathised  with  high 


and  low  duties  here,  that  afforded  no 
ground  to  estimate  what  the  peimanent 
eff'ect  of  a  fixed  duty  would  be.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  pay  a  higher  price 
for  their  corn,  with  a  duty  of  5s,,  than 
those  who  paid  no  duty  at  all.  That  was 
the  whole  case.  What  he  contended  for 
was,  that  the  people  of  this  country  ought 
to  have  their  com  as  cheaply  as  any  other 
people  in  the  world.  He  did  not  mind 
what  the  natural  price  of  corn  was — all  he 
desired  was  that  the  people  of  this  country 
should  buy  it  at  the  same  price  as  any 
other  people.  No  person,  in  the  multitude  of 
speeches  which  he  had  made  on  this  subject, 
ever  heard  him  make  use  of  the  argument 
that  they  were  going  to  benefit  by  an  exces* 
sively  low  price  of  corn.  That  was  the  argu- 
ment of  the  protectionists.  What  he  want- 
ed  was  to  have  corn  at  its  natural  price; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wakefield,  in  ad- 
mitting that  they  could  not  have  it  with 
a  fixed  duty,  had  admitted  the  whole  case. 
But  more  than  that,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  the  justice  of  his  (Mr.  Cobden's) 
argument  in  another  way;  for  he  said  that 
if  Holland  did  not  put  on  a  duty  of  5s, , 
and  we  did,  Holland  would  get  its  corn  5s, 
cheaper  from  Dantzic  than  we  should ;  but 
then  he  said  that  England  would  have  the 
advantage  of  the  duty  if  Holland  put  on  a 
fixed  duty  of  5s,  It  was  admitted  that 
Holland,  if  free,  would  get  corn  cheaper 
than  this  country;  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
was  a  better  way  of  putting  the  question 
than  it  could  possibly  bo  put  by  any  corn- 
factors,  who,  of  course,  had  a  greater  com- 
mission if  they  sold  wheat  at  65s,  than  if 
they  sold  at  55s,  He  much  preferred  such 
a  proof  to  the  corndealers  of  Liverpool  and 
Mark-lane.  They,  of  course,  were  the 
best  judges  of  what  was  best  for  them- 
selves; and  he  had  heard  that  if  it  was  only 
made  the  interest  of  any  body  of  men, 
they  would  set  about  proving  that  two  and 
two  make  five.  The  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite said,  they  were  now  in  favour  of  a 
fixed  duty.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  ex- 
traordinary thing  for  any  hon,  Member  to 
propose  a  tax  of  any  kind  to  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  for  their  business 
was  to  prevent  him  from  imposing  taxes. 
He,  therefore,  took  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
task  on  that  ground.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  bad  witness  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  another  respect;  for 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  duty  might  take  effect  at  35s, ,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  raised  it  a  little,  and  said 
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ihftt  it  might  take  effect  when  the  price 
wan  4:0s.  **  What  is  a  farthing  in  the  price 
of  the  loaf?"  said  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  is  4d,  a  week  to  the  lahouring  man  ? 
it  is  only  17*.  a  year.  But  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  spread  that  farthing  in  the 
quartern  loaf  over  6,000,000  of  families, 
how  much  would  it  amount  to  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  never  calculated  on  getting 
more  than  ahout  1 ,000,000^.  from  his  5s, 
fixed  duty ;  hut  ^d,  a  week  from  tho 
6,600,000  families  of  this  country  would 
produce  5,000,000Z.  But  how  could  they 
pay  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
only  proposed  to  levy  1,000,000Z.  on  for- 
eign com  ?  It  would  he  done  hy  raising 
the  price  of  the  corn  which  was  grown  in 
this  country.  All  the  com  consumed  in 
this  country  was  consumed  at  the  same 
price.  And  the  same  duty,  therefore, 
would,  in  reality,  he  paid  for  all,  whether 
home  or  foreign,  hecausc  no  com  could  he 
admitted  except  at  the  price  of  the  com  of 
domestic  growth.  If  they  meant  to  pro- 
pose a  tax  on  corn,  let  them  do  it  hon- 
estly, and  let  it  he  done  at  the  mill ;  he- 
oause,  then,  with  a  duty  of  only  Is,,  they 
would  raise  a  revenue  of  1,000,000^.  And 
if  they  chose  to  impose  a  duty  of  be,  they 
would  raise  a  revenue  of  5,000,000^  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he 
would  not  lay  a  feather's  weight  of  taxa- 
tion on  the  community  hy  this  proposition, 
and  that  the  consumers  would  not  have  to 
pay  any  dearer  for  their  hread.  Well,  if 
that  he  so,  what  became  of  their  profes- 
sions to  the  farmers,  that  they  intended  to 
raise  the  price  of  their  produce?  They 
had  no  petitions  for  a  fixed  duty  as  a  mat- 
ter of  revenue.  He  had  seen  a  petition 
from  the  West  Riding,  presented  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  pray- 
ing for  moderate  protection  to  all  interests, 
and  for  a  moderate  fixed  duty  on  corn. 
They  said  that  they  would  impose  tho 
fixed  duty  for  the  sake  of  tho  revenue; 
but  then  they  told  the  farmers  that  it  was 
with  a  view  of  giving  them  protection. 
This  was  the  new  dodge.  No  persons  pe- 
titioned that  House  for  the  sake  of  the  re- 
venue. No  person  petitioned  for  any  tax. 
The  thing  was  ridiculous.  But  the  farmers 
had  no  objection  to  protection,  and  this 
was  the  only  way  in  which  they,  as  a  party, 
could  bring  forward  the  question  at  all; 
and,  therefore,  ho  expressed  to  his  friends 
right  and  left,  when  he  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  blandly  declare  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  propose  one  farthing 
^ztra  on  the  price  of  wheat  in  this  coun- 


try, and  that  on  this  occasion  he  did  not 
wish  to  refer  to  **  that  other  question,"  his 
utter  astonishment  how  the  protectionists 
had  power  of  face  to  behave  so.  One 
might  suppose  them  to  be  actors  on  a 
stage,  who  whispered  aside  to  each  other, 
and  assumed  that  they  were  not  heard  by 
the  whole  audience;  because  their  language 
within  the  House  was  so  different  and  so 
much  at  variance  with  their  language  out 
of  doors,  that  unless  they  had  some  notion 
that  they  were  invisible  and  unheard,  they 
could  not  possibly  talk  in  the  way  they 
did.  He  did  not  understand  how  any  of 
them  could  talk  to  the  farmers  during  the 
next  autumn.  What  a  question  on  which 
to  get  up  an  agitation  !  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  him,  he  would  give 
him  a  lesson  in  agitation.  He  absolutely 
pitied  them  for  their  want  of  tactics.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  was  the 
head  of  a  great  party.  A  great  party 
wanted  some  principles.  They  would  not 
have  protection  —  they  had  not  courage  to 
fight  that  battle.  The  only  principle  they 
had  was  a  bread  tax.  Only  think  of  a 
great  party  going  to  the  country  and  appeal- 
ing for  support,  on  the  ground  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  tax  of  4d.  a  week  on  the 
bread  of  the  labouring  man.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Warwickshire  seemed  to  think 
that  there  would  be  a  universal  uprising 
of  the  people.  He  said,  in  rather  solemn 
tones,  that  the  people  would  soon  recover 
their  judgment  in  this  matter,  and  that 
the  day  was  not  distant  when  they  would 
see  the  advantage  of  paying  4d,  per  week 
more  for  their  bread.  It  was  no  wonder 
that  the  idea  of  a  universal  uprising  for 
such  a  bread  tax  should  be  glowing  in  his 
breast.  Now  if  they  took  a  little  piece 
of  advice  from  him,  he  would  recommend 
them,  instead  of  trying  to  get  into  power 
by  contending  for  this  miserable  tax  on 
the  prime  necessary  of  life,  to  set  about 
reducing  the  expenditure  and  taxation  of 
the  country.  No  party  could  get  into 
power  without  doing  something  popular, 
and  they  would  not  get  into  power  with- 
out doing  something  popular.  They 
would  never  bridge  over  the  separation 
which  existed  between  them  and  that  in- 
tellect of  the  House  which  was  seated  by 
their  sides,  above  the  gangway,  unless 
they  found  out  some  other  question  be- 
sides this  one  of  protection.  Lot  them, 
instead  of  wishing  to  tax  the  bread  of 
tho  people,  rather  struggle  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
Tho   hon.   Member  for  Buckinghamshu'o 
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had  not  sliown  the  best  tactics  of  a  gen- 
eral in  his  last  speech,  for  he  let  out  a 
little  hint,  which  he  thought  would  make 
the  country  ten  times  more  resolute  than 
before  against  protection,  for  he  said,  if 
he  (Mr.  Cobden)  understood  him  correctly, 
that  he  would  never  join  in  the  cry  for 
retrenchment,  as  long  as  the  principle  of 
protection  was  not  admitted.  Ho  hoped 
the  country  would  take  that  hint.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  talked  as 
though  the  farmers  would  be  ruined  un- 
der this  system  of  free  trade.  Pie  won- 
dered then  liow  they  could  face  the  far- 
mers when  they  went  to  receive  their 
rents.  They  told  the  farmers  that  they 
would  riot  get  355.  a  quarter  for  their  corn. 
He  wondered  how  they  coidd  receive  the 
rents  if  they  believed  anything  of  the 
kind.  This  was  how  they  suftcred  and 
injured  themselves.  They  had  two  sides 
— one  side  for  this  House,  and  another 
for.  the  farmers  out  of  doors — one  for  the 
rent  audit,  and  another  for  the  hustings. 
Were  any  of  the  farmers  ruined  by  free 
trade?  There  was  a  prospect  of  a  good  crop 
this  year,  and  of  high  prices,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  see  any  cause  to  grumble.  It 
seemed  that  there  were  not  large  stocks  on 
hand,  which  was  a  sign  that  there  was 
prosperity  amongst  the  labouring  class,  and 
that  the  manufacturing  class  was  in  a 
state  of  ease.  Was  it  not  better,  instead 
of  trjnng  to  make  the  farmer  complain 
that  he  did  not  get  more  than  4:5s,  a 
quarter  for  his  corn,  that  they  should 
encourage  the  farmer  to  look  to  the  right 
side  of  the  question,  stimulate  him  to 
make  exertions,  and  employ  more  la- 
bour? If  hon.  Gentleman  took  the  right 
view  of  this  question,  they  ought  to  be 
glad  that  the  question  had  been  settled 
at  the  time  it  had  been.  With  the  ex- 
citement abroad,  and  a  state  of  great  suf- 
fering in  this  country,  how  could  they 
possibly  maintain  a  fixed  duty  on  corn  of 
any  kind  ?  He  looked  upon  it,  therefore, 
as  a  chimera.  He  hoped  they  would 
never  hear  it  mentioned  in  that  Plouse 
after  that  night,  and  that  they  would 
henceforth  see  that,  whether  they  repre- 
sented manufacturers,  or  whether  they 
represented  agriculturists,  they  had  all 
one  common  interest,  namely,  tliat  of 
securing  the  most  efficient,  the  most  eco- 
nomical, and  the  most  prudent  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  had  been  so  kind  as 
to  ofiFer  to  give  them  (the  Protection  Mcm- 
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I  hers)  a  lesson  in  the  art  of  agitation;  and 
he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  was  willing  to  admit  that 
if  they  wished  to  attain  any  knowledge  of 
that  pursuit,  they  could  scarcely  have  re- 
course to  a  more  consummate  master. 
The  hon.  Member  excepted  to  their  con- 
duct by  saying  that  they  had  one  language 
in  that  House,  and  another  in  other  quar- 
ters. But  if  he  remembered  aright,  a 
celebrated  oration  which  was  made  by  that 
same  Gentleman  in  another  place,  he  had 
the  ingenuous  frankness  to  admit  that 
that  was  one  of  his  own  universally  acknow- 
ledged characteristics.  He  said  it  was  a 
general  accusation  against  him  that  he 
made  use  of  one  tone  of  sentiment  and 
one  kind  of  expression  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  employed  different  language 
when  addressing  his  countrymen  in  other 
places,  and  that  he  believed  there  was 
some  justice  in  the  charge.  The  great 
master  of  agitation,  therefore,  if  his  pre- 
sent allegation  were  true,  should,  instead 
of  sneering  at  their  tactics,  accept  them  as 
proofs  that  they  had  become  worthy  of 
having  such  a  master  to  lead  them.  The 
hon.  Member  had  told  tliem  that  they 
could  not  possibly  succeed  in  having  their 
opinions  accepted  by  any  great  party  in 
this  country,  because  there  was  a  want  of 
earnestness  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
advocated  them.  If  the  accusation  were 
true,  there  was  a  precedent  for  the  course 
which  they  had  pursued.  If  it  were  the 
fact  that  they  had  not  boldly  advanced  in 
that  House  during  the  Session  opinions 
which  they  professed  in  othei*  places — 
which  he  unequivocally  denied — he  wanted 
to  know  whether  there  were  not  other  poli- 
ticians who,  after  declaring  that  they  were 
ready  to  propound  certain  measures  as  ah-* 
solutely  necessary  for  the  interests  of  the 
country,  the  moment  Parliament  met  were 
as  calm,  as  quiet,  and  as  docile  as  if  they 
were  prepared  to  sit  behind  the  Treasury 
bench  for  the  rest  of  their  career?  He 
wanted  to  know  what  those  Gentlemen  who 
called  banquets  in  the  north  of  England, 
and  wrote  letters  which  were  State  papers 
to  financial  societies  of  Liverpool,  had  done 
during  these  six  dreary  months  to  vin- 
dicate their  opinions  and  to  maintain  that 
policy,  the  prosecution  of  which  was  con- 
sidered necessary  for  the  salvation  of  the 
country  ?  Why,  less  troublesome  opponents 
to  a  Government,  less  ardent,  or  less 
earnest  advocates  of  a  political  theory,  he 
had  never  met  with.  It  was  with  the 
greatest  possible  hesitation  that  the  other 
night,  on  a  verv  tender  Motion  for  finan-' 
2C 
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fial  Inform,  Uio  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
bar  for  thct  VVe«t  Ridinp^  went  into  the 
PAUta  lohhy  as  hid  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  OxfnnUhire,  Kven  the  very  partial 
and  liiuitod  neheme  of  a  reduction  of  10 
|)i»r  oant  on  aalariea  frightened  the  great 
A|)o«(lt)  who  had  come  forward  to  regene- 
rate the  eoiintrvbyan  immediate  reduction 
of  it«  oxnoiiditure,  amounting  to  not  less 
than  10.000.000/,  The  praotical  agitator 
and  the  gnnxt  taetioian,  the  man  who,  hav- 
ing a  givat  knowltnlge  of  human  nature, 
never  agitated  but  with  that  consummate 
art  whieh  ensured  success,  who  never  frit- 
tered a>vay  his  resources,  and  who  camo 
furwan)  with  a  scheme  wlucb  was  immedi- 
ately to  touch  ibe  national  heart  and  ob- 
tain gHU^eral  sup)Kirt«  vanquish  a  Miniatry 
and  iH\nciUate  a  Par)iameut»  talked  of 
ahanu  and  dinigt^ !  Alas !  that  they 
ahould  haN'f'  arriv«)d  at  a  |>enod  when,  in 
the  Heu:»e  i\f  Cominon*,  still  held  to  be 
a  eia^cal  temple  c^  our  languagi^,  they 
ahi^uh)  have  \^  lisien  to  such  words 
as ''  »hams''  ainl  ^*  «l<>d|^^^^^  Buu  talking 
^  shams  and  dodgv^k  Im»  wanlt^i  u>  know 
what  ci^uU  he  (x^uikI  m  the  h»t\vrT  of  po. 
Ktkssl  agitation  m  thu  <\VMitrT  nK>n»  ostea- 
latHvus  in  the  iN>iiune«et»tteiit^  nKffv»  rkdent 
1)1  a^uT^iKw.  wKvre  laxM^  aad  u»pottMit  in 
lKi>  a^^hx^xvttM'ist — what  »k«^  laekmg  in 
ft4^r«<ev^t»<«M^  <«thtt«iia$JNi^  aai4  i«rro«r«  thaa 
iKiaaiM^Ul  !vK\n:a  i  1^\  y)x«  the  h<«u  G«fH 
0»<aa>fc  hN".  Sac^  )ft|NNa  iw^^imI  MVAeasy:  j 
aiML  i?«>[v^)!t^  4^1  ^^"^  iW  f>K^N^  Nc  tW  I 

i^X^Wb^^'^  «ik*.HII»4M4a«  s^  u   w«$   ^wn  Vt  I 

hits  Ti^^i  hwik  lW»l  tW    M«aiVr  fK-j 
$aaaiai^^  ami  iiu^  ^kf«»  *  Ws^irarJL  ! 

**  WViS?^  jjv'  y^?«fc  |K««acv«i  »  Ve^  a  >neai£ 

iK«w*^  f     I),  h  M»tW  ^las  y/tt  <4A  <vatie 
SKT'^-x.'^i  4^4  xW  TiriMesi  «ST  wm  SQKa  a 

«(r^*«k:fd:  ^-w  >f\w^e  ^*ai  v  TOiy  5.  A\\'X\k. 
a  >^Nt:  .a^  a  :5ja  ^fn/a  u^ecr  >p^ai.  '•^os  wa^ 
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themsolves  on  being  adroit  political  tacti- 
cians, and  successful  political  agitators. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  and  his  Friends  near  hira,  were 
insincere  in  their  professions  out  of  doors. 
Ho  denied  the  charge ;  but  even  if  it 
were  true,  were  they  the  only  culprits  ? 
Why,  ho  saw  before  him  a  Gentleman 
who,  in  giving  a  programme  of  the  party  of 
which  ho  was  a  most  efficient  Member,  pro* 
mised  to  reduce  the  Church  Establishment, 
and  offered  a  catalogue  of  political  and  ec- 
clesiastical changes  which  he  intimated  to 
his  audience  he  was  going  up  to  Westmin* 
ster  to  effect;  but  they  had  since  heard  no- 
thing of  them.  He  denied  that  the  pro- 
tectionist party  had  on  any  occaaon,  mnd 
particularly  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  had  referred,  done  anything  ineon- 
sistent  with  the  general  tenoor  of  thor 
opinions.  What  was  the  AmeAdmeot  to 
the  Address  f  They  were  called  upon  to 
declare  that  the  coontry  was  in  s  ingUr 
prosperous  state.  In  mild  and  moderate 
language  they  protested  aghast  any  mdi 
declaration:  sjid  hon.  GenttemcB  ofyoigte, 
if  saneere  and  earnest  in  their  i 
ti<»s  t<>  the  people,  oiusht  to  hare  i 
ed  the  Amendmenu  WeO.  thea,  tiie 
Gentleman  said  thai  oat  of  doers  &ey  lai 
told  the  ianaers  that  aoduag  hot  a  recmr- 
mK«  to  the  system  of  fcoKcimi  eoa^  iv^ 
dl^e«B  fhesr  fwtaaesw  and  yK«  ia  theaae^ 
of  that  de<£aratxn.  had  levi^i  fuFwmtii  m 
MeCMa  fnr  aa  i^^t^nr  ixio  t^ 
apna  real  jewerrr.  Wlax  " 
was  ^bece  WiwVien  \ht  Aecna  «aa  i£i 
aad  t^  MccMtt  a  tku  dfine  !  A 
so&efa^  ^bae  ^aeai  ntv  cusjoibc  smm 
Mto^hi  was  TcwKedL  aaii  sr  ^  a 
fiK&ii  ^diserr*  uie  $^3^  «f  laniTif  inn 
W  saw  31 J  <iu&«  TJ  Tt^TK  air  <*iar9ii  w 
M  ^i  7fi2naH«L  «niaajne^  as  x  was 

w*/(X}i£  iir  KtuissKiiK  Tfrsrmwwy 

^!t>a^  i3i»  lua.  *j'iiit£igmniT  saot 

^ipsil  mwnaJaoanrT-.  "aify  "Em  iptokihi 

Tar^    jrwiric  ?irwir-£  s  JLjcua  T»aa 

"wjin>»  ■»  :i»f  icui;   if  "titf  nicuit.     "5!! 

Hii  5u:  ami  ?mfiun£rTi:r  Je^rt^ 

sac — .--minn  J^rn:^  :£iixc  Ir-suuni 

nunjiuiwl  -vidiuvc 

■i«neTi    jfrnm;    td  tad.  amuiEC 

u:^  ^j  mp«:^wa  iie  Itlmssy — -r 

'iiac  in  :f*ncil  Tmnrmr  'wnrt  i*niadr 

'•:  '•fcO    iiHi  :e»I  "iw    f»iVf:TTTm\:nC 

u^cuxu^  iriadraw  :tasc  iuuwAO — ? 
i«£3&£  itiar  aaittas' 


773 


Ways  and 


{July  20} 


Means. 


774 


approved  of  the  administration  of  Foreign 
Affairs;   and  considering  that  it  was  uni- 
versally admitted  that  there  was  a  great 
and  increasing  amount  of  agricultural  dis- 
tress— he  wanted  to  know  what  proposi- 
tion was  ever  made,  at  any  period  in  the 
history  of  this  country,  which  was  more 
defensihlo  than  that  in  question,  calling 
upon  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
this  nation.     And  though  the  attempt  was 
made  to  ride  off  on  the  limited  and  partial 
issue  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Memher 
for  Sheffield  had  the  courage  and  the  pre- 
science to  avoid,  let  it  be  remembered  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  thereby  voted  con- 
fidence in  the  Government,  whom  on  the 
previous  night  they  were  all  ready  to  put 
in  a  minority.     Consistent  politicians! — 
adroit    tacticians !    successful    agitators ! 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding — 
a  great  doctor  in  the  political  art,  a  Gama- 
liel at  whose  feet  they  were  all  to  sit — 
speaking  of  him  (Mr.  Disraeli)  as  in  a  posi- 
tion which  he  really  had  never  had  the  am- 
bition to  occupy,  and  pretended  not  to  oc- 
cupy— speaking  of  himself  and  his  friends, 
he  said,    **  You'll  never  get  on  with  all 
this  want  of  earnestness  and  sincerity;  Til 
give  you  some  good  advice :  you  must  have 
a  principle.     You  have  a  great  principle, 
but  you  shrink  from  avowing  it — that  prin- 
ciple is  protection."     Yet  within  ten  mi- 
nutes afterwards  the  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
**  You'll  never  succeed  ;  you'll  never  catch 
the  floating  intellect  of  the  country  until 
you  get  rid  of  the  nonsense,  the  rubbish  of 
protection."      Such  was  the  inconsistent 
language  of  the  adroit  politician  who  offer- 
ed to  give  them  (the  protectionists)  lessons. 
Why  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  would  be  ashamed 
to  meet  a  mob  at  the  hustings  with  such 
rhetoric,  to  say  nothing  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  still  a  classical  assembly,  though 
addressed  in  such  language  as  **  shams" 
and  **  dodges."     He  would  now  consider 
the  question  more  immediately  before  the 
House.     Throughout  the  discussion  he  had 
observed  that  the  line  taken  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  was  that  of  an  attempt 
made  in   a  crude  and  clumsy   manner,  to 
convert  the  subject  into  what  was  termed 
a  corn-law  debate.     How  was  this  ques- 
tion introduced?     His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for   Stamford  examined  the 
quarter's  revenue  on  the  eve  of  the  proro- 
gation of  Parliament,  and  after  a  severe 
analysis  his  impression  was  that  the  reve- 
nue of  this  country  was  in  a  highly  unsa- 
tisfactory state,  and  that  it  was  necessary 
to  replenish  the  coffers  of  Her  Majesty. 


I  Purely  on  fiscal  principles  he  suggested 
that  a  tax  should  be  levied  on  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  com.  He  admitted  that  if 
it  could  be  shown  that  the  consumer  would 
be  taxed  by  its  adoption,  the  whole  propo- 
sition fell  to  the  ground.  He  had  never 
heard  an  argument  put  more  temperately, 
more  calmly,  with  more  severity  of  logic, 
with  more  concinnity  of  expression.  It  was  a 
masterly  argument — the  exposition  ample, 
but  not  too  long.  Well,  how  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  met?  The  first  person  who 
replied  to  him  was  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  considering  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  good  deal  to  go 
through,  and  recollec(!!ng  also  the  length 
at  which  he  had  recently  addressed  the 
House,  he  did  not  wish  to  criticise  his  re- 
ply. He  was  willing  to  pass  it  by,  for  he 
confessed  he  did  not  see  a  single  point  that 
called  for  the  slightest  remark.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shuffled  off  the  question. 
He  made  a  few  vague  and  desultoiy  obser- 
vations, and  then  appeared  as  if  conscious 
that  he  had  done  his  work  for  the  Session, 
He  admitted  that  no  man  did  his  work  more 
readily  or  more  cleanly;  but  it  was  not  to 
be  expected  that  at  the  end  of  July  he 
should  answer  satisfactorily  the  full,  ela- 
borate, and,  he  believed,  still  unmet  argu- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  Well, 
then,  what  followed  ?  There  was  a 
scuffle  between  two  Gentlemen  of  rival 
experience  in  the  corn  laws.  It  was  pro- 
verbial that  doctors  seldom  agreed,  and 
they  might  safely  leave  the  qaettion  raised 
to  be  decided  in  Mark-lane  or  't'he  Liver- 
pool com  market.  To  come  now,  or  rather 
to  recur,  to  his  ancient  antagonist,  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding.  He  would  ask 
whether  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  grappled 
with  the  facts.  He  (Mr.  Disraeli)  thought 
not.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated, 
not  as  matter  of  theory,  but  as  matter  of 
fact,  that  in  the  commencement  of  Feb- 
ruary this  year  the  duty  was  taken  off  the 
importation  of  foreign  corn,  and  that  the 
price  was  not  affected  by  that  circumstance. 
On  that  point,  indeed,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  pleaded  the  stereotyped 
explanation,  "exceptional  circumstances." 
Exceptional  oiroom stances  !  Why,  had  not 
the  experiment  been  tried  on  a  large  scale, 
and  had  it  not  been  spread  over  a  long 
period  ?  Had  not  millions  and  millions 
of  quarters  of  corn  been  sent  here  from 
every  country,  and  from  every  clime, 
during  a  period  of  a  year  and  a  half? 
Was  not  the  result  as  certain  as  science  ? 
And  what  had  occurred  ?  He  would 
2C2 
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not  say  that  that  which  they  had  pre- 
dicted had  come  to  pass — for  he  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  was 
on  this  occasion  best  not  to  recur  to 
former  controversies  —  but  it  had  been 
practically  demonstrated,  that  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  this  country  to  make  the  taxes 
be  paid  by  the  foreigner,  and  not  by  Eng- 
lishmen. When  he  was  asked  whether 
they  (the  protectionists)  would  go  to  the 
country  and  ask  the  people  to  pay  4c?.  a 
week  more  for  their  bread,  he  would  reply 
with  the  statement  he  had  just  made,  and 
abide  the  decision  of  his  countrymen  with 
perfect  contentment!!  That  was  his  reply 
to  the  agitator  who  wanted  to  give  them 
lessons.  lie  would  tell  him  that  he  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  his  stale  tactics. 
He  might  go  back  to  his  banquets  where 
the  meats  were  cold  ;  he  might  go  back  to 
programmes  which  were  never  followed  up 
in  that  House.  [Mr.  Cobden  :  I  divided 
the  House.]  Instead  of  following  the  hon. 
Member's  example,  he  would  fight  him 
with  his  own  weapons,  and  with  those 
weapons  he  would  beat  him.  The  •hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  attempted  to  grapple 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend's  facts.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  first  adduced  certain 
phenomena,  and  then  a  theory  in  explana- 
tion, showing  that  there  was  a  margin 
within  which  they  might  tax  the  foreigner, 
without  interfering  with  supply.  Placing 
a  scientific  argument  before  the  House,  he 
was  met  with — to  use  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding's  phrase — rubbish.  He  sug- 
gested a  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  people 
of  England;  for  anything  which  filled  the 
Exchequer  without  imposing  new  contri- 
butions on  the  subject,  was  eminently  a 
measure  of  relief  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  Who  would  say  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  with  an  exhausted  exche- 
quer, with  the  sanction  of  practical  men, 
and  considering  also  his  own  public  posi- 
tion, his  right  hon.  Friend  was  not  justi- 
fied in  making  the  suggestion  that  he  had 
done?  Who  would  attempt  to  justify  the 
tone  in  which  the  proposition  had  been 
received ;  the  arguments,  as  only  by  cour- 
tesy they  could  be  called,  with  which  it 
had  been  met  by  the  adroitest  agitators, 
connected  as  it  was  not  only  with  fiscal 
considerations,  but  also  with  national  feel- 
ings of  the  most  interesting  character  ? 
Nothing  could  be  more  gratifying  to  the 
people  of  this  country  than  to  be  able  to 
replenish  their  exchequer  at  the  cost  of 
the   foreigner.     The   proposition   was,    to 


reduce  the  sui-plus  profits  of  the  foreigner, 
and  that  was  the  light  in  which  the  people 
of  England  would  view  it.  The  question 
was,  whether,  under  any  circumstances, 
corn  should  be  an  exception  to  the  category 
of  imports,  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances stated,  the  arrangement  proposed 
would  not  be  a  remunerative  one  ?  Do 
what  they  might,  so  long  as  there  were 
hostile  tariffs  the  adjustment  of  taxation 
must  be  an  affair  for  statesmen  to  manage. 
They  could  not,  by  abstract  resolutions, 
divest  themselves  of  their  responsibilities, 
or  shift  their  burdens.  His  own  opinion 
was,  that  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  that  night  was  a  politic  suggestion, 
and  would  soon  be  a  popular  one.  Its 
adoption  might  be  mortifying  to  the  vanity 
of  individuals  in  that  House  ;  it  might 
hurt  and  offend  the  self-love  even  of  poli- 
tical parties.  Ho  deeply  regretted  that 
circumstances  should  have  precipitated 
such  a  proposition  ;  but  considering  that 
there  was  not  even  an  imaginary  balance 
in  the  exchequer,  they  (the  Protectionist 
Members)  were  bound  to  leave  on  record 
— and  the  best  record  in  the  world  was  a 
free  discussion  in  that  House — their  opi- 
nions on  the  present  state  of  the  exche- 
quer, and  the  best  means  of  replenishing 
it.  They  had  done  that  with  sincerity. 
They  would  pursue  their  own  course.  Not- 
withstanding the  taunts  so  often  repeated 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  they  would 
maintain  their  own  opinions.  They  were 
not  prepared  to  take  lessons  either  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or  from  that 
floating  talent  above  the  gangway  to  which 
they  were  advised  to  recur;  but  they  would, 
under  all  circumstances,  maintain  the  opi- 
nions which  they  had  maintained,  trusting 
to  the  confidence  and  support  of  the  peo^ 
pie  of  England. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  that 
he  did  not  rise  to  question  the  policy  or 
the  popularity  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford.  He  believed  the  House  would 
acknowledge,  whatever  their  abstract 
principles  might  bo  upon  the  subject,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  ably 
argued  the  question.  Although  no  ques- 
tion had  been  submitted  to  the  House,  it 
had  been  neither  a  useless  nor  an  unin* 
teresting  discussion.  But  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  charged  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  having 
evaded  the  question,  he  begged  to  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  no 
question  before  the  House.     But  he  (Mr, 
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Osborne)  considered  the  debate  now  to 
have  come  to  an  end  ;  and  as  he  should 
not  have  another  opportunity  of  drawing 
attention  to  a  subject  which  he  deemed 
of  equal  importance  to  this  *'  will-o'-th'- 
wisp  *'  corn  duty  held  out  to-night,  he 
begged,  in  accordance  with  the  question 
he  put  the  other  day  to  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Treasury,  respecting 
the  fact  of  Russian  troops  having  entered 
Transylvania.  He  intended  to  conclude 
with  a  definite  Motion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  COBDEN  rose  to  order.  He  put 
it  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
whether  the  present  was  a  suitable  time 
for  entering  upon  so  important  a  question. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  he 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  would 
take  whatever  course  they  might  think 
best.  He  would,  therefore,  postpone  his 
observations  for  the  present. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  during  the 
discussion  that  evening,  several  reasons 
had  been  assigned  as  those  which  had 
probably  induced  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stamford  to  bring 
the  subject  before  the  House;  and,  as  he 
believed  that  all  those  reasons  had  been 
repudiated,  either  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  or  by  his  friends,  he  had 
been  endeavouring  to  discover  what  could 
have  made  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
without  wishing,  as  he  said,  to  bring 
back  protection,  or  to  lay  any  burden  on 
the  people  of  this  country — so  anxious  to 
invite  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
increase  the  taxation  which  the  people 
were  now  called  upon  to  pay.  He  had 
recollected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  some  twenty  years  ago.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  himself — and  that  there 
had  of  late  been  a  report  that  he  might 
possibly  become  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer again — that  old  habits,  and,  per- 
haps, hopes  recently  revived,  might  have 
led  him  to  try  his  hand  at  a  matter  of 
finance  and  taxation,  although  he  had  not 
been  regularly  called  in  and  asked  to  pre- 
scribe. Now  he  (Mr.  Bright)  was  not 
disposed  to  shirk  the  consideration  of  the 
question  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  placed  before  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  said  that  they 
had  not  met  the  question,  whether  this 
small  fixed  duty  would  be  a  burden  on 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  whether 
foreigners  could  be  induced  to  pay  it.  He 
should  put  the  question  in  a  very  simple 
form,  but  he  thought  a  very  conclusive 
one«    Let  it  be   observed   that  we  drew 


our  supplies  of  com  from  all  parts  of  the 
world  under  free  trade.  We  brought 
supplies  from  the  nearest  European  ports 
— we  brought  some  from  Spain,  some  from 
various  parts  of  the  Mediterranean,  a  large 
quantity  from  the  Black  Sea,  a  large 
quantity  from  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, some  even  occasionally  from  India, 
and  he  believed  some  had  come  from  our 
Australian  colonies.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  a  duty  even  /is 
small  as  that  which  he  was  reported  to 
recommend,  would  not,  to  some  extent, 
circumscribe  the  surface  from  which  our 
supplies  would  be  drawn,  at  any  given 
rate  of  price  in  this  country,  and  whether 
at  a  certain  price  we  might  not  bring 
corn  from  China  and  India,  and  at  a  cer- 
tain other  price  from  the  Black  Sea,  and 
at  another  price  from  the  United  States, 
and  at  a  cei-tain  other  price  from  the  Bal- 
tic and  near  ports.  The  tax  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  impose,  would 
necessarily  reduce  the  limit  and  make 
the  circle  less.  It  would,  therefore,  di- 
minish the  sources  from  which  we  should 
be  supplied,  and  of  necessity  it  would  di- 
mintsh  the  supply;  and  if  competition  had 
anything  to  do  in  regulating  price,  or  if 
supply  had  anything  to  do  with  regard  to 
price,  it  must  of  necessity  follow,  that  the 
price  of  grain  to  some  extent  would  be 
raised  in  t^s  country;  and  he  knew  no 
reason  whatever,  and  no  proof  was  offered, 
that  it  would  not  be  raised  equal  to  the 
amount  of  duty  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  levy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wakefield  referred  to  1847,  and 
said  that  if  we  had  a  duty  then,  the  price 
of  corn  would  have  been  no  higher  in  this 
country.  That  might  have  been  true  if 
we  had  been  the  only  nation  buying  com ; 
but  as  all  other  nations  were  buying  it  at 
the  same  time,  as  a  matter  of  course,  if 
they  had  no  duty,  and  we  had  a  duty,  the 
price  of  corn  must  have  been  higher  to 
us  than  to  those  nations.  France  sus- 
pended her  duties  at  the  same  time  that 
we  did;  but  if  she  suspended  the  corn 
duties,  and  we  levied  a  duty,  we  must 
have  purchased  to  a  disadvantage  com- 
pared with  France,  to  the  whole  amount 
of  duty  which  we  levied,  and  which 
she  did  not  levy.  He  now  came  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
As  to  the  question  of  economy,  he  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
whether  this  was  not  the  fact,  that  during 
this  Session  every  Motion  for  economy, 
with  the  exception  of  one  or  two  within 
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the  last  fortnight,  had  been  opposed  by 
those  hon.  ^[embers  who  formed  his  sup- 
port in  this  House ;  and  when  they  went 
to  the  country,  he  hoped  they  would  learn 
from  the  farmers,  that  their  conduct  in 
this  Session  on  that  point  had  been  watch- 
ed, and  that  the  farmers  were  aware  that 
if  as  many  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  been  in  favour  of  economy  as 
on  this  side,  the  Government  could  not 
have  resisted  the  propositions  which  had 
been  made  in  favour  of  a  great  reduction 
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permanence  of  property  as  to  the  honest 
and  fair  remuneration  of  industry;  and  let 
it  be  borne  in  mind  that,  before  long,  the 
power  now  ruling  this  country  would  he 
changed.  Instead  of  the  power  heing  al- 
together,  or  almost  all,  in  the  hands  of  the 
proprietary  class,  it  would  be  transferred, 
to  a  large  extent,  to  a  far  more  numeroiu 
class  in  the  country ;  and  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  as  democratioal 
principles  extended,  they  should  he  accom- 
panied by  sound  economical  principlea,  for 


of  the  expenditure.  He  thought  that  hon.  j  it  was  only  false  economy,  on  the  part  of 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  learn  not  to  j  democratic  governments,  that  could  in  any 
place  much  trust  in  protectionist  leaders.  '  degree  be  dangerous  to  any  valuahle  insti- 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  tutions  in  a  country.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
Tarn  worth  was  a  great  protectionist  leader  {  had  a  notion  that  plenty  was  no  great 
at  one  time  ;  he  was  not  so  now.  Lord  |  advantage  ;  that  cheapness  and  ahondance 
Stanley  was  a  great  protectionist  leader  |  were  a  bad  state  of  things.  They  aeemed 
now:  but  it  was  not  long  since  he  was  in  ■  to  forget  that  half  the  rerolutiona  that 
favour  of  a  Bill  called  the  Grinding  in  |  had  taken  place  in  all  countries — that 
Bond  Bill,  which  was  opposed  by  hon.  t  nearly  all  the  insurrections  which  hsd 
Gentlenicn  opposite  as  a  free-trade  mea- '  arisen — sprang  from  the  sufferings  of  the 
sure.  He  also  supported,  if  he  (Mr.  ;  people,  which  had  been  caused  by  the 
Bright^  was  not  mistaken,  the  Bill  for  scarcity  of  food.  The  hon.  Menaber  for 
allowing  corn  to  come  from  Canada,  which    Buckinghamshire,  who  often    referred   to 

history  in  this  House,  would  recollect  that 
a  Roman  Emperor  on  one  occasion  wst 
hustled  on  the  forum,  because  there  were 
but  fifteen  days'  com  in  Rome  ;  and  the 
first  French  revolution,  and  the  last  reroln- 
tion  too.  were  to  be  attributed  to  a  very 


w.is  called  a  destructive  measure  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Lord  Stanley  had 
changed  his  opinion  ;  he  was  a  free-trader 
once  ;  he  was  a  protectionist  now ;  he 
might  be  a  free-trader  next  Session.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  on  one 
occasion,  declared  that  free  trade  was  the 
great  policy  of  the  old  Tory  party ;  at 
least  he  i Mr.  Bright*  bad  a  recollection  of 
some  such  expression  as  that  coming  from 
his  lips.  The  hon.  Gentleman  now,  al- 
though he  sat  at  the  head  of  the  protce- 
tio:iisi  pariy  in  this  House,  repudiated  pro- 
ttvti.^n  almost  in  express  terms  :  and  he 
had  a  very  sanguine  hope  that,  after  this 
Sos<*on.  iVe  hon.  Gentleman  would  never 
r. g:\in  s:r.r.d  up  at  that  table  and  advcK^ate 
a  pr::u-:p:o  vraioh  he  must  see  t.^  K>  hope- 
less, if  ho  did  not  already  bcyiove  it  to  be 
unsound.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  :hc  West  Riding  had  Inva  taken  to 
task  biva;:se  he  gave  hon.  Gcniieii^ea  op- 
posi:e  s:Tr.e  advice.  He  thoi:gh:  it  very 
i::ipv^r:ar.:  :hat  .'i^l  Mer.ibcrs  in  the  Hoi:*e 
sh.^r.M.  whor.  they  s;vke.  at  any  rate  speak 
or.'y  in  !"Av.;v.r  of  so;:r*.j  principle  and  sound 
Civ:rine.  Kwvuse  a  large  portion  of  the 
pe.y'.o  ;:"  this  Cv^'.:n:ry  were  much  influ- 
t  notsi  by  w -.a:  they  rojid  of  what  was  said 
in  ir.is  II: use.  He  was  anxious  that  hon. 
Gcn:'en"iin  on  Kih  si.:e*  should  preach 
in  this  House  ar.ii  :o  the  c."»untry  the  true 
dcv^trines  «.:  ^y.ir.eal  e^:nv^n:v.  because  he 


large  extent  to  the  sufferings  of  the  people. 
caused  by  a  period  of  scarcitj  of  food. 
He  did  not  regret  that  this  question  hsd 
been  brought  on  to-night  ;  he  hoped  thst* 
as  they  were  approaching  the  end  of  the 
Session,  they  were  approaching  the  end  of 
discussion  on  this  question  of  free  trade. 
For  himself,  he  was  confirmed  in  hit  hdieC 
in  the  tnnh  of  the  principles  of  free  trade. 
It  would  be  a  consolation  to  him  so  long 
as  he  lived,  tbat  he  had  been,  in  the 
smallest  degree,  instrumental  in  i^i^M^g 
the  adoption  of  those  principles  hy  the 
people  and  the  Government  of  this  eonntiTf 
and  now.  whatever  poverty  existed  in  the 
country,  he  never  j^s«ed  a  man,  woman, 
or  child,  h,>irever  poor,  however  wan,  how- 
ever sutfering.  but  he  felt  a  coaaolation 
that  his  vo'c?  had  been  raised  against  a 
system  whi.^h  had  made  them  more  poor. 
mere  wan.  and  more  suffering  ;  and  he 
believed  that.  a5  the  seasons  p%#ted  over 
us.  we  should  £nd  there  would  be,  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  in  evetr  porCion 
of  the  country,  not  only  a  genoal  aMm- 
escence  in  the  principle*  of  free  tnde,  iMt 
a  cliujrir.g  to  them  so  firmly  that  no 


beJitved  ihcin   to  be  as  e^^ential  to  the   cal  party  would  ever  be  able  Is 
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the  policy  which  this  House  had  so  wisely 
adopted  in  1846. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing his  regret  that  this  Motion  had 
not  been  brought  forward  in  some  other 
shape,  when  the  sense  of  the  House  might 
have  been  taken  distinctly  upon  it ;  but  he 
hailed  this  proposition,  pro  tanto,  as  an 
auxiliary  measure  in  favour  of  protection. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment should  remember  that  the  agri- 
culturists never  accepted  anything  as  a 
measure  of  conciliation,  but  they  claimed 
what  was  founded  on  equity  and  right. 
He  recalled  to  the  recollection  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  a  former 
period  of  our  history,  when  it  pleased  God 
to  afflict  this  country  with  famine — he 
alluded  to  1800.  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  West  Riding  forget 
that  half  a  century  had  passed  away  since 
there  had  been  any  famine;  and  to  what 
had  the  people  been  indebted  ?  Mainly  to 
the  cultivation  of  their  own  soil. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  said,  he  rose  only  to 
point  out  to  the  attention  of  the  House, 
as  they  possibly  did  not  observe  the  im- 
portant admission  which  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken,  because  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
admission  that  would  put  an  end  to  all 
projects  or  Motions  of  this  kind  ever  after. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the  oldest, 
most  sincere,  and  most  intelligent  of  that 
body,  who  had  agitated  on  the  subject  of 
protection  for  fifty  years  ;  and  if  any  one 
knew  what  protection  was,  and  what  would 
raise  the  price  of  corn,  it  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
thought  he  would  not  have  the  shabbiness 
to  look  upon  this  Motion  as  more  or  less 
than  a  protection  measure,  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  food, 
and  would  be  in  some  way  or  other  a  sub- 
stitute for  protection.  He  would  only  add 
one  word  as  to  what  had  occurred  in  an- 
other place  with  regard  to  a  fixed  duty. 
A  noble  Lord  who  was  very  much  respect- 
ed for  his  extremely  high  character  (Lord 
Winchilsea)  said,  in  addressing  the  House, 
if  ever  such  a  project  as  a  fixed  duty  were 
proposed  to  this  country,  he  trusted  in  God 
that  the  people  of  this  country,  as  one 
man,  would  rise  and  resist  it. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  said,  that  a  propo- 
sition was  now  made  most  easily  to  re- 
plenish the  Exchequer,  and  that  proposition 
emanated  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stamford.  It  would  be  thank- 
fully accepted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 


chequer; but  he  was  forbidden  to  do  so  by  hit 
friends  behind  him.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  had  said,  that  he  congratulated 
himself  that  every  poor  man  he  met  would 
have  been  worse  off  than  he  was  if  it  had 
not  been  for  his  measures.  It  was  clear 
that  hon.  Member  walked  about  Man- 
chester, but  did  not  walk  in  his  (Sir 
W.  Jolliffe's)  part  of  the  country;  for  hd 
could  assure  him  that  the  condition  of 
the  people  was  infinitely  worse  than  it 
had  previously  been,  and  that  there,  at 
any  rate,  his  congratulations  would  bd 
anything  but  satisfactory.  From  what 
quarter  should  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer receive  advice  in  this  House  ?  for 
he  looked  on  the  matter  as  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  advice  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  always  assuring  the  protectionists  that 
he  was  one  of  the  country  gentlemen,  and 
that  he  sympathised  with  them;  he  took  a 
very  sanguine  view  of  things;  his  labourers 
earned  lis,  a  week,  and  nothing  could  bd 
more  prosperous  than  his  part  of  the  coun- 
try, except  the  state  of  the  Exchequer.  Hd 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
took  his  advice  from  the  wrong  quarter, 
and  he  should  very  much  like  to  give  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  very  short 
piece  of  advice.  He  could  not  venture  to 
give  that  advice  if  it  were  his  own;  but  he 
should  go  to  higher  authority,  and  recom- 
mend him  to  take  the  advice  of  the 
class  to  which  he  himself  belonged,  and 
not  altogether  that  of  the  manufacturing 
classes  of  the  country.  He  had  heard  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  say  that  Adam  Smith  was  more 
quoted  than  he  was  read;  he  had  had 
some  occasion  to  look  into  his  works,  and 
the  perusal  had  only  induced  him  to  study 
them  the  more.     Adam  Smith  said-— 

"  The  merchants  and  master  mau&cturers  are 
the  two  classes  of  people  who  commonly  employ 
tbe  largest  capital,  and  who,  hy  their  wealth, 
draw  to  themselves  the  greatest  share  of  the  pub- 
lic consideration.  During  their  whole  lives  thej 
are  engaged  in  plans  and  projects;  they  have 
frequently  more  acuteness  of  mtellcot  than  the 
greater  part  of  country  gentlemen.  As  their 
thoughts,  however,  are  commonly  exercised,  ra> 
ther  about  the  interest  of  their  own  particular 
branch  of  business  than  about  that  of  society,  their 
advice,  even  when  given  with  the  greatest  candour, 
which  has  not  been  the  case  on  every  occasion,  is 
much  more  to  be  depended  upon  with  regard  to 
the  former  of  these  objects  than  with  regard  to 
the  latter.  Their  superiority  over  the  country 
gentleman  is  not  so  much  in  their  knowledge  of 
the  public  interest,  as  in  having  a  better  know- 
ledge of  their  own  interest  than  he  has  of  hit.  It 
is  by  this  superior  knowledge  of  their  own,  that 
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tbey  bare  frequently  imposed  on  his  generosity, 
and  persuaded  him  to  give  up  both  his  own  in- 
terest and  that  of  the  public,  from  a  very  simple 
and  honest  conviction  that  their  interest,  and  not 
hit,  was  the  interest  of  the  public." 

He  was  astoniBbed  last  night  to  hear  the 
opinion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  national  dcht:  that  noble  Lord 
laid  it  down  very  broadly  that  nothing  was 
to  be  done  with  the  debt,  and  that  nothing 
could  bo  done  but  in  pei-petuity  pay  the 
interest.  He  thought  that  such  a  propo- 
sition, coming  from  such  a  high  quarter, 
was  likely  to  produce  a  most  serious  effect 
upon  our  monetary  system.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  had  said,  look  at 
the  peace  and  tranquillity  you  enjoy.  If 
it  had  not  been  for  this  cheapness  of  food, 
how  different  it  might  have  been.  When  he 
traced  the  recent  distresses  of  foreign  na- 
tions to  the  deamcss  of  provisions,  he  (Sir 
W.  Jolliffe)  must  entirely  differ  from  him. 
He  traced  every  one  of  these  disasters  to 
monetary  and  financial  difficulties.  In 
every  case  the  revolutions  had  been  pre- 
ceded by  defalcations  in  the  Exchequer 
and  by  continually  adding  to  the  national 
debt.  Was  not  the  same  thing  going  on 
in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  they  might  have  been  doing 
something  for  the  benefit  of  the  country  by 
passing  some  of  the  many  Bills  now  lying 
on  the  table,  but  they  had  passed  the  time 
in  a  discussion  rather  more  suited  to  a  de- 
bating club.  There  was  no  proposition 
before  the  House  which  the  Government 
could  deal  with;  there  was  no  proposition 
before  the  House  upon  which  any  private 
Member  could  give  an  opinion;  but  they 
had  been  called  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford,  who 
had  grown  grey  in  the  service  of  the  pub- 
lic, on  the  20th  July — at  the  time  there  was 
the  greatest  pressure  ^  business — to  dis- 
course upon  what,  he  was  pleased  to  say, 
was  a  simple  proposition  respecting  the 
finances,  and  the  taxation  which  should  be 
imposed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  bring  forward  a  proposition,  but 
he  found  his  courage  not  equal  to  the  task, 
and  he  shrank  from  his  proposition  by 
merely  making  a  suggestion.  Was  there 
anything  so  valuable  as  precious  time,  and 
was  anything  so  disrespectful  to  a  rational 
House  of  Commons  ?  What  was  the  propo- 
sition of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He 
was  an  old  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
he  had  come  forward  with  an  abstract  pro- 
poeition,  which  he  would  not  discuss^  be- 


cause he  had  respect  for  the  House.  If  he 
had  proposed  it  to  the  House,  they  would 
have  discussed  it.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  would  have  done 
well  to  have  shown  those  who  were  younger 
the  sort  of  blessing  which  experience  should 
have  taught  him  of  the  great  value  of  time. 
They  had  no  matter  before  them  which 
could  be  brought  to  a  rational  conclusion, 
and  in  order  to  raise  a  question  before  the 
House,  he  would  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  **  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ." 

Mr.  speaker,  in  putting  the  ques- 
tion, observed  that  the  House  would  re- 
member that  on  a  Motion  of  this  nature,  a 
Committee  had  recommended  that  the 
practice  of  the  House  should  be  adhered 
to,  and  that  every  Member  should  speak 
only  to  the  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BANKES  did  not  rise  to  second 
the  Motion  for  adjournment,  but  to  speak 
on  the  question  of  adjournment.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  hon  and  learned  Member, 
whether  ho  thought  it  would  promote  the 
despatch  of  public  business;  and  if  he  did 
not,  he  thought  he  might  without  difficulty 
induce  him  to  withdraw  the  Motion.  The 
only  reason  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  given  for  adjournment  was,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  grown  grey 
in  the  public  service— that  he  had  been  a 
successful  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
[Mr.  Roebuck  :  1  did  not  say  successful.] 
Well,  then,  that  he  had  been  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  that  ho  had  uselessly 
occupied  the  time  of  the  House  when  ho 
made  a  proposition  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  the  present  day,  which 
was,  that  finding  there  was  a  deficiency  in 
the  Exchequer  at  the  present  moment,  he 
suggested  a  method  of  supplying  it.  These 
were  the  arraignments  brought  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stamford. 
The  whole  gist  of  the  argument  was  in 
favour  of  his  Motion  for  adjournment. 
There  had  been  a  discussion  which  nobody 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field thought  misapplied.  It  was  a  sug- 
gestion which,  favourably  received,  was  a 
fit  question  for  discussion  before  the  con- 
clusion of  the  present  Session.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  was 
known  to  entertain  peculiar  opinions,  and 
to  advocate  them  in  a  manner  peculiar  to 
himself;  but  he  would  not  succeed  in  ex- 
pediting the  business  of  the  House  if  ha 
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pursued  this  course.  He  Loped  the  House 
would  now  hear  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Middlesex,  which 
might  as  well  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
The  interposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  had  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  facilitated  the  object  of  the  de- 
bate. 

On  the  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  roebuck  withdrew  his  Motion 
for  an  adjournment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Question  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  chair, 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  that 
as  probably  he  should  not  have  another  op- 
portunity, he  would  now  bring  forward  his 
Motion.  If  they  wished  that  he  should  do 
so  To-morrow,  he  would  do  so;  but  he  gave 
way  on  a  recent  occasion,  not  because  he 
thought  the  question  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed,  but  he  felt  that  the  question  he 
was  about  to  submit  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  was  so  important  in  its  nature  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  organise  those  Gentle- 
men who  generally  went  under  the  desig- 
nation of  the  Manchester  school,  in  hostility 
against  the  Motion  which  he  was  about  to 
bring  forward.  He  would  sooner  have  been 
silent  on  the  question  he  was  about  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House,  than  he  would  have  pre- 
cluded the  question  by  acting  in  opposition 
to  any  part  of  the  House.  They  had  had 
an  important  discussion  to-night;  he  did 
not  underrate  the  importance,  but  at  the 
same  time,  in  bringing  forward  the  Motion 
which  ho  was  about  to  submit  to  the  House, 
he  would  take  leave  to  tell  the  House  and 
the  country  at  large  that  it  was  one  fraught 
with  consequences  not  only  important  to 
this  country,  but  to  the  civilisation  of  Eu- 
rope at  large.  He  was  perfectly  willing,  if 
the  Government  would  prefer  it,  to  bring 
on  the  question  on  the  report  To-morrow, 
at  twelve;  but  when  so  many  representa- 
tions had  appeared  in  the  public  press  of 
this  country,  and  so  many  misconceptions 
in  the  public  mind,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  bear  with  him.  [T>b  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  :  Give  notice  for  To-mor- 
row.] In  compliance  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  would  give 
notice,  that,  on  bringing  up  the  report  To- 
morrow, he  should  move  for  any  papers 
connected  with  the  advance  of  the  Russian 
troops  into  the  kingdom  of  Hungary. 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Way&  and  Means  considered  in  Commit- 


tee.    House  resumed.     Resolutions  to  be 
reported  To-morrow. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturdaif,  Juhj2l,  1849. 

Minutes.]  New  Writ.— For  London,  v.  James  Pattisonji 

Esq.  deceased. 
Public  Bills. — 1<>  Consolidated  Fund ;    Treasury  Instru- 
ments, 
go  Defects  in  Leases  Suspension. 
Reported. — Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton). 
3°  Stamp,  &c.  Allowances ;  Judgments  (Ireland). 
Pjbtitions  Prbsbntkd.     By  Mr.  M'Gr^or,  Orom  Chelsea, 
for  constituting  Kensington  and  the  adjoining  Parishes  a 
Parliamentary  Borough  ;  and  from  Merchants,  Bankers, 
&C.  for  promoting  Steam  Communication  with  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies.— By  Mr.  Beresford,  from  Wicklow,  for 
Agricultural  Relief. — By  Mr.  Mulliugs,  from  Leeds,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment  BilL 

RUSSIAN  INVASION  OF  HUNGARY. 

Order  for  reading  the  Report  of  Ways 
and  Means  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Report  be  now  brought  up." 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  if  ho 
thought  there  was  but  little  interest  in  the 
country  or  in  Europe  at  large,  he  would 
not  for  a  minute  interfere  between  the 
House  and  bringing  up  the  report ;  but,  as 
he  knew  that  the  people  of  this  country 
took  a  strong  interest  in  the  question  which 
he  was  about  to  submit — as  he  thought  it 
was  not  simply  an  Hungarian,  but  an  Eu- 
ropean, and,  above  all,  an  English  ques- 
tion— he  begged  to  interpose  for  a  short 
time  between  the  bringing  up  the  report 
and  the  other  subjects  before  the  House. 
He  thought  he  was  justified  in  saying  that 
great  misapprehensions  had  been  most  ge- 
neral in  this  country  with  regard  to  the 
case  of  Hungary,  and  that  they  extended  as 
well  to  the  House;  but  in  this  respect  great 
misconceptions  existed  also  in  the  minds 
of  some  hon.  Gentlq|Den  to  the  real  bear- 
ing of  this  question.  It  was  generally 
supposed  and  said — indeed  a  laugh  was 
raised  in  the  House  when  he  presumed  to 
mention  the  free  and  independent  kingdom 
of  Hungary — it  was  generally  supposed 
that  Hungary  was  a  province  of  the  Aus- 
trian dominion.  He  repeated  that  the  con- 
stitution of  Hungary  was  free  and  inde- 
pendent— that  it  had  never  been  at  any 
time  a  province  of  the  Austrian  dominions; 
that  as  far  back  as  1,000,  when  Stephen  I. 
succeeded  to  the  throne  of  Hungary,  it 
was  an  independent  kingdom;  and  there 
were  circumstances  connected  with  that 
kingdom  for  which  we  shpuld  feel  9k  pecu^ 
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liar  interest ;  for  five  years  after  the  in- 
stitution of  our  own  Parliament,  Hungary 
had  a  diet  of  her  own — Hungary  had  muni- 
cipal institutions  of  her  own,  and,  although 
they  might  not  have  been  as  perfect  as  we 
could  wish,  still  they  bore  in  them  the 
germs  of  freedom  and  of  constitutional  li- 
berty ;  and  Hungary  had  been,  at  all 
times,  an  oasis  of  liberty  amidst  a  desert 
of  despotism.  It  was  in  1526  that  the 
Crowns  of  Austria  and  Hungary  were 
united  under  Ferdinand  I. ;  but  although 
the  Crowns  were  united,  the  kingdom  of 
Hungary  retained  her  separate  privileges, 
and  Ferdinand  I.  took  an  oath  to  maintain 
those  privileges.  He  passed  over  the  time 
when  Hungary  stood  in  the  van  against 
Turkish  invasion,  and  came  to  1741,  when 
Maria  Theresa  called  upon  the  Hungarians 
to  support  her  throne.  And  what  was  the 
first  course  taken  by  that  Queen  ?  The 
first  act  of  Maria  Theresa,  in  succeeding 
to  the  Hungarian  Crown,  was  to  revive  the 
decree  of  Andreas  II.  What  was  that  de- 
cree? That  was  an  important  question 
for  those  who  laughed  at  Hungary  being 
called  a  free  and  independent  kingdom. 
The  Magna  Charta  of  Hungary  was  passed 
eight  years  after  our  own  Magna  Charta. 
She  took  this  oath,  that — 

"  Should  I,  or  any  of  my  successors,  at  any 
time  infringe  the  privileges  of  the  Hungarian 
people,  it  is  permitted  to  you  or  your  descend- 
ants, by  virtue  of  this  promise,  to  defend  your- 
selves without  being  treated  as  rebels." 

This  was  the  constitution  sworn  to  by 
Maria  Theresa  in  1741;  but  there  was 
another  compact.  In  1790,  Leopold  as- 
cended the  throne,  the  Hungarian  people 
being  distrustful  of  the  Austrian  empire, 
the  House  of  Hapsburg  having  shown 
those  symptoms  of  treachery  which  it  had 
since  consummated  in  1848.  In  1790, 
the  Hungarian  Diet  passed  what  was  called 
the  enlarged  compact^  and  by  Article  10  of 
the  constitution,  Leopold  took  the  oath. 
He  declared  that — 

"  Hungary  was  a  country  free  and  independent, 
in  her  entire  system  of  legislation  and  govern- 
ment ;  that  she  was  not  subject  to  any  other 
people  or  any  other  State,  but  that  she  should 
have  her  own  separate  existence,  and  her  own 
constitution,  and  should  be  governed  by  Kings 
crowned  according  to  her  national  laws  and 
customs." 

That  oath  was  taken  on  the  11th  of  April, 
1848,  by  the  Emperor  Ferdinand  II.;  he 
guaranteed  the  existence  of  a  separate 
diet ;  he  guaranteed  liberty  of  the  press  ; 
he  de  those  promises  in  1848;  he  broke 
&i  in  1849.     Should  he  be 


told,  with  these  proofs,  that  the  Hungarian 
kingdom  was  not  as  free  and  independent 
a  kingdom  as  Hanover,  or  any  other  king- 
dom attached  to  a  larger  State?  The 
perfidy  of  this  Austrian  Court  had  never 
been  fully  and  fairly  put  before  the  people 
of  England.  There  were  some  remarkable 
circumstances  and  aualogies.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  refer  to  past  history, 
they  would  see  that  the  mental  reserva- 
tions of  this  Austrian  Court  would  strongly 
remind  them  of  the  mental  resenrationa 
of  Charles  I.,  who  was  always  making 
promises  to  his  people — promises  pledgcKl 
in  the  hour  of  danger,  promises  broken 
when  he  was  secure.  There  was  a  fiir* 
ther  analogy.  We  all  knew  the  mis- 
chievous influence  which  the  Queen  Hen- 
rietta Mana  exercised  over  Charles  I.  ; 
the  same  influence  was  exercised  in  the 
Austrian  Court  by  the  Archduchess  Sophia. 
The  same  influence  was  exercised  over 
Ferdinand,  a  puppet  in  the  hands  of  Met- 
temich  and  Schwartzenburg,  and  the  re- 
sults were  an  attempt  to  destroy  the  free 
and  independent  kingdom  of  Hungarj. 
He  would  not  allude  further  to  the  in- 
trigues of  this  wretched  Camarilla — he 
thought  that  at  least  we  had  seen  the  last 
of  the  Holy  Alliance  ;  but  it  remained  for 
us  to  see  the  embers  of  the  Holy  Alliance 
smouldering  in  what  was  called  "  another 
place  ;** — he  did  not  mean  those  regions 
which  were  devoted  to  the  unfortunate  spi- 
rits, but  he  meant  another  place,  not  very 
remote,  where  the  principles  of  that  alli- 
ance still  survived,  and  occasionally  found 
a  mouthpiece  in  the  person  of  an  ex- 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  !  No  later 
than  last  night  was  heard  the  melancholy 
drone  of  the  Scotch  bagpipe,  turned  out  of 
the  purlieus  of  Downing-street,  raising  a 
lament  for  what  was  called  the  lost  glory 
of  '*our  ancient  ally.''  People  had  long 
been  hearing  of  this  ancient  ally;  but  they 
did  not  know  the  meaning  of  ancient  ally. 
If  by  our  **  ancient  ally*'  it  was  meant  that 
this  country  was  to  be  chained  to  the  cha- 
riot wheels  of  Metternich  or  Stadion,  he 
repudiated  the  idea.  If  he  understood  any- 
thing of  the  ai^cient  alliance  of  this  coun- 
try, it  was  not  an  agreement  with  a  Cama- 
rilla or  Ministry,  but  it  was  with  the  consti- 
tutional privileges  of  the  people;  and  he 
said,  that  they  were  more  bound  to  main- 
tain their  ancient  alliance  with  Hungary, 
which  formed  two-flfths  of  the  Austrian 
empire  in  size,  and  much  more  than  two- 
fifths  if  we  regarded  her  commercial  power 
and  great  military  adrantages,  than  to  keep 
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up  their  ancient  alliance  with  a  diyision  of 
the  Austrian  empire  —  Austria  being  a 
mere  abstract  name  for  a  conglomeration 
of  different  nations.  Away,  then,  with 
this  delusion  of  an  ancient  alliance  with 
Prince  Metternich.  It  had  been  said,  look 
how  you  have  been  treating  your  ancient 
ally !  as  if  the  claim  of  the  Emperor 
Francis  Joseph  to  the  kingdom  of  Hun- 
gary was  a  legal  claim.  He  maintained, 
in  the  face  of  all  Europe,  that  the  Em- 
peror Francis  Joseph  was  at  this  time  an 
usurper  in  the  kingdom  of  Hungary.  He 
maintained,  that  by  the  laws  of  Hungary 
he  was,  technically  speaking,  a  "foreigner** 
at  this  moment,  and  that  as  such  he  was 
not  able  to  take  the  throne.  He  was  nei- 
ther king  de  facto  or  de  jure,  till  he  was 
crowned,  and  had  taken  the  oaths  accord- 
ing to  the  compact.  What  was  the  third 
article  of  the  Hungarian  constitution  con- 
firmed by  Ferdinand  I.  in  1596,  sworn  to 
in  1790,  and  again  in  1848  ?— 

**  The  King  of  Hungary  cannot  be  discharged 
from  the  duties  of  sovereignty  without  consent  of 
the  nation,  the  Diet  having  the  appointment  of  a 
regency  in  case  of  incompetence  or  resignation  of 
the  King." 

What  course  had  been  pursued.?  This 
unfortunate  and  well-meaning  Emperor, 
our  "ancient  ally,'*  Ferdinand  II.,  had 
been  shuffled  off  the  throne,  and  Francis 
Joseph,  not  the  lineal  successor,  but  the 
nephew,  was  put  upon  the  throne.  Would 
any  one  say,  that  Francis  Joseph  was  at 
this  time  rightful  King  of  Hungary  ?  He 
said,  that  Francis  Joseph  might  be  Em- 
peror of  Austria.  He  was  not  King  of 
Hungary.  He  was  at  this  moment  an 
usurper — a  foreigner  to  the  institutions  of 
the  Hungarians,  who  were  engaged  in  a 
righteous  and  holy  cause.  There  was  an- 
other idea  very  prevalent  in  this  country, 
and  it  was  very  much  increased  by  some 
intriguers  going  about  London,  and  endea- 
vouring to  prejudice  the  mind  of  the  coun- 
try, that  this  movement  was  a  republican 
movement.  The  movement  was  Hunga- 
rian; it  was  in  no  way  connected  with  the 
movement  in  France,  or  in  other  parts  of 
Europe.  It  had  been  going  on  for  thirty 
years;  it  was  a  national  movement  to  re- 
sist the  encroachments  of  the  Austrian  Ca- 
binet. Let  not  hon.  Gentlemen  be  led 
away  by  thinking  that  republican  doctrines 
were  fashionable  or  well  received  in  Hun- 
gary. The  whole  constitution  of  Hungary 
was  essentially  aristocratical,  and  people 
there  were  as  much  attached  to  the  aristo- 
eraey  as  the  middle  classes  were  attached 


to  the  institutions  of  this  country.  He 
therefore  denied  that  this  movement  ia 
Hungary  was  in  any  sense  connected  with 
the  republican  movement  in  Europe,  or 
was  any  other  than  a  constitutional  love 
for  ancient  rights  and  privileges.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  not  aware  that  the  aristo* 
cratic  party  in  Hungary  was  an  aristocracy 
in  its  best  sense;  they  had  always  been 
the  leaders  of  the  people;  they  had  always 
been  distinguished  for  wishing  to  advance 
the  rights  of  the  people;  and  the  opposi- 
tion to  progress  and  reform  had  proceeded 
from  the  Austrian  Government,  who  had 
always  resisted  any  amendment  in  the 
lower  chamber  of  the  Diet.  In  1772  who 
was  it  that  abolished  serfdom  in  Hungary  ? 
The  Hungarian  aristocracy.  Who  was  it 
that  in  1832  instituted  the  first  gi'eat  re« 
forms  in  Hungary?  The  aristocracy  of 
Hungary,  the  leaders  of  the  people.  Who 
was  it  that  in  1836  instituted  liberty  0f 
the  press?  A  man  whose  name,  clarum  ei 
venerahile  nomen,  would  be  great  in  all 
times,  the  descendant  of  a  noble  family — 
that  of  Louis  Kossuth.  He  was  the  man 
who  carried  the  reforms  for  publishing  the 
debates  of  the  Hungarian  Chamber.  For 
this  crime  !  Kossuth  was  condemned  to 
imprisonment  for  four  years.  We  all 
knew  the  result  of  that  tyrannical  act;  we 
all  knew  that  he  was  borne  into  power  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  Hungarian  people. 
In  1848  he  abolished  all  feudal  privileges; 
he  turned  copyhold  lands  into  freehold; 
he  abolished  the  obnoxious  laws  by  whieh 
the  peasantry  had  to  give  twelve  days'  la- 
bour to  the  nobles;  he  abolished  the  dis- 
tinction of  classes;  and  what  was  his  re- 
ward ?  He  WAS  held  up  to  the  people  of 
Europe  as  a  wild  and  anarchical  republican, 
but  he  stood  in  the  proudest  position  of 
any  man  in  the  civilised  world;  he  stood  in 
the  position  of  Washington;  he  expressed 
the  undivided  opinion  of  a  great  and  liberal 
nation.  He  might  be  told  that  this  was  a 
war  of  races.  It  was  no  such  thing.  The 
inhabitants  of  Hungary  were  fourteen  mil- 
lions of  people,  and  the  Sclavonians  and 
other  races  made  common  cause  with  the 
Magyars.  Their  opponents  were  nothing 
but  a  savage  horde  of  banditti,  headed  by 
the  boasting  Jellachich :  and  these  were 
the  people  made  use  of  by  the  Court  of 
Vienna  to  put  down  the  constitutional  li- 
berty of  the  Hungarian  people.  He  la- 
mented that  when  he  asked  a  question 
the  other  day  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Firftt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  he  termed  the 
rising  of  the  Hungarian  nation  in  favoor 
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of  their  rights  and  privileges  an  insurrec- 
tion— 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  as  he  was 
then  present,  he  might  at  once  he  allowed 
to  state  that  when  he  used  the  word  insur- 
rection, he  thought  he  had  applied  the 
proper  term.  He  did  not,  however,  mean 
to  assert  hy  that  term  that  this  was  an  un- 
just and  unprovoked  insurrection.  He 
had  used  the  term  which  he  thought  at 
the  time  was  most  applicahle  to  the  case. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE :  The  nohle 
Lord  was  quite  correct;  he  used  the  term 
without  reflection,  which,  although  signify- 
ing illegality  in  this  country,  in  Hungary 
signified  what  was  legal  and  right;  for  when 
they  made  a  levy  en  nuisse  •  in  defence  of 
their  liherties,  the  Hungarian  term  used, 
was  insurreciio;  and  when  the  Hunga- 
rian diet  in  1741  smd,  VUam  et  sanguinem 
pro  nostro  rege,  that  was  insurrectio  in 
tlie  Hungarian  sense  of  the  word;  that 
was,  indeed,  an  insurrection  in  a  good 
sense.  It  was  the  legal  term  of  Hungary. 
Long  might  such  insurrections  he  in  fashion ! 
Such  was  the  insurrection  for  which  Hamp- 
den died.  Such  was  the  insurrection  of  1688 
Insurrections  which  formed  the  proudest 
pages  in  our  own  history !  Where  the 
perfidy  of  a  despotic  Court  had  heen  de- 
feated hy  the  righteous  struggles  of  a  de- 
termined people!  In  another  place  they 
had  heen  talking  of  the  **  paternal  govern- 
ment" of  our  ancient  ally;  and  it  was  ex- 
traordinary to  remark,  how  hy  an  adroit 
adaptation  of  epithets,  they  might  deceive 
the  public  mind  for  a  series  of  years,  and 
make  that  appear  "  paternal"  which  was 
only  tyrannical.  What  had  been  the  con- 
duct of  this  paternal  Government  ?  He 
need  not  point  to  the  atrocities  in  Gallicia; 
there  the  peasant  was  set  against  the  noble, 
and  the  noble  against  the  peasant.  He 
need  not  point  to  the  conduct  of  the  pater- 
nal Government  in  bombarding  Milan  and 
Venice  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Pesth  and  Presburg.  He  need  not  point 
to  the  **  paternal  Government"  which  in- 
ritcd  the  barbarous  Cossacks  to  Eastern 
Europe,  who,  if  successful,  would  open  a 
road  to  Constantinople,  and  Eastern  Europe 
would  become  a  Russian  province — a  pa- 
ternal Government  which  had  countenanced 
the  order  of  the  Russian  general,  Paske- 
witch,  by  which  he  condemned  all  Hunga- 
rians who  were  found  with  Hungarian  notes 
to  be  publicly  whipped !  Should  he  refer 
to  the  paternal  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  hanging  Protestant  clerg}'men  and  Ro- 
.  Catholic  priests  with  such  impartiality 


as  no  one  even  in  Ireland  could  blame? 
Should  he  refer  to  the  paternal  conduct  of 
burning  down  villages;  or  should  he  refer 
to  the  paternal  care  which  flogged  women 
of  rank,  and  shot  prisoners  of  war?  But 
this  was  the  *'  paternal  Government"  of 
our  ••  ancient  ally"  which  met  with  such 
deep  sympathy  in  another  place!"  He 
passed  over  the  commercial  advantages 
which  would  be  derived  by  this  country, 
and  they  would  be  very  great,  for  our  an- 
cient ally,  of  whioh  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
noble  Lords  heard  so  much,  had  always 
imposed  a  duty  of  60  per  cent  on  English 
merchandise.  He  passed  over  the  com- 
mercial advantages  to  be  derived  by  this 
country  by  the  recognition  of  the  free  and 
independent  kingdom  of  Hungary.  There 
was  another  question,  in  his  mind,  of  much 
greater  importance.  This  was  not  a  mere 
struggle  for  Hungarian  independence.  He 
looked  upon  this  struggle  which  was  goin^ 
on  in  Europe  as  a  struggle  between  the 
two  principles  of  despotism  and  constita- 
tional  government.  It  was  a  straggle 
commenced  in  Hungary;  but  who  knew 
where  the  struggle  might  not  extend? 
When  the  last  barrier  was  swept  away, 
Hungary  and  the  finest  parts  of  the  east 
of  Europe  would  become  nothing  more  than 
slavish  dependents  of  the  Russian  empire. 
He  had  given  a  vote  for  arbitration,  in  the 
abstract  principle  of  which  he  perfectly 
agreed;  but  he  would  say  that  a  time  might 
arrive  when  he  would  prefer  to  fight  the 
battle  of  European  liberty  in  the  Baltic, 
rather  than  in  the  British  Channel.  These 
sentiments  might  not  be  agreeable  to  some, 
but  the  evil  was  more  inunediate  than  thej 
thought.  When  they  heard  people  in  an* 
other  place  whose  policy  was  the  food  de- 
sire to  see  Sicily  subjugated,  and  Hungary 
a  province  of  the  Russian  empire — whenh^ 
heard  them  heaping  obloquy  on  a  Foreign 
Minister,  the  most  successful  Foreign  Min- 
ister  this  country  had  ever  produced,  he 
said  it  became  them  to  be  on  the  watch. 
They  had  lately  passed  an  Alien  Bill;  that 
Bill  was  meant  only  to  take  up  unfortunate 
wretches  going  about  the  streets  to  spread 
revolutionary  doctrines.  There  were  oth^r 
aliens,  ex-Ministers  of  State,  banished  fnua 
their  own  country  not  for  their  love  of 
liberty,  who,  in  the  upper  circles  of  society, 
were  intriguing,  and  who  had  th^  to(ds 
and  agents  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment to  malign  one  who  had  always  shown 
the  greatest  liberal  tendencies,  and  to  whom, 
if  he  had  pandered  to  Xeapohtan  tyranny 
or   Russian  despotism,  they  would  have 
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bowed  down  and  sounded  his  praise.  He 
entered  his  protest  against  this,  and  said 
that  the  liberal  party,  if  there  were  any  in 
this  country,  were  mistaken  in  not  giving 
their  support  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tiverton.  He  maintained  that  that 
noble  Lord  deseiTed  the  support  of  this 
country,  and  that  those  remarks  which  had 
been  made  upon  him  in  another  place  did 
not  express  the  feelings  of  the  people.  He 
took  upon  himself  to  say  tliat  the  people  of 
this  country  felt  confidence  in,  and  viewed 
with  satisfaction,  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
should  say  no  more  on  this  occasion.  He 
felt  that  it  was  a  question  which  deeply 
called  for  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  He  felt  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  say  nothing  to  cast  odium  on  a  noble 
nation  struggling  for  their  just  rights. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  MILNES,  in  rising 
to  second  the  Motion,  said  that  he  was 
unwilling  to  believe  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  om*  Foreign  Office,  who  had 
generally  taken  so  enlarged  a  view  of  the 
prospects  and  condition  of  Europe,  should 
have  seen  without  concern  the  event  then 
under  their  consideration — an  event  which 
he  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  felt  sure  that  he  might 
say,  without  exaggeration,  was  one  of  still 
greater  importance  than  any  other  that  had 
taken  place  within  the  last  two  remarkable 
years.  He  would  remind  the  House,  that 
notwithstanding  the  tumult  and  the  confu- 
sion which  had  prevailed  throughout  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  Continent  during 
that  period,  that  was  the  first  event  from 
which  they  had  reason  to  anticipate  any 
very  considerable  alteration  of  the  present 
territorial  arrangements  of  Europe.  He 
would  also  press  upon  their  attention  this 
important  fact — that  if  no  change  should 
take  place  in  the  course  which  events  were 
at  present  taking  in  Hungary,  the  future 
independence  of  Austria  would,  under  any 
circumstances,  be  absolutely  impossible.  If 
the  noble  Lord  were  that  enemy  to  Austria 
which  he  was  foolishly  supposed  to  be, 
nothing  could  afford  him  more  gratification 
than  to  see  the  independence  of  the  Aus- 
trian empire  utterly  submerged  in  the 
waters  of  Kussian  absolutism.  It  was 
very  easy  to  say  that  a  portion  of  the 
forces  of  Austria  having  been  engaged 
in  Italy,  it  was  only  natural  that  she 
should  apply  for  aid  to  her  neighbour, 
Russia,  in  her  endeavours  to  suppress  a 
trifling  insurrection  in  one  of  her  pro- 
vinces. That  was  the  diplomatic  view  of 
the  question.     But  he  hoped  the  House 


would  see  how  delusive  was  that  view,  and 
how  completely  it  evaded  the  whole  point 
really  at  issue.  What  was  that  insurrec- 
tion ?  Was  it  not  a  civil  war  of  the  most 
desperate  character  ?  Were  not  two- thirds 
of  the  empire  of  Austria  in  arms  against 
the  rest  of  that  empire  ?  Ho  did  not  deny 
that  it  was  perfectly  free  to  any  hon.  Mem-> 
her  to  say,  that  a  victory  of  Hungary  over 
Austria  would  be  attended  with  very  dis* 
astrous  consequences,  and  that  it  would  be 
far  better  that  some  arrangement  should 
be  entered  into  by  which  Hungary  should 
occupy  a  subordinate  position  to  the  rest 
of  the  empire  of  Austria,  rather  than  that 
the  rest  of  that  empire  should  become  sub- 
ject to  Hungary.  So  long  as  the  battle 
lay  between  two  parts  of  the  empire,  that 
was  a  perfectly  tenable  position.  A  similar 
state  of  things  had  arisen  during  our  own 
civil  war;  and  so  long  as  the  question  was 
confined  to  a  civil  war,  the  analogy  be- 
tween those  two  events  was  almost  com- 
plete; so  that  our  Parliamentary  paradox 
— **  it  is  to  serve  his  Majesty  that  we 
against  him  fight** — might  have  been  most 
appropriately  used  by  the  people  of  Hun- 
gary. There  had,  in  fact,  been  no  Var 
against  the  Emperor  of  Austria  until  he 
had  called  in  the  stranger.  It  was  against 
the  Ministry  of  Austria  and  the  proclama- 
tion of  a  new,  and,  as  it  was  contended, 
an  illegitimate  constitution,  that  the  people 
of  Hungary  had  taken  up  arms.  The  pri- 
vileges and  the  independence  of  that  coun- 
try had  been  recognised  by  the  Emperors 
of  Austria  during  a  series  of  ages;  and 
even  if  there  could  be  any  doubt  aa-  to 
that  independence  in  former  times,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  it  whatever  after  it 
had  been  fully  acknowledged  in  the  con- 
stitution granted  by  the  late  Emperor  to 
his  Hungarian  subjects  at  the  period  when 
the  present  difficulties  had  first  threatened 
to  arise.  But  Austria  had  subsequently 
promulgated  another  constitution,  which 
would  entirely  destroy  the  existence  of 
Hungary  as  a  separate  kingdom,  and 
which  would  change  Austria  from  a  con- 
federation, of  which  Hungary  formed  part, 
into  one  homogeneous  empire.  Russia 
had  since  interfered  in  the  struggle  be- 
tween the  two  countries;  and  the  armies 
she  had  sent  to  Hungary  were  so  enormous 
and  so  well  disciplined  that  it  looked  like  an 
impossibility  that  any  amount  of  patriotism 
or  of  energy  could  successfully  oppose 
them.  But  if  Russia  were  to  accomplish 
her  object  in  that  matter,  what  would  be 
the  consequence  ?    Suppose  that  Hungary 
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were  effaced  from  the  map  of  Europe- — 
suppose  that  the  tragedy  of  Poland  were 
again  enacted — suppose  that  another  emi- 
grant aristocracy  were  scattered  over  the 
face  of  Europe — what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence but  that  Austria  herself  would  be- 
come but  a  province  of  the  Russian  em- 
pire ?  It  was  a  remarkable  fact,  that  pre- 
viously to  the  intervention  of  Russia  no 
terms  had  over  been  proposed  to  the  people 
of  Hungary — that  no  attempt  had  been 
made  to  obviate  tho  fatal  necessity  of 
calling  in  an  immense  alien  force  for  the 
purpose  of  crushing  a  portion  of  the  Aus- 
trian empire.  He  should  certainly  be  glad 
to  hear  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
our  Foreign  Office  had  either  pressed  on 
the  Austrian  Government  tho  policy  of  at- 
tempting to  come  to  terms  with  the  Hun- 
garian people  rather  than  call  in  the  aid  of 
that  alien  force,  or  that  since  that  interven- 
tion of  Russia  had  taken  place,  the  noble 
Lord  had  pointed  out  as  strongly  as  he 
could  to  that  Government  the  fatal  conse- 
quences of  that  intervention  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Austrian  empire.  It  had 
been  truly  stated  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex,  that 
that  question  was  not  in  Hungary  a  demo- 
cratic or  an  aristocratic  one,  but  that  it  was 
a  national  one.  A  very  dear  friend  of  his 
(Mr.  M.  Milncs's),  Count  Casimir  Bathyany, 
was  Minister  for  Foreign  Aflfairs  in  Hun- 
gary; he  was  a  nobleman  of  the  highest 
character  and  prudence,  who  had  never 
been  engaged  in  plots  or  tumults  of  any 
kind;  ho  was  possessed  of  a  princely  for- 
tune, which  he  was  at  present  risking,  as 
well  as  his  life,  from  a  desire  to  benefit  his 
country;  and  that  nobleman  was  only  one 
of  the  representatives  of  tho  great  families 
of  Hungary  who  took  an  active  part  in 
that  struggle.  He  would  earnestly  en- 
treat his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  our 
Foreign  Office  to  do  everything  which 
the  representative  of  this  country  could 
do  to  bring  that  contest,  he  would  not 
say  to  a  satisfactory  issue,  but  to  such  an 
issue  as  would  preveut  one  of  the  com- 
batants from  utterly  destroying  the  other. 
His  noble  Friend  might  tell  him  that  if  the 
people  of  Hungary  were  to  become  victo- 
rious, it  would  be  impossible  that  any  re- 
conciliation could  take  place  between  them 
and  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  and  that  the 
existence  of  an  independent  Hungary 
would  lead  to  so  many  diplomatic  embar- 
rassments, and  would  bo  attended  with  so 
great  a  disturbance  of  the  present  terri- 
torial  arrangements  of   Europe,   that  it 


would  be  very  difficult  for  him  to  recognise 
it.  Now,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that 
the  question  was  involved  in  gi*eat  diffi- 
culty; but  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 
ing that  difficulty  that  he  ventured  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  his  noble  Friend  wonld 
use  all  his  influence  to  prevent  the  matter 
from  being  brought  to  any  extreme  isaoe. 
He  owned  that,  for  his  part,  he  should  not 
see  the  Austria  empire  eifaced  from  the  map 
of  Europe  without  very  gi-eat  regret.  He 
knew  that  such  an  empire  could  not  be 
broken  up  without  leading  to  great  Euro* 
pean  embarrassments,  and  perhaps  to  a 
general  European  war,  in  consequence  of 
the  struggle  which  would  probably  take 
place  for  its  disjecta  membra.  But  his 
belief  was  that  Austria  might  be  more 
powerful  than  she  had  ever  been  if  she 
were  to  become  a  great  confederation,  in- 
stead of  a  homogeneous  empire.  It  was 
impossible  not  to  see  that  if  Austria  had 
formerly  acted  with  anything  like  justice 
and  moderation  to  her  Italian  provinces — 
that  if  she  had  extended  to  them  some 
small  amount  of  self-government,  all  the 
recent  calamitous  events  in  Italy  might 
have  been  averted.  It  was  also  impossible 
not  to  see  that  in  the  case  of  Hungary 
there  was,  on  the  part  of  Austria,  very 
little  willingness  to  admit  that  country  into 
federal  relations  with  her,  such  as  would 
have  completely  prevented  the  present  col- 
lision. He  could  not  say  that  he  blamed 
the  people  of  Hungary  when  they  found 
alien  armies  brought  in  to  crush  and  anni- 
hilate them — ^lie  could  not  say  that  he 
blamed  them  for  declaring  that  they  would 
no  longer  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
house  of  Hapsburgh-Lorraine,  which  had 
treated  them  in  so  cruel  a  manner.  But 
the  declaration  of  the  decheance  of  that 
house  from  the  Crown  of  Hungary  had 
been  simply  an  act  of  reprisal  for  the  Rus- 
sian invasion.  Let  it  be  remembered,  how- 
ever, that  no  republic  had  been  proclaimed 
in  Hungary — that  tho  present  political 
state  of  that  country  was  an  organised  re- 
gency, having  at  its  head  that  remarkable 
man,  Kossuth — a  regency  proclaimed  and 
acknowledged  by  tho  Diet,  and  declared 
positively  to  be  simply  an  interregnum  of 
a  provisional  character,  which  might  be 
put  an  end  to  at  any  moment  by  the  con- 
stitutional election  to  the  Crown  of  Hun- 
gary of  any  person  whatever ;  and  he 
would  not  say  that  it  was  impossible  that 
under  any  circumstances  that  person  should 
be  the  present  representative  of  the  house 
of  Hapsburgh.     He  had  asked  some  Hon** 
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garian  gentlemen  what  course  their  fellow- 
countrymen  would  have  pursued  if  before 
the  invasion  of  Russia  they  had  completely 
succeeded  in  the  struggle  on  which  they 
had  entered,  and  had  obtained  possession 
of  Vienna;  and  the  answer  he  had  received 
was,  that  they  would  at  once  have  elected 
the  young  Emperor  King  of  Hungary; 
have  crowned  him  at  Pesth,  and  made 
him  swear  to  the  Hungarian  consti- 
tution. That  was  the  intention  with 
which  the  people  of  Hungary  had  em- 
barked in  the  contest,  and  their  conduct 
had  been  in  this  point  also  singularly 
analogous  to  that  pursued  by  our  own 
Parliamentary  party  at  the  commencement 
of  the  revolution.  And  he  confessed  that 
when  he  found  the  Members  of  that  House 
and  of  the  other  House  speaking  of  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  other  nations  as  if 
they  were  things  in  which  Englishmen  had 
no  concern,  and  to  which  it  was  no  busi- 
nesss  of  ours  to  turn  with  a  sympathetic 
regard  —  he  said  that  those  Members 
showed  great  ingratitude  to  that  Provi- 
dence which  had  been  pleased  to  destine 
England  to  lead  on  other  nations  in  the  path 
of  constitutional  freedom;  he  believed  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that 
Europe  could  again  be  brought  back  to  the 
state  in  which  she  had  a  few  years  since 
been  placed;  and  he  felt  assured  that  the 
only  permanent  foundation  for  peace  and 
order  in  Europe  was  to  be  found  in  the 
general  establishment  throughout  her  dif- 
ferent States  of  the  principles  of  constitu- 
tional liberty.  In  the  views  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  taken  some  years  since 
of  the  wants  and  condition  of  Europe,  he 
recognised  his  profound  statesmanship;  for 
at  a  period  when  many  people  spoke  of  the 
state  of  Europe  as  if  it  were  to  last  for 
ever,  his  -  noble  Friend  had  foreseen  the 
latent  powers  which  were  at  work  in  the 
hearts  of  nations,  and  had,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, called  on  the  different  Governments 
of  the  Continent  to  prepare  for  the  changes 
that  were  coming.  But  in  consequence  of 
his  noble  Friend's  prescient  sagacity,  he 
had  been  accused  of  having  caused  those 
evils  which  he  had  merely  anticipated.  It 
certainly  was  to  him  a  matter  of  the  ut- 
most astonishment  that  men  of  intelligence 
and  high  station  shouldhave  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  present  convulsed  state 
of  Europe  was  in  any  way  owing  to  his 
noble  Friend.  He  really  did  not  know  how 
any  one  could  suppose  that  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  an  English  Foreign  Minister  to 
foment  disturbances  in  other  countries  for 


the  mere  sake  of  creating  tumult  in  the 
world;  and,  in  fact,  that  was  an  absurdity 
which  it  was  only  necessary  to  mention  in 
order  to  refute  it.  A  Foreign  Minister  in 
England  must  know  well  that  his  popu- 
larity mainly  depends  on  his  maintainmg 
peace.  Let  any  Foreign  Minister  get  this 
country  into  a  war,  no  matter  for  how  just  or 
honourable  a  purpose,  and  he  would  soon  be- 
come unpopular.  To  suppose,  therefore,  that 
a  Minister  of  this  country  should  run  the  risk 
of  disturbing  the  peace  of  Europe  without 
any  one  national  object,  was,  indeed,  a  de- 
lusion which  he  could  only  account  for  by 
bearing  in  mind  that  men  sometimes  al- 
lowed themselves  to  be  so  blinded  by  their 
passions  and  prejudices  that  they  were  un- 
able to  exercise  the  gifts  which  Providence 
had  bestowed  upon  them.  He  believed 
that  that  was  one  of  many  questions  of  ft 
similar  nature  which  they  would  frequently 
hear  of  in  future  years.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  great  question  at  present  at 
issue  throughout  Europe  was  the  extension 
of  constitutional  liberty,  without  which 
peace  and  order  could  not  be  maintained 
in  its  various  States.  From  that  declaration, 
however,  he  of  course  excepted  Russia, 
which  was  placed  in  peculiar  circumstances; 
and  so  long  as  the  Emperor  of  that  coun- 
try satisfied  the  wants  of  his  own  people, 
and  did  not  interfere  with  other  nations, 
God  forbid  that  he  should  say  one  word 
against  him  !  The  principle  which  should 
guide  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country, 
was  that  of  non-intervention  in  the  affairs 
of  other  States  ;  but  we  should  at  the 
same  time  endeavour  to  maintain  the  peace 
of  Europe,  for  it  was  only  by  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  that  we  could  hope  to 
develop  all  our  great  commercial  and  man- 
ufacturing resources,  and  preserve  this 
country  in  a  state  of  prosperity.  There 
was  another  statesman  besides  the  no- 
ble Lord  at  the  head  of  our  Foreign 
Office,  who  had  foreseen  the  approach  of 
those  political  convulsions  which  at  present 
agitated  Europe — he  alluded  to  Prince 
Metternich,  who  told  the  writer  of  a  work 
which  had  been  lately  published,  M.  Von 
Elsedom,  the  Prussian  Minister  at  Vienna, 
that  he  could  see  the  symptoms  of  disease 
in  Austria,  and  that  he  knew  they  were 
fatal.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Milnes)  believed  that 
there  was  one  mode  of  saving  Europe  from 
the  most  disastrous  calamities;  and  that 
was  the  extension  of  liberal  institutions  to 
its  various  nations,  according  to  their  dif- 
ferent wants  and  characters.  He  believed 
that  the  happiness  of  those  nations  could 
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c-.r.ncrT  iiiti^rf^rrr*''.  Tha:  desno- 
■  Ir-rrs  :■>  -.v"..;.:!!  hi:  haii  al-i'Iotl,  wo'iid  prevent 
rfr.niT'inanri.  Pujr.ian.-?,  or  Fr^nohm^^n.  n^mi 
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pooTi!:-;  '  f  Pln-:rl-:"i'I,  r-i  in::rtVre  pri-.*tic:illrr 
;n  thi-*  riioflti'jn.  and  to  lend  onr  aid  as  a 
nnrion  to  fhi.-s  qreau  prir.'r!pIo  of  inrema- 
firnp.l  rr.or.iilry.  lie  cju!-!  not  a:rre»?  writli 
rljf;  hon.  Menr.!)or  who  'puke  last,  that  la. 
nli  ca?^.:^  th:i  P'oroi;^  Minister  wo«!d  bo 
unpopular  w;io  involved  Encrland  in  a  war. 
Iff-  di«J  not  think  that  a  great  or  a  wise 
Af-.vXwuo.Wv.    He  maintained  that  the  people 


\\\<\  H^'f-rfffiry  for  Forrriii'u  of  Kn:(land  liked  that  Minister  and  held 
■'.  to  ;i/if!iV'H  the  Ffoii^^*.  to  him  to  their  hearts  who  maintained  the 
ohv  r\-ifio:.-'.     Tho  hoii.  M^-in-    national  honour.     He  would  nnt  believe  in 


\fOT  wIjo  Sivl  JM-4t  Hat  down  hnd  .  nid  that  any  school  of  politicians  who  tools,  that  lof 
thi^  w;m  ,tr)  Kiirop/firi  rjn^.^tion.  In  that  levrl  of  national  morality,  that  we  should 
vi'--.v  h''-  (\\r.  \ifff-\mfUf  acjroH  with  him.  bind  np  all  onr  feelincra  in  the  interchantre 
It  wan  ;•.  qu'-yfioM  whi/rn  involved  ^vf.it :  of  f;onin»r><lities,  or  the  sordid  question  rf 
poinf^,  of  int'Tiiafional  hr.v  and  interna- .  profit  and  lo=«."j.  lie  believed  that  there 
tlonn I  polity.  Tl."  oijfvttion  of  law  waM  he- '  vva.n  somethinrx  more  in  the  sou! a  of  the 
y/»Fid  fli'ir  pNvh,  h'lf,  flir-y  inlifljf.  ?itill  df-al  '  people  than  that — that  they  had  sympatiiies 
with  the  (\\ifiiUhu  of  j»oliey.  The  important  with  the  people  of  the  world,  somethinir  of 
priru'i[»le  wlf.li  whi''li  }i«t  Ijftd  to  drvil  wn.s,  the  cosmopolitan  fcelin;^  of  which  tliev  bad 
fhot  in  til'!  iMt'in;?!  aifnir*  of  any  country  '  heard  on  the  previous  evening.  They  had 
then;  nhonld  \k'.  no  <'xt/:ir.'i|  firceor  pres:-'Mre  ,  a  desire  to  see  good  government  stren^h- 
n-ir-fl  to  ro'Tr-r;  tlr*  will  <)\'  t.\i'.;  p^'opl.-'. 
That  Vr-;i  I  thf?  point  which  hi^  lion,  and 
((alhint  Trir-nd  tiif!  Mr-rnhcr  for  Middlesex 
MOM,'(ht  to  cstahliMli,  and  to  point  out  that 
ft  i^n'.'it  infrinp^cn:r»nt  of  thin  principle  was 
^olnt^  on  before  oin*  oyuA  in  th'?  interfer<;nrf; 
of  JtnMsi.'i  with  thr»  nffairH  of  Hungary. 
IJnfortunat'dy,  the  JOmpenjr-desjiot,  n.s  he 
WftH  calh'd,  of  liUKsia,  wa.n  not  the  only 
Kuropi'fin  Tower  that  had  \n'o.n  guilty  of 
thifi  Bort  of  intcrfercnc(*.  Going  from  one 
Gild  of  th(»  H(rale  of  government  to  the 
♦her — beginning  at  completo  despotism, 


encd  over  the  world,  and  to  see  the  great 
name  of  Knglantl  used  as  a  meaus  of  stop. 
ping  the  advance  of  barbarian  despotism, 
whfrther  under  the  banner  of  Russia  or 
that  of  France.  One  was  just  as  bad  ns 
the;  othrr.  lie  who  trampled  on  the 
Iioman  people  in  their  present  weakness, 
wa.H  more  (lesj)icable  and  more  barbarous 
than  the  Emperor  of  Kussia.  He  sent  his 
trooprs  to  fight  the  Hungarians  on  the 
open  field  of  battle,  and  was  less  censurnhlo 
than  the  trading  politicians  who,  by  means 
of  a  besieging  army,  sought  to  work  out 
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the  ends  of  a  pitiful,  paltry,  intriguing 
spirit.  There  was  no  want  of  precedent 
for  the  use  of  our  influence  with  foreign 
Powers.  When  Belgium  revolted  from 
Holland,  we  secured  her  independence. 
Greece  was  another  instance.  She,  the 
suhject  of  our  most  ancient  ally,  revolted, 
and  we  gave  her  a  king  and  a  constitution. 
These  were  two  marked  instances  of  insur- 
rection against  an  acknowledged  sovereign 
and  an  ancient  ally,  for  he  believed  that 
we  had  not  two  more  ancient  allies  than 
the  King  of  Holland  and  the  head  of  the 
Ottoman  empire.  We  then  interfered  with 
the  consent  of  the  people  of  England.  No 
offence  had  been  given  when  we  interfered 
in  the  insurrection  of  Belgium.  He  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friends  in  believing  that 
danger  existed  to  the  civilisation  of  the 
world  by  the  utterly  uncalled-for  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  Russia  in  the  affairs 
of  Hungary;  and  he  wanted  to  see  if  some 
appeal  could  not  be  made  to  all  the  great 
nations  of  Europe,  on  the  part  of  England, 
to  arrange  and  settle  the  great  disputes 
now  going  on  between  various  sections  of 
the  people  on  the  Continent.  He  con- 
tended that  this  was  a  more  important  case 
than  that  of  Belgium.  He  knew  that 
France  had  been  in  a  state  of  revolution, 
and  that  she  had  dethroned  her  King.  He 
also  knew  that  there  were  many  causes  of 
doubt  and  danger  then  existing,  and  that 
the  persons  interested  in  the  contest  were 
closely  allied  with  ourselves.  He  acknow- 
ledged all  this  frankly ;  but  he  would  en- 
treat of  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, and  of  the  House,  and  of  the  English 
people,  to  look  at  what  was  now  going  on 
in  Hungary  and  Italy,  and  to  think  of  what 
might  bo  the  consequences  to  civilised 
Europe.  Suppose  that  the  Russian  army 
were  victorious,  and  that  they  crushed  the 
Hungarian  people,  what  would  be  the 
effect  ?  We  did  not  go  round  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  to  get  to  India  now.  Our  high- 
way to  India  was  through  the  Red  Sea; 
and  if  the  Russians  entered  Constantinople 
and  proceeded  into  Syria  and  Egypt,  that 
moment  we  should  have  war  under  the  most 
disadvantageous  circumstances.  Therefore 
the  people  of  England  were  interested  in 
this  question.  They  were  not  to  shut 
their  eyes  and  say — **  Oh,  we  are  a  peace- 
able people;  we  do  not  want  war:  we  are 
afraid  of  war;  we  want  cotton  spinning  and 
linen  spinning,  and  woollen  spinning,  and 
we  want  the  profits  thereof."  He  acknow- 
ledged that  we  wanted  all  these  things; 
but  he  contended  that  we  should  not  have 
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them  unless  we  were  a  great  and  powerful 
people.  He  had  been  told  that  we  were 
turned  out  of  this  view  by  a  word  used  in 
another  place,  to  which  he  would  not 
more  particularly  allude,  though  it  was  not 
always  characterised  by  perfect  wisdom — 
he  had  been  told  that  we  were  to  be  turned 
from  this  view  of  the  case  because  we  were 
to  be  called  **  repealers,"  and  that  we  were 
to  be  compared  to  those  who  sought  for  a 
repeal  of  the  union  between  this  country 
and  Ireland.  Now,  he  was  not  frightened 
by  this  assertion.  He  was  a  repealer  in 
the  case  of  Belgium  and  Greece.  He 
might  be  a  repealer  in  the  case  of  Italy; 
but  he  was  not  a  repealer  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  The  reason  was,  that  in  the  case 
of  Greece,  Belgium,  and  Sicily,  he  saw 
great  injustice  done;  and  he  denied  injus- 
tice in  the  other  case.  When,  therefore, 
he  called  himself  a  repealer  in  the  one 
case,  he  was  not  frightened  out  of  his  view 
by  any  imputation  of  being  a  repealer  in 
the  other.  He  would  allege  that  the  ques- 
tion was  an  English  one  in  the  largest 
sense  of  the  term;  and  his  principal  ob- 
ject in  rising  was  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  apply 
his  mind  to  a  consideration  of  the  means 
of  employing  the  power,  the  moral  power, 
of  England  in  the  settlement  of  the  dis- 
pute. He  perfectly  concurred  in  all  that 
eulogy  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  which  his 
hon.  Friends  had  indulged;  and  though  he 
had  no  wish  to  be  considered  as  linked  to 
the  chariot  wheels  of  the  noble  Lord — 
though  he  stood  there  in  opposition  rather 
than  in  support  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, yet  he  could  not  forbear  saying  that 
he  approved  of  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
And  he  would  tell  them  why.  The  noble 
Lord  had  a  purpose,  and  he  had  had  the 
courage  to  maintain  that  purpose;  and  if 
his  Colleagues  acted  similarly,  they  would 
have  received  the  same  meed  of  approba- 
tion which  the  noble  Lord  had  received 
from  the  country.  The  principle  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  to  keep  such  a  front 
to  all  foreign  nations  that  they  should 
know  that  under  certain  circumstances  they 
must  fear  Great  Britain,  The  noble  Lord 
had  rescued  us  from  that  species  of  apathy 
and  torpor  in  which  we  were  likely  to  be 
placed  under  a  former  Administration;  and 
therefore,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  his 
Administration  deserved,  as  it  received,  the 
approbation  of  the  country.  Let  not  the 
noble  Lord  suppose,  that  because  petitions 
were  presented  to  that  House  praying  for 
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the  maintenance  of  peace  and  the  settle- 
ment of  international  disputes  by  arbitra- 
tion, the  old  spirit  of  this  country  was  de- 
cayed. It  was  just  as  much  alive  as  ever; 
and  he  deprecated  every  expression  in  that 
House  which  should  have  the  effect  of 
leading  foreign  nations  to  fancy  that  any- 
thing else  had  happened.  We  were  not 
afraid  of  war.  We  thought  war  a  dread- 
ful calamity;  but  there  were  calamities 
still  more  dreadful.  Subjugation  to  des- 
potism —  the  subversion  of  all  the  honour 
of  a  great  people,  and  of  all  their  high 
aspirations  after  liberty  and  power — this 
was  worse  than  war.  England,  great,  and 
mighty,  and  secure  from  danger,  as  she 
was,  ought  to  take  upon  herself  the  char- 
acter of  an  arbitrator,  to  go  among  the 
nations,  and  say,  **  Listen  to  us,  listen  to 
our  suggestions,  for  he  that  militates 
against  the  principles  of  international  po- 
licy must  not  count  on  our  support."  The 
House  might  depend  upon  it  that  in  such 
a  case  Bussia  and  other  Powers  would  be 
obedient,  not  to  England,  but  to  reason; 
not  to  our  arms,  but  to  the  suggestions 
which  humanity  had  dictated.  Therefore, 
if  they  brought  the  power  of  this  country, 
armed  by  public  opinion,  and  by  our  won- 
derful position  and  great  influence,  to  bear 
upon  these  contepding  parties,  we  should 
do  that  which  would  endear  our  name,  not 
to  the  country  only,  but  to  the  world,  be- 
cause we  should  have  rendered  ourselves 
the  benefactors  of  mankind. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  should 
be  lightly  held  by  those  whose  good 
opinion  he  was  anxious  to  maintain,  if  he 
remained  silent  on  this  question.  He  came 
from  men  of  peace,  men  who  abhorred  the 
shedding  of  blood,  and  he  came  there  to 
state  their  opinions.  They  viewed  war  as 
one  of  the  greatest  evils,  but  they  would 
not  therefore  subject  themselves  to  the  im- 
putation of  being  insensible  to  the  welfare 
of  other  nations,  or  to  the  interest  their 
country  had  in  multiplying  constitutional 
principles  throughout  Europe.  They  hated 
bloodshed,  but  they  held  the  man  a  coward 
who  was  afraid  to  put  his  head  out  of  win- 
dow and  cry  **  stop  thief.  **  England  had  now 
the  same  interest  in  supporting  liberal 
principles  in  Europe,  which  our  forefathers 
thought  they  had  in  upholding  what  they 
called  the  Protestant  interest,  which  hap- 

?ened  to  be  the  struggle  of  their  day. 
'he  spirit  of  the  English  people  was  with 
freedom  everywhere.  First-born  of  liberty 
themselves,  they  looked  for  nothing  so 
earnestly  as  the  success  of  their  younger 


brethren  of  every  clime  and  colour;  and 
they  would  never  rest  satisfied  with  seeing 
the  ultima  ratio  of  European  policy  lodged 
in  the  bayonet  of  the  barbarian.  There 
could  be  no  secured  peace  till  some- 
thing divided  that  black  cloud  of  Russian 
despotism  which  hung  over  Western  Bu- 
rope.  Fifty  years  ago,  an  eminent  tra« 
veller  (Dr.  Clarke)  had  pointed  out  the  fact 
that  Russia  was  divided  into  two  races — . 
a  northera  and  a  southern.  What  a  bless^ 
ing  for  mankind,  if  one  of  them  could  be 
set  against  the  other,  to  the  neutralisation 
of  both !  Perhaps  it  was  in  some  occurrence 
of  that  description  that  the  only  prospect 
existed  for  a  happy  issue  to  the  present 
contest.  Strangely  as  it  might  sound,  it 
was  said  also,  that  in  the  Russian  army  a 
strong  republican  feeling  prevailed — of  all 
places,  among  the  officers;  and  this  might 
hold  out  another  chance.  What  would 
have  been  the  position  of  ourselves  and  our 
posterity,  if  in  the  days  of  our  own  6tmg-» 
gles,  in  1688  and  other  times,  barbarian 
armies  had  been  poured  in  to  trample 
down  our  forefathers  ?  Nobody  could  ra* 
tionally  doubt  that  m  the  end  European 
liberty  must  advance ;  and  it  would  have 
been  established  now  almost  by  acclama* 
tion,  if  bad  political  economy  had  not  in- 
terfered to  alarm  the  possessors  of  pro- 
perty, and  make  them  take  the  hostile 
side.  But  all  this  would  blow  over,  and 
coming  ages  would  yet  thank  England  for 
encouragement  given  to  the  principles  of 
freedom  in  this  great  and  trying  crisis. 

Mb.  M'GREGOR  said,  that  the  pro* 
fessed  policy  of  Austria  had  been  to  be 
considered  a  paternal  Government;  but*  as 
regarded  Hungary,  their  acts  had  all  tend- 
ed for  a  long  period  to  prevent  the  exercise 
of  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  people 
of  that  country.  He  said  he  approvod  of 
the  policy  pursued  by  the  noble  Ii0rd»  by 
which  he  had  succeeded  in  bringing  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  the  war  that  had 
been  raging  over  the  continent  of  Europe} 
and  he  believed  that  the  House  and  Uie 
country  intrusted  to  him  with  confidence 
the  conservation  of  the  interests  of  Britain 
and  of  nations.  Before  he  sat  down,  be 
could  not  help  alluding  to  a  mistaken 
opinion  regarding  the  power  that  used  to 
be  possessed  by  Prince  Metternich  in  Aus* 
tria.  It  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  he  was  the  all-powerful  Minister  be 
was  supposed  to  be  in  any  other  depart* 
ment  than  that  specially  entrusted  to  him* 
which  was  the  foreign  relations  of  the  em* 
pire.     The  grand  pervading  authority  over 
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the  wbole  of  those  extensive  dominions  was 
wielded  by  the  Aulic  Council;  and  it  was 
the  policy  pursued  by  that  council  which 
was  the  real  subject  of  comment  when 
Austria  was  charged  with  oppressive  and 
illiberal  conduct.  Prince  Mettemich,  on 
the  contrary,  had  ever  laboured  to  reduce 
the  duties  upon  the  commodities  required 
by  the  nation;  and  it  was  due  to  him,  and 
him  only,  that  any  of  those  liberal  altera- 
tions in  the  tariff  were  effected  that  were 
brought  about  previous  to  the  year  1848. 
He  said  he  was  glad  this  subject  had  been 
brought  before  the  House,  and  hoped  that 
hon.  Members,  in  discussing  it,  would  avoid 
the  use  of  language  that  might  give  offence 
to  neighbouring  Powers. 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  said,  that  those 
who  were  acquainted  with  the  nature  of 
that  constitution  for  which  it  was  absurdly 
alleged  the  Hungarian  nation  had  risen  in 
arms,  knew  well  that  it  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  an  engine  of  tyranny,  under 
which  the  peasants  of  Hungary  were  worse 
off  than  the  peasantry  of  any  other  part  of 
the  Austrian  empire.  He  had  resided  in 
the  country,  and  knew  how  they  envied 
the  lot  of  the  other  subjects  of  the  Austrian 
Crown,  who  were  under  no  such  infamous 
constitution;  and  he  had  also  heard  the 
complaints  of  the  nobility  in  other  parts  of 
the  Austrian  dominion,  that  they  had  not 
the  same  power  over  their  dependents  as 
the  aristocrats  of  Hungary.  But  the  aris- 
tocrat was  not  the  word.  They  were  mag- 
nates; and  every  descendant  of  every  noble 
was  privileged  from  arrest,  from  toll,  and 
from  military  service.  [Mr.  B.  Osborne: 
No,  no  !]  He  knew  they  had  been  taxed 
within  the  last  fifteen  years;  but  he  was 
now  speaking  of  the  old  constitution  for 
which  Kossuth  was  supposed  to  be  strug- 
gling. And  here  he  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing his  astonishment  that  a  Member 
of  the  character  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Middlesex,  in  discussing  the 
affairs  of  Hungary,  should  have  entirely 
omitted  all  mention  of  Count  Stephen 
Szechni,  whose  fortune  and  whose  whole 
life  had  been  devoted  to  the  improvement 
of  his  country  and  the  deliverance  of  the 
people  from  the  tyranny  of  the  needy  mag- 
nates in  whose  cause  Kossuth  was  now  in 
arms.  Not  one  word  had  the  hon  Member 
to  say  of  such  a  man,  though  he  had  en- 
larged so  much  on  the  efforts  of  Kossuth, 
who  had  entirely  destroyed  and  broken  up 
the  fabric  which  Count  Szechni  had  suc- 
ceeded in  ri^ising,  during  30  years,  by  the 
ei^^rtion  of  all  his  great  talents,  persever- 


ance, and  self-denial.  He  had  enjoyed 
the  private  friendship  of  that  unfortunate 
nobleman,  whose  noble  mind  the  n^isfor- 
tunes  of  his  country  had  reduced  to  wretch- 
ed, hopeless  idiocy.  But  these  subjects 
were  little  known  in  this  country.  It  was 
probably  not  known  that  these  privileged 
persons — these  magnates  to  whom  he  had 
alluded  —  amounted  to  nearly  230,000. 
They  were,  as  he  had  observed,  privilege4 
from  arrest,  from  toll,  and  from  military 
service,  and  possessed,  morever,  the  power 
of  inflicting  corporal  punishment  on  the 
peasantry.  They  were  also  hereditary 
judges,  from  whose  decisions  there  was  no 
appeal.  He  forgot,  there  was  an  appeal 
to  a  neighbouring  magnate,  from  whom 
the  appellant  would  probably  get  double 
the  number  of  blows  he  had  received  in 
the  first  instance.  But  still  the  humbler 
class  had  their  privileges.  They  had  heard 
of  the  Upper  and  Lower  House,  and  it  might 
be  supposed  that  the  people  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  lower  branch  of  the 
legislature.  Not  a  bit.  Not  only  was  no 
one  of  their  class  admitted  to  the  legisla- 
ture, but  no  one  but  a  magnate  was  en- 
titled to  vote.  There  was,  however,  one 
device  which  looked  like  liberty.  He 
spoke  entirely  from  recollection,  for  he 
really  had  been  under  the  impression  that 
the  debate  was  to  have  been  on  an  Irish 
subject,  or  he  would  have  been  prepared 
with  documents  to  refer  to;  but  he  be- 
lieved there  were  fifty-five  boroughs,  the 
representatives  of  which  were  all  mag- 
nates; but  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
anything  like  the  development  of  bo- 
rough or  commercial  freedom,  those  re- 
presentatives might  talk  as  much  as  they 
liked,  but  they  must  not  vote.  This 
was  the  constitution  for  which  they  were 
told  the  Hungarians  were  now  fighting. 
There  was  a  party  in  Hungary  which  had 
always  endeavoured  to  force  the  nobility  to 
be  amenable  to  arrest,  to  pay  taxes  and 
tolls,  and  to  deprive  them  of  all  obnoxious 
privileges;  but  it  was  not  Kossuth  and  his 
followers;  for  it  was  he  and  the  lower 
magnates  who  had  prevented  these  im- 
provements from  being  carried  out.  The 
hon  and  gallant  Member  had  told  them 
that  Austria  had  persisted  in  maintaining 
high  customs  duties  against  Hungary;  but 
why  did  he  not  at  the  same  time  inform 
the  House  that  it  was  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  wringing  from  the  magnates  a  sur- 
render of  their  obnoxious  privileges  in  exi 
change  for  a  reduction  of  those  duties  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  had  tol^ 
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them  that  this  was  no  republican  move- 
ment. It  certainly  was  not;  because  all 
the  peasantry  were  opposed  to  it,  and  were 
only  forced  into  a  participation  in  the  move- 
ment by  Polish  officers,  who  drove  them 
forward  with  cannon  behind  them.  Was 
the  House  aware  of  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "the  population  of  Hungary?'* 
The  constitution,  being  very  old,  contained 
a  very  unique  provision,  which  appeared  to 
be  taken  from  the  Jewish  empire,  that  it 
was  sinful  to  number  the  people.  The 
population,  however,  amounted  to  about 
30,000,000;  and  the  question  was,  in  fact, 
whether  5,000,000  of  these  were  to  domi- 
neer over  all  the  rest.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Middlesex,  who 
was  the  consistent  advocate  of  liberty, 
would  not  forget  what  the  population  was, 
and  whether  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
were  not  in  favour  of  a  total  abrogation 
of  the  constitution,  and  would  not  be  glad 
to  come  to  any  terms  in  order  to  enable 
their  magnificent  country  to  develop  its  re- 
sources. He  called  upon  the  House  not  to 
suffer  itself  to  be  led  astray,  but  to  inquire 
a  little  whether  there  had  been  any  demon- 
stration of  popular  feeling  in  Hungary. 
Let  the  pressure  of  the  army  be  removed, 
and  they  would  then  see  the  result.  He 
invited  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex,  and  those  who  agreed  with  him, 
to  show  that  this  constitution,  which  they 
professed  to  be  the  vehicle  of  liberty,  was 
really  so;  and  he  warned  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract,  who  aspired  to  be  a  pro- 
phet as  well  as  a  poet,  that  he  would  here- 
after, on  looking  back,  find  that  his  poeti- 
cal fancy  had  misled  him  with  reference  to 
Hungary.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
rush  into  the  pitfall  prepared  for  them, 
but  would  consider  before  they  helped  to 
fix  on  the  Hungarian  nation  the  remnant 
of  an  absolute  feudal  constitution,  which 
had  long  ceased  to  work,  and  which  had 
been  denounced  by  all  the  enlightened  men 
of  that  country. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  in  the 
few  observations  which  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  make  upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  and  upon  what  has 
passed  in  debate,  I  wish  to  guard  myself 
in  the  first  place  against  the  possibility 
that  anything  which  I  may  say  may  ex- 
pose nie  to  the  imputation  of  entertaining 
unfriendly  feelings  towards  the  Government 
and  empire  of  Austria.  I  know  well,  that 
imputations  have  been  cast  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  upon  myself  as 
the  organ  of  that  Government,  in  regard  to 


our  foreign  relations — imputations  of  being 
guided  and  impelled  in  our  intercourse  with 
the  Powers  of  Europe  by  personal  feelings 
of  hatred  to  this  Power  and  to  that.     Such 
imputations,  let  them  come  from  what  quar- 
ter they  may,  and  whether  they  be  written 
or  spoken,  if  they  be  sincere,  are  the  result 
of  ignorance  and  folly;   if  they  are  insin- 
cere, I  leave  others  to   qualify  them    as 
they  may.     It  is  the  grossest  ignorance  to 
suppose  that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try— that  the  man  who  may  for  the  time 
be  charged  with  the  conduct  of  its  foreign 
relations,  can  be  influenced  in  the  manage- 
ment of  those  affairs  by  any  other  feeling 
than  bis  conception  of  what  is  his  duty, 
according  to  his  political  opinions,  and  ac- 
cording to  his  views  of  the  interests  of  his 
country  and  the  general  interests  of  the 
civilised  world.      Austria  is  a  Power  to- 
wards which  the  Government  of  this  country 
ought  upon  many  accounts  to  feel  great 
consideration.      We  have  been  told  that 
Austria  is  our  ancient  Ally.     We  have  had 
the  term  **  ally"  and  **  allies*'  rung  in 
our  ears  by  those  who  either  must  be  igno- 
rant of  the  slip-slop  expression  they  were 
using,  or  who,  through  what  I  must  admit 
to  have  been  its  general  acceptation,  forgot 
that  they  were  using  a  totaUy  unmeaning 
term.     Why,  what  is  an  ally  ?     An  ally 
is  a  Power  allied  by  treaty  engagements 
in  carrying  on  some  active  operations,  po- 
litical or  otherwise.     But  to  call  a  country 
an  ally,  merely  because  it  is  an  a  state  of 
friendship  with  you,  is  to  use  an  expression 
that  has  no  meaning  whatever,  because  it 
is  applicable  to  every  other  Power  in  the 
world  with  whom  you  may  happen  not  to 
be  in  a  state  of  war.     But  Austria  has 
been  our  ally.     We  have  been  allied  with 
Austria  inmost  important  European  trans- 
actions ;    and  the  remembrance  of  the  al- 
liance ought  undoubtedly  to  create  in  the 
breast  of- every  Englishman,  who  has  a  re- 
collection of  the  history  of  his   country, 
feelings  of  respect  towards  a  Power  with 
whom  we  have  been  in  such  alliance.     It 
is  perfectly  true,  that  in  the  course  of  those 
repeated  alliances,  Austria,  not  from  any 
fault  of  hers,  but  from  the   pressure  of 
irresistible  necessity,  was  repeatedly  com- 
pelled to  depart  from  the  alliance,  and  to 
break  the  engagements  by  which  she  had 
bound  herself  to  us.     We  did  not  reproach 
her  with  yielding  to  the  necessity  of  the 
moment;   and   no    generous    mind   would 
think  that  those   circumstances  ought  in 
any  degree  to  diminish  or  weaken  the  tie 
which  former  transactions  must  create  be- 
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tween  the  Governments  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. But  there  are  higher  and  larger 
considerations,  which  ought  to  render  the 
maintenance  of  the  Austrian  empire  an 
object  of  solicitude  to  every  English  states- 
man. Austria  is  a  most  important  element 
in  the  balance  of  European  power.  Austria 
stands  in  the  centre  of  Europe,  a  barrier 
against  encroachment  on  the  one  side,  and 
against  invasion  on  the  other.  The  politi- 
cal independence  and  liberties  of  Europe 
are  bound  up,  in  my  opinion,  with  the 
maintenance  and  integrity  of  Austria  as  a 
great  European  Power;  and  therefore  any- 
thing which  tends  by  direct,  or  even  re- 
mote, contingency,  to  weaken  and  to 
cripple  Austria,  but  still  more  to  reduce  her 
from  the  position  of  a  first-rate  Power  to 
that  of  a  secondary  State,  must  be  a  great 
calamity  to  Europe,  and  one  which  every 
Englishman  ought  to  deprecate,  and  to  try 
to  prevent.  However,  it  is  perfectly  true,  as 
has  been  stated,  that  for  a  long  course  of 
time  Austria  has  not  been  a  favourite  with 
the  liberal  party  in  Europe.  Austria,  by 
the  course  of  policy  which  she  has  pursued, 
has,  in  the  opinion  of  a  great  part  of  the 
Continent,  been  identified  with  obstruction 
to  progress.  That  circumstance  unfortu- 
nately has  made  her  proportionately  a 
favourite  in  the  eyes  of  some ;  and  when 
we  hear  such  declamations  in  favour  of 
Austria,  I  would  warn  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment not  to  trust  too  much  to  those 
protestations.  It  is  not  as  the  ancient 
ally  of  England  during  war — it  is  not  as 
the  means  of  resistance  in  the  centre  of 
Europe  to  any  general  disturbance  of  the 
balance  of  power — it  is  as  the  former 
(though  I  trust  it  is  no  longer  so) — the 
former  symbol  of  resistance  to  improve- 
ment, political  and  social — it  is  in  that 
capacity  that  Austria  has  won  the  affec- 
tions of  some  men  in  the  conduct  ^f  public 
afi*airs.  There  are  persons  who  see  in  the 
relations  of  countries  nothing  but  the  in- 
tercourse of  Cabinets — who  value  a  country 
not  for  its  political  weight,  but  for  its  poli- 
tical* opinions — and  who  consider  that  the 
relations  between  countries  are  sufficiently 
intimate  when  the  personal  intercourse  of 
their  Governments  is  placed  on  a  compli- 
mentary footing.  Sir,  there  are  men  who, 
having  passed  their  whole  lives  in  adoring 
the  Government  of  Austria,  because  they 
deemed  it  the  great  symbol  of  the  opinions 
which  they  entertained,  at  last  became 
fickle  in  their  attachment,  and  transferred 
their  allegiance  to  the  Government  of 
France,  because  they  thought  that  in  that 


Government  they  saw  an  almost  equal  de- 
gree of  leaning  to  the  arbitrary  principle, 
and  because  they,  forsooth,  suspected 
that  Government  of  designs  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  freedom.  We  have  heard 
of  persons  of  that  sort  making  use  of 
the  expression  "old  women.**  Public 
men  ought  not  to  deal  in  egotism,  and 
I  will  not  apply  to  them  the  expression 
that  has  fallen  from  their  own  mouths. 
I  will  only  say  that  the  conduct  of  such 
men  is  an  example  of  antiquated  imbe- 
cility. With  regard  to  the  present  ques- 
tion, I  am  sure  that  everybody  who  has 
heard  what  has  passed — everybody  in  this 
country  who  has  given  attention  to  the 
most  important  events  that  have  taken 
place  in  Hungary — must  feel  that  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  need  have  made 
no  apology  for  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  Parliament  of  England  to  transactions 
deeply  afi'ecting  the  political  principles 
of  Europe,  and  having  a  most  important 
bearing  upon  the  general  balance  of  Eu- 
ropean power.  The  House  will  not  expect 
me  to  follow  those  who  have  spoken  to- 
day by  endeavouring  to  pass  judgment 
either  way  between  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment and  the  Hungarian  nation.  I  say 
the  Hungarian  nation,  because,  in  spite 
of  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tyrone,  I  do  believe, 
from  the  information  I  have  received — 
and  I  do  not  pretend  I  may  not  be  mis- 
taken— but  I  firmly  believe  that  in  this 
war  between  Austria  and  Hungary,  there 
is  enlisted  on  the  side  of  Hungary  the 
hearts  and  the  souls  of  the  whole  people 
of  that  country.  I  believe  that  the  other 
races,  distinct  from  the  Magyars,  have 
forgotten  the  former  feuds  that  existed 
between  them  and  the  Magyar  popula- 
tion, and  that  the  greater  portion  of  the 
people  have  engaged  in  what  they  con- 
sider a  great  national  contest.  It  is  true 
— as  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has 
said,  that  Hungary  has  for  centuries  been 
a  State  which,  though  united  with  Aus- 
tria by  the  link  of  the  Crown,  has  never- 
theless been  separate  and  distinct  from 
Austria  by  its  own  complete  constitution. 
That  constitution  has  many  defects;  but 
some  of  those  defects  were,  I  believe, 
remedied  not  long  ago,  and  it  is  not  the 
only  ancient  constitution  on  the  Continent 
that  was  susceptible  of  great  improve- 
ment. There  were  means  probably  within 
the  force  and  resources  of  the  constitution 
itself  to  reform  it;  and  it  might  have  been 
hoped  that  those  improvements  would  have 
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Veen  carried  into  effect.  But,  so  far  as 
I  underBtand  the  matter,  I  take  tbe  pre- 
sent state  of  the  case  to  be  this :  With- 
out ^oing  into  the  details  of  mtitual  com- 
plaint&  as  to  circumstances  which  have 
taken  place  within  the  last  year  or  year 
and  a  half,  I  take  the  question  that  is 
now  to  be  fought  for  on  the  plains  of  Hnn- 
garr  to  be  this — whether  Himgarr  shall 
continue  to  maintain  its  separate  nation- 
alitj  as  a  distinct  kingdom,  and  with  a 
constitutiun  of  its  own;  or  whether  it  is 
to  be  incorporated  more  or  less  in  the  ag- 
gregate constitution  that  is  to  be  given 
to  the  Austrian  empire?  It  is  a  most 
painful  sight  to  see  sueh  forces  as  are  now 
arrayed  against  HungaTj  proceeding  to  a 
war  fraught  with  anch  tremendous  conse- 
quences on  a  question  that  it  might  have 
been  hoped  would  be  settled  peacefully. 
It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  Europe 
that  Austria  should  remun  great  and 
powerful ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  disguise 
from  ourselves  that,  if  the  war  is  to  be 
fought  out,  Austria  must  th^^bj  be 
weakened,  because,  on  the  one  hand,  if 
the  Hungarians  should  be  snecessful,  and 
their  success  sliould  end  in  the  entire 
separation  of  Hungary  from  Austria,  it 
will  be  impossible  not  to  see  that  this  will 
be  such  a  dismemberment  of  the  Austrian 
empire  as  will  prevent  Anstria  from  con- 
tinuing to  occupy  the  great  pontion  she 
has  hitherto  held  among  European  Powers. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  war  b^g 
fought  out  to  the  uttermost,  Hungary 
should  by  superior  forces  be  cntirdy 
crushed,  Austria  in  that  battle  will  hare 
crushed  her  own  right  arm.  Every 
£eld  that  is  laid  waste,  is  an  Austrian  re- 
source destroyed — every  man  tJiat  perishes 
upon  the  field  among  the  Hungarian  ranks, 
is  an  Au£^trian  soldier  deducted  from  the 
defensive  forces  of  the  empire.  Laying 
aside  those  other  most  obvious  considera- 
tions that  have  been  touched  upon  as  to 
the  result  of  a  successful  war,  the  success 
of  which  is  brought  about  by  foreign  aid 
— laying  that  wholly  aside,  it  is  obvious 
that  even  the  success  of  Austria,  if  it  is 
simply  a  success  of  force,  will  inflict  a 
deep  wound  on  the  fabric  and  frame  of 
the  Austrian  empire.  It  is  therefore 
much  to  be  desired,  not  simply  on  the 
principle  of  general  humanity,  but  on  the 
principle  of  sound  European  policy,  and 
from  the  most  friendly  regard  to  the 
Austrian  empire  itself — ^it  is,  I  say,  de- 
voutly to  be  wished  that  this  great  con- 
test may  be  brought  to  a  termination  by 


some  amicable  arran^remrait  between  'fiie 
contending  parties,  which  shall  on  the  one 
hand  satisfy  the  national  feelings  df  the 
Hungarians,  and  on  the  other  hand  not 
leave  to  Austria  anotber  and  a  larger 
Poland  within  her  empire.  Her  Mi^ea- 
ty's  Government  have  not,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  matter,  thonght  lliat  mnj 
opportunity  has  as  yet  presented  itself 
that  could  enable  them  with  mj  pras- 
pect  of  advantage  to  make  tar^  cffiaal 
communication  of  liiose  opinions  wiikii 
they  entertain  on  ibis  subject.  I  bej 
oflicial,  as  contradistinguished  from  opin- 
ions expressed  in  a  more  private  and  eai- 
fidential  manner;  but  undoubtedly,  if  mj 
oceauon  were  to  occur  that  sl^uld  lead 
them  to  think  the  expresmon  of  mnAt 
opimons  would  tend  to  a  &vouraible  reBnlt» 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  llie  GoveruHMsnt 
not  to  let  such  an  opportunity  pasi  by. 
Upon  the  general  question,  and  in  le- 
gard  to  tiie  conduct  which  it  onglit 
generally  to  be  the  duty  of  tins  Go- 
vernment to  pursue  in  its  relatioiis  to  fo- 
reign Powers,  I  have  beard  witii  gieat 
satisfaction  much  that  baa  fallen  from  tiie 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken  a  part  bi 
this  debate.  I  think  the  record  of  tlie 
sentaments  tbat  have  been  expressed  will 
be  of  great  utility.  It  is  most  denimfale 
that  foreign  nations  should  know  titat,  on 
the  one  band,  England  is  soneenly  de- 
drous  to  preserve  and  maintain  peace — 
that  we  entertain  no  feelings  of  hosdfitjf 
towards  any  naticm  in  the  wot^d — that  we 
wish  to  be  on  the  most  friendly  footing 
with  all — that  we  have  a  deep  interest  m, 
the  preservation  of  peace,  because  we  are 
desirous  to  cany  on  with  advantage  tiio8« 
innocent  and  peaceful  relations  of  eom- 
merce  that  we  know  must  be  injured  by 
the  intoTuption  of  our  friendly  relations 
with  otBer  f^untries:  but,  on  tbe  odier 
band,  it  is  also  essential  for  tbe  attain- 
ment of  that  object,  and  even  essential  for 
the  protection  of  that  conmierce  to  which 
we  attach  so  much  importance,  tiiat  it 
should  be  known  and  wdl  understood  by 
evety  nation  on  the  faee  of  the  earth  tiiat 
we  are  not  disposed  to  submit  to  wrong, 
and  that  the  maintenance  of  peace  on  our 
part  is  subject  to  the  indispensable  eondi- 
tion  that  all  coimtries  shaJl  respect  our 
honour  and  our  dignity,  and  shall  not  in- 
&ct  any  injury  upon  our  interests.  Sir,  I 
do  not  think  tiiat  the  preservatioii  of  peace 
is  in  any  degree  endangered  by  tlie  expres- 
sion of  opinion  with  re^;ard  to  the  transac- 
tions in  Hungary  or  otber  coufttries.     I 
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agree  with  those  who  think — and  I  know 
there  are  many  in  this  country  who  enter- 
tain the  opinion — that  there  are  two  ohjects 
which  England  ought  peculiarly  to  aim  at. 
One  is  to  maintain  peace;  the  other  is  to 
count  for  something  in  the  transactions  of 
the  world — that  it  is  not  fitting  that  a 
country  occupying  such  a  proud  position  as 
England — that  a  country  having  such  yari- 
ous  and  extensive  interests,  should  lock 
herself  up  in  a  simple  regard  to  her  own 
internal  affairs,  and  should  he  a  passive 
and  mute  spectator  of  everything  that  is 
going  on  around.  It  is  quite  true  that  it 
may  be  said,  **  Your  opinions  are  but  opin- 
ions, and  you  express  them  against  our 
opinions,  who  have  at  our  command  large 
armies  to  back  them — what  are  opinions 
against  armies  ?  "  Sir,  my  answer  is, 
opinions  are  stronger  than  armies.  Opin- 
ions, if  they  are  founded  in  truth  and  jus- 
tice, will  in  the  end  prevail  against  the 
bayonets  of  infantry,  the  fire  of  artillery, 
and  the  charges  of  cavalry.  Therefore  I 
say,  that  armed  by  opinion,  if  that  opinion 
is  pronounced  with  truth  and  justice,  we 
are  indeed  strong,  and  in  the  end  likely  to 
make  our  opinions  prevail;  and  I  think 
that  what  is  happening  on  the  whole  sur- 
face of  the  continent  of  Europe  is  a  proof 
that  this  expression  of  mine  is  a  truth. 
Why,  for  a  great  many  years  the  Govern- 
ments of  Europe  imagined  they  could  keep 
down  opinion  by  force  of  arms,  and  that 
by  obstructing  progressive  improvement 
they  would  prevent  that  extremity  of  revo- 
lution which  was  the  object  of  their  con- 
stant dread.  We  gave  an  opinion  to  the 
contrary  effect,  and  we  have  been  blamed 
for  it.  We  have  been  accused  of  meddling 
with  matters  that  did  not  concern  us,  and 
of  affronting  nations  and  Governments  by 
giving  our  opinion  as  to  what  was  likely  to 
happen;  but  the  result  has  proved,  that  if 
our  opinions  had  been  acted  upon,  great 
calamities  would  have  been  avoided.  Those 
very  Governments  that  used  to  say,  **  The 
man  we  hate,  the  man  we  have  to  fear,  is 
the  moderate  Reformer;  we  care  not  for 
your  violent  Radical,  who  proposes  such 
violent  extremes  that  nobody  is  likely  to 
join  with  him — the  enemy  we  are  most 
afraid  of  is  the  moderate  Reformer,  be- 
cause he  is  such  a  plausible  man  that  it  is 
difficult  to  persuade  people  that  his  coun- 
sels would  lead  to  extreme  consequences — 
therefore  let  us  keep  off,  of  all  men,  the 
moderate  Reformer,  and  let  us  prevent  the 
first  step  of  improvement,  because  that 
improvement  might  lead  to  extremities  and 
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innovation.*'  Those  Governments,  those 
Powers  of  Europe,  have  at  last  learned  the 
truth  of  the  opinions  expressed  by  M^. 
Canning,  '*  That  those  who  have  checked 
improvement  because  it  is  innovation,  will 
one  day  or  other  be  compelled  to  accept 
innovation  when  it  has  ceased  to  be  im- 
provement." I  say,  then,  that  it  is  our 
duty  not  to  remain  passive  spectators  of 
events  that  in  their  immediate  conse- 
quence affect  other  countries,  but  which  in 
their  remote  and  certain  consequences  are 
sure  to  come  back  with  disastrous  effect 
upon  us;  that,  so  far  as  the  courtesies  of 
international  intercourse  may  permit  us  to 
do,  it  is  our  duty,  especially  when  our 
opinion  is  asked,  as  it  has  been  on  many 
occasions  on  which  we  have  been  blamed 
for  giving  it,  to  state  our  opinions,  founded 
on  the  experience  of  this  country — an  ex- 
perience that  might  have  been,  and  ought 
to  have  been,  an  example  to  less  fortunate 
countries.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  interference  ought  not 
to  be  carried  to  the  extent  of  endangering 
our  relations  with  other  countries.  There 
are  cases  like  that  which  is  now  the  sub- 
ject of  our  discussion,  of  one  Power  having 
in  the  exercise  of  its  own  sovereign  rights 
invited  the  assistance  of  another  Power; 
and,  however  we  may  lament  that  circum- 
stance, however  we  may  be  apprehensive 
that  therefrom  consequences  of  great  dan- 
ger and  evil  may  flow,  still  we  are  not  en- 
titled to  interpose  in  any  manner  that  will 
commit  this  country  to  embark  in  those 
hostilities.  All  we  can  justly  do  is  to  take 
advantage  of  any  opportunities  that  may 
present  themselves  in  which  the  counseb 
of  friendship  and  peace  may  be  offered  to 
the  contending  parties.  We  have,  on 
several  occasions  that  have  happened  of 
late  in  Europe,  been  invited  to  "inter- 
meddle,** as  it  is  called,  in  the  affairs  of 
other  countries,  although  it  has  been  said 
of  this  country,  that  it  stands  so  low  in 
public  opinion  in  Europe,  that  we  are  treat- 
ed with  contempt  both  by  Governments 
and  by  nations.  Certainly,  the  way  in 
which  that  want  of  respect  has  been  shown 
is  singular,  when  from  the  north  to  the 
south,  in  cases  of  difficulty,  not  only  be- 
tween nations  but  internally  between  Go- 
vernments and  their  own  subjects,  we  have 
been  asked  and  invited  to  interpose  oar 
friendly  mediation  in  their  affairs.  We 
have  on  those  occasions  done  our  best  to 
accomplish  the  object  which  we  were 
called  upon  to  fulfil;  and,  in  one  case  at 
least,  we  have  now  nearly  succeeded.    We 
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K^re  K^&rd  &  great  deal,  m  the  eoorse  of 
tKf:  .S^^i^/n,  of  •*  sham  roedtations "  m 
the  coiit^t  between  Demnark  and  Gcr- 
m^nr;  hat  that  '*  ftham  mediation  "  has 
ended  in  a  real  prelnninary  treatj,  and  I 
Kf>pe  that  prelimtnarj  treatj  will  scon  l>e 
foikiwed  bj  a  permanent  pa^Beation,  Sir, 
to  xtippose  that  anj  Goremroent  of  Eng- 
land can  wl*h  to  exeitc '  rcTolutionarj 
moremfifiin  in  any  part  of  the  world — to 
ftcippo5ie  that  anj  Goremment  of  En^nd 
can  hare  anj  other  wish  or  desire  than  to 
eonfirm  and  maintain  peace  between  na- 
tions, and  tranqnillitjand  harroonj  between 
Goremmentii  and  subjects,  shows  reallj  a 
de^ee  of  ignorance  and  folly  which  I  nerer 
SQpposed  any  pnblic  man  conld  hare  been 
guilty  of,  which  may  do  rcry  well  for  a 
newjipaper  article,  but  which  it  astonishes 
roe  to  ^nd  h  made  the  subject  of  a  speech 
in  Pariiament. 

I»KD  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  this 
debate  wr/uld  excite  a  more  lirely  interest 
all  of(^  the  continent  of  Europe  than  any 
ffih*:r  d/;bat/j  in  the  present  Session,  A 
straggle;  was  now  going  on  between  Aus- 
tria and  Hungary  tnc  importance  of  which 
it  wa«(  irnp<;ifsiblc  to  orer-estimate,  for  the 
w</fld  wa*  in  danger  of  seeing  another  par- 
ti ti//fi  tff  Poland,  another  instance  of  simi- 
lar irfiWi}u:ryt  another  example  of  a  brave 
and  gallant  \mm\(i  having  their  rights  de- 
%irtfyt*A  and  reduced  to  the  miserable  con- 
dition of  KijtiMian  serfs.  It  was  impossible 
the  British  Ifr/tise  r/f  Commons  could  view 
thiit  utrtjggh;  with  indifference.  It  was  not 
a  struggle  for  an  abstract  idea;  it  was  the 
effort  of  an  united  people  determined  to 
maintain  the  constitution  which  had  been 
handed  down  to  them  for  centuries — a  con- 
stitution which  had  been  sworn  to  by  all 
their  sovereigns  even  so  late  as  last  year, 
and  by  virtue  of  which  oath  alone  the  Em- 
peror of  Austria  held  any  rightful  sway 
over  the  country.  The  constitution  of 
Hungary  was  as  similar  to  the  constitution 
of  this  country  as  any  mentioned  by  his- 
tory. It  consisted  of  three  estates.  King, 
Lords,  and  Commons;  yet  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tyrone  had  ventured  to 
designate  it  as  an  *'  infamous  constitu- 
tion." That  word  would  attach  to  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  when  he  went 
forth  he  would  be  pointed  at  as  the  man 
who  had  ventured  not  only  to  call  the  Hun- 
i  n  constitution  "  infamous,*'  but  who 
ven  spoken  of  the  **  infamous'*  Kos- 
Why,  if  there  were  defects  in  that 
)n,  they  had  been  cured  by  the 
blished  by  that  illustrious  man. 


Lndwig  Kflssnfth.  Bet  tiie  fnmiifai  of  Hvn- 
irarian  libertr,  like  the  enemies  of  Polish 
liberty,  and  fike  all  who  spoke  on  the  side 
of  despotism,  invariably  resorted  to  the 
praetice  of  pointing  oat  defects  which  had 
exbted  long  since,  ntteHy  forgetting  the 
reforms  since  accompli^ied.  They  were 
perpetnaDy  speaking  of  the  faohs  of  the 
Polish  constitution  of  former  days,  eotirdj 
overlooking  the  reforms  of  1791;  and  now 
they  spoke  only  of  the  evils  of  the  Hunga- 
rian constitution,  passng  wholly  by  the 
reforms  established  by  Kossuth,  to  whom 
the  country  was  indebted  for  the  fibertj  of 
the  peasants  and  of  the  press.  He  denied 
that  Count  Szechni  was  the  only  author  of 
the  great  reforms  that  had  been  made  in 
Hungary;  and  if  the  Hungarian  constitn- 
tion  was  so  "  infamous,"  why  had  tiie 
Emperor  of  Austria  sworn  to  m^tain  it? 
He  thought  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs 
did  him  great  honour.  It  would  have  tiie 
effect  of  increasing  the  popularity  which 
he  was  happy  to  see  his  noble  Friend  en- 
joy in  the  country.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  the  necessity  of  having  Austria 
strong  and  potent  as  a  means  of  maintain* 
ing  the  balance  of  power  in  Europe.  He 
had  been  himself  of  that  opinion  as  long 
as  there  was  a  chance  of  its  being  carried 
out;  but  now  that  Austria  had  ci^ed  in 
Russian  aid,  she  was  to  be  considered 
henceforth  as  merely  the  tool  of  Russia. 
That  was,  he  thought,  another  reason  why 
the  independence  of  Hungary  ought  to  be 
maintained;  and  his  belief  was  that  the 
true  establishment  of  the  balance  of  power 
in  Europe  would  be  in  the  restoration  of 
Poland,  and  the  re-establishment  of  both 
Poland  and  Hungary  as  independent 
States.  He  believed  that  nothing  would 
tend  more  to  the  commercial  advantage  of 
this  country  than  having  powerful  consti- 
tutional Governments  in  Eastern  Europe. 
He  was  glad  to  have  heard  the  noble  Lord 
state  his  determination  to  lose  no  oppor- 
tunity of  remonstrating  against  the  at- 
tempts to  put  down  the  Hungarians  in 
their  righteous  struggle.  He  certainly  felt 
great  satisfaction  at  this  debate,  because 
he  thought  it  would  have  the  effect  of  en- 
lightening the  public  on  the  real  state  of 
things,  and  at  any  rate  it  would  show  the 
great  interest  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  well  as  the  country  at  large,  felt 
in  the  struggle  which  was  now  going  on  to 
establish  liberty  in  the  east  of  Europe. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  after  the  almost  una- 
nimous expression  of  opinion  that  had  been 
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exhibited  daring  this  debate,  he  would  only 
say  a  very  few  words.  He  wished  merely 
to  draw  attention  to  the  fact,  that  Russia 
was  steadily  advancing  her  power,  and  that 
according  as  her  influence  extended  to  ter- 
ritory after  territory,  the  sale  of  British 
manufactures  receded.  This  was  the  case 
with  the  trade  of  this  country  with  Molda- 
via and  Wallachia;  and  the  present  events 
in  Hungary  would,  if  Russian  influence 
succeeded,  shut  out  England  from  one  of 
her  most  important  markets.  There  was 
an  opportunity  of  sending  goods  to  the 
value  of  16,000,000?.  a  year  to  the  Hun- 
garian market;  and  at  a  time  when  British 
commerce  received  so  many  blows,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  so  protect  the 
interests  of  this  country  that  they  would 
not  suffer  in  any  new  arrangements  that 
might  be  entered  into  by  Russia  with  re- 
gard to  the  Austrian  territories. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  that 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  intimated  that  there 
were  no  oflicial  papers  to  produce,  he 
would,  of  course,  not  press  his  Motion. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to.  ] 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  reported. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Four  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  July  23.  1849. 

MiNUTis.]  A  CoNFBBXNCB.  Incumbered  Estates  (Ire- 
land). 

PuBUC  Bills. — l^  Attachments,  Courts  of  Record  (Ire- 
land) :  New  Zealand  Land  Conveyances ;  Stamp,  6lc. 
Allowances:  Judgments  (Ireland). 
T*  Stock  in  Trade ;  Advance  of  Money  (Athlone  to  Gal- 
way  Railway) ;  Joint  Stock  Companies  Act  (1848)  Amend- 
ment ;  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  (No.  S) ;  Small  Debts 
Act  Amendment ;  Borough  Relief;  Petty  Bag,  &c  Of- 
fices Amendment;  Labouring  Poor  Act  Amendment; 
Land  Improvement  Amendment;  Inland  Poets  (Colo- 
nies) ;  County  Rates,  6lc*  ;  Poor  Relief  (Cities  and  Bo^ 
roughs). 
Reported,— Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) ;  Highway  Rates ; 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland) ;  Excise 
Benevolent  Fund  Society ;  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2) ; 
Newgate  Gaol  (Dublin). 
30  Militia  Ballots  Suspension ;  Indictable  OtPsnca  (Ire- 
land) ;  Summary  Convictions  (Ireland). 

Petitions  PRKesNTED.  By  the  Earl  of  Rosse,  fh>m  Cork, 
and  several  other  Places,  for  the  Restoration  of  the  Ten 
Suppressed  Sees  ;  also  from  Kildare,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Irish  Poor  Law. — By  Earl  Nelson,  fh>m  the  Clergy 
and  Laity  of  the  Church  of  England,  for  an  Alteration 
of  a  certain  Portion  of  the  Criminal  Law  Consolidation 
Bill.— By  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  from  Nottingham  and 
Newark,  for  the  Restoration  of  Protective  Duties  on  Forw 
eign  Produce. 

ELECTION  OF  SHERIFFS. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  peti- 


tion from  John  Remington  Mills,  of  Engle- 
field  Green,  in  the  county  of  Surrey,  pray- 
ing that  measures  may  he  adopted  for 
remedying  certain  ahuses  in  the  election 
of  Sheriff  for  the  city  of  London.  Mr. 
Mills  was  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  re- 
spectahility,  residing  at  a  distance  of 
twenty  miles  from  London.  He  had  no 
vote  for  the  choice  of  the  representatives 
of  the  city  of  London  in  Parliament ;  he 
had  no  vote  in  the  choice  of  its  principal 
representatives  and  officers  ;  he  interfered 
not  in  the  management  of  civic  affairs  ; 
but,  nevertheless,  the  citizens  had  singled 
him  out  as  a  fit  man  to  serve  the  office  of 
sheriff  of  London  and  Middlesex,  and  he 
had  heen  obliged  to  pay  a  fine  of  600Z.  to 
avoid  filling  that  office.  In  tlie  election  of 
sheriffs  for  other  counties,  whenever  a 
gentleman  resided  out  of  the  county,  and 
pleaded  his  non- residence  as  a  reason  for 
his  not  serving  as  sheriff,  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  always  considered  that  as  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  not  forcing  the  appoint- 
ment upon  him.  The  petitioner  prayed 
their  Lordships  to  pass  an  Act  exempting 
parties  who  were  not  resident  in  the  city 
of  London  from  serving  as  sheriffs  for  it. 
There  were  always  parties  enough  willing 
to  undertake  the  office,  and  he  had  even 
known  parties  who  had  gone  to  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  the  poll  open  for  some 
days  in  order  to  secure  it.  Great  abuses 
had  arisen  from  this  mode  of  electing 
parties  to  serve  as  sheriffs  who  it  was 
known  would  not  serve.  In  the  year 
1806,  twenty-three  persons  who  would  not 
serve  the  office  were  elected  sheriffs,  and 
15,800^  had  thus  been  brought  into  the 
city  coffers.  In  the  last  twenty-seven 
years,  64,000^.  had  thus  been  levied  upon 
parties  whom  the  corporation  knew  to  be 
reluctant  to  serve  this  office.  He  did  not 
mean  to  deny  that  this  practice  was  sanc- 
tioned by  long  and  immemorial  usage, 
neither  did  he  mean  to  complain  of  this 
abstract  right  of  the  corporation  ;  but  he 
should  make  a  proposition  upon  this  sub- 
ject when  the  first  Corporation  Bill  came 
under  the  consideration  of  their  Lordships. 
Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  MONTE AGLE  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  to  a  dictum  which 
was  said  to  have  fallen  from  a  high  legal 
functionary  (the  Lord  Chief  Baron),  in  re- 
lation to  a  late  lunatic  case  as  a  lunatic. 
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It  was  this — that  no  one  is  justified  in 
placing  in  custody  any  person  who  is  not 
dangerous  to  himself  or  others.  That  dic- 
tum had  created  great  surprise  among 
those  who  had  heard  it ;  for  everybody , 
must  be  aware  that  the  great  majority  of 
persons  detained  in  custody  in  lunatic 
asylums  were  no  more  dangerous  to  them- 
selves or  others  than  any  of  the  noble 
Lords  whom  he  was  addressing.  Not  only 
would  great  inconvenience  arise  if  this 
were  the  state  of  the  law,  but  great  cruelty 
and  inhumanity  would  be  certain  to  be  the 
consequences  of  it ;  for,  to  any  one  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  lunacy,  it  was 
well  known  that  all  chances  of  recovering 
from  it  were  connected  with  the  early 
treatment  of  it.  In  its  early  development, 
the  curative  process  was  most  efficient ; 
whereas  if  you  withheld  that  process  till 
the  malady  became  inveterate,  the  proba- 
bility was  that  the  process  would  not  be 
curative.  The  evil  consequences  of  this 
state  of  the  law,  if  law  it  was,  were  already 
manifesting  themselves  in  many  hospitals 
and  lunatic  asylums.  Since  the  publica- 
tion of  this  opinion  of  a  learned  Judge, 
many  notices  had  been  given  by  parishes 
that  they  would  not  be  answerable  for  the 
expenses  of  pauper  lunatics,  except  where 
they  were  dangerous  to  themselves  or 
others.  He  prophesied  that  in  the  inter- 
val between  the  close  of  the  present  and 
the  commencement  of  the  next  Session, 
there  would  be  many  actions  commenced 
by  speculating  solicitors,  which  would  lead 
to  tho  most  distressing  results.  If  the 
law  were  such  as  this  high  legal  function- 
ary had  stated  to  be,  he  would  undertake 
to  say  that  there  was  not  a  single  esta- 
blishment in  the  country  for  the  relief  of 
lunacy  which  was  not  carried  on  contrary 
to  law.  Great  confusion  would  ensue,  and 
it  was  on  this  ground  that  he  took  the  li- 
berty of  mentioning  this  matter.  There 
was  a  letter  on  this  subject  addressed  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Lunacy,  pointing  out  all  these 
inconveniences,  and  he  hoped  that  that 
letter  would  be  laid  upon  the  table  before 
the  next  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  this 
subject  was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
thanked  his  noble  Friend  for  bringing  it 
thus  prominently  forward.  It  was,  how- 
ever, idle  for  their  Lordships  to  say  any- 
thing upon  it  now,  as  the  subject  was  still 
sub  judice,  and  their  Lordships  might 
have  to  decide  upon  it  in  their  judicial  ca- 
pacity.    It  was  clear  to  him  that,  if  the 


learned  Judge  had  really  stated  upon  the 
trial  what  he  was  represented  to  have 
stated,  there  must  be  a  motion  for  a  new 
trial;  it  could  not  be  avoided.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  everything  which  ought  to  be 
done  had  been  done  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  that  the  account  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  quoted  must  be  inaccu- 
rate. He  could  not  conclude,  however, 
without  recommending  speculating  attor- 
neys to  bring  no  actions  upon  this  dictum; 
for,  if  they  did,  they  certainly  would  have 
their  own  costs  to  pay.  Nothing,  however, 
could  be  done  in  the  matter  tul  next  Mi- 
chaelmas term. 

Bill  reported,  without  amendment. 

STOCK  IN  TRADE  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read^ 
ing  read. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  he 
believed  that  it  had  been  the  custom  of  the 
House  for  some  years  to  pass  this  Bill 
sub  silentio.  Their  Lordslups  were  well 
aware  what  the  nature  of  the  Bill  was, 
namely,  to  exempt  stock  in  trade  from 
paying  its  quota  towards  the  poor-rates  of 
the  country.  He  would  not  go  back  to 
the  causes  which  had  induced  their  Lord- 
ships and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
to  remain  silent  when  the  subject  had  been 
brought  before  them,  and  annually  to  let 
this  Bill  pass  without  comment  or  observa- 
tion. But  he  believed  that  the  tendency 
of  recent  legislation,  by  which  additional 
burdens  had  been  imposed  upon  a  particu- 
lar class  of  property  in  this  country,  had 
been  to  aggravate  to  an  immense  extent 
the  evil  and  injustice  of  which  he  was 
about  to  complain  as  resulting  from  this 
measure.  On  looking  at  the  official  re- 
turns made  to  their  Lordships  and  to  the 
other  House,  he  saw  that  in  the  year 
184:7  the  assessment  on  which  the  poor- 
rate  was  made  was  67,000,0001.  In 
184:7  the  poor-rate  amounted  to  5,200.000^. 
and  some  odd  thousands;  and  in  1848,  on 
the  same  assessment,  the  poor-rate  was 
increased  by  the  sum  of  882,000^,  being 
at  that  period  in  the  whole  6,180,000^. 
Without  going  into  the  causes  of  such  au 
increase  in  one  year,  their  Lordships  must 
at  once  see  what  an  immense  aggravation 
that  difference  made  with  respect  to  the 
property  which  was  rated.  All  this  vast 
amount  was  raised  on  what  was  called  real 
property;  and  when  they  saw  that  that  por- 
tion of  real  property  which  was  ealled  the 
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agricultural  interest  or  landed  property — 
when  they  saw  that  the  rental  of  that  de- 
scription of  property  in  England  and 
Wales  amounted  at  the  last  estimate  to 
40,000.000^,  the  proportion  then  which 
the  land  alone  was  called  upon  to  contri- 
bute in  the  year  1847  was  3,200,000^  out 
of  the  whole  sum  of  5,200,000^.,  the  rest 
being  charged  upon  the  manufactories, 
mills,  household  property,  <kc.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  draw  any  comparison 
as  to  the  disparity  of  taxation  as  bearing 
on  the  agricultural  and  manufacturing  inter- 
ests; but  when  they  saw  that  67,000,000^. 
were  alone  taxed  towards  this  particular 
impost;  when  they  also  looked  at  the 
result  of  the  property  tax,  it  was  clear 
that  a  vast  mass  of  the  property  of  the 
country  was  exempt  from  this  tax,  which 
was  imposed  by  one  of  the  wisest  Sove- 
reigns of  this  country,  on  the  purest  and 
best  principles  of  Christian  charity  and 
policy — namely,  that  the  destitute  poor 
should  be  supported  by  the  property  of  the 
country.  He  was  glad  to  hear  it  stated 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  contem- 
plated some  reforms  upon  this  point,  and 
that  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
declared  that  not  another  year  should  pass 
without  the  Government  giving  its  full 
attention  to  this  most  important  subject. 
If  it  would  not  be  considered  presumptuous 
in  him,  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  plan  which  he  would 
propose  as  a  remedy  for  the  inequalities 
which  were  admitted  on  all  hands  to  exist 
with  respect  to  this  rate.  If  they  looked 
at  the  result  of  the  property  tax,  they  would 
find  that  that  tax  amounted  as  nearly  as 
possible  to  the  amount  of  the  poor-rate; 
but  it  was  raised  on  a  poundage  of  3  per 
cent.  It  therefore  was  an  easy  calculation 
for  their  Lordships  to  make,  that  the  pro- 
perty on  which  the  property  tax  was  raised 
must  amount  to  nearly  200,000,000^  Ac- 
cording to  this  calculation,  it  would  ap- 
pear that  110,000,000^.  or  120,000.000^. 
escaped  paying  anything  whatever  for  the 
support  of  the  poor.  They  had,  no  doubt, 
often  heard  of  exemptions  and  immunities 
enjoyed  by  particular  classes,  but  he  cer- 
tainly had  never  heard  before  of  one  so 
monstrous  as  this.  Moreover,  it  was  one 
which  applied  to  a  subject  having  reference 
to  that  which  was  a  Christian  duty  — 
namely,  the  support  of  the  destitute  poor 
of  the  country.  He  had  heard  a  great  deal 
said  on  this  subject.  He  had  heard  it 
asked  why,  in  the  course  of  the  last  two 
stormy  years,  England  had  escaped  all  the 


horrors  and  troubles  of  revolution.  He 
was  ready  to  point  out  one  principal  rea- 
son. There  was,  in  the  first  place,  our 
liberal  constitution,  which  afforded  an  op- 
portunity for  the  removal  of  undisputed 
causes  of  discontent,  and  we  had  a  Sove- 
reign the  most  virtuous  that  ever  sat  on  a 
throne;  but  he  thought  that  the  main  rea- 
son was  to  be  found  in  the  existence  of  out* 
poor-laws,  which  protected  the  poor,  and 
formed  a  link  between  them  and  the  rich, 
which  did  not  exist  in  any  other  country. 
Such  being  the  case,  he  hoped  that  Het* 
Majesty's  Government  would  give  the  coun- 
try some  assurance  that  this  subject  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of  next  Session.  He  beg- 
ged them  to  consider  whether  any  scheme 
of  relief  would  not  be  hopeless  if  they 
mixed  it  up  with  county  rates,  prison 
rates,  and  all  the  other  rates  for  local  tax- 
ation. He  believed  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  revise  this  law,  they 
should  make  it  a  law  per  se.  They  should 
make  it  at  once  a  poor- tax,  and  levy  it 
upon  all  kinds  of  property  without  discri- 
mination. It  would  thus  collect  the  same 
amount  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  as  now, 
even  if  the  incomes  under  150*.  should  not 
be  included.  If  that  property  were  in- 
cluded, it  would  make  a  difference  of  one- 
third  in  the  amount  levied  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor;  or,  in  other  words,  you  would 
receive  one-third  more  than  you  did  now 
for  that  object.  The  poor  in  that  casd 
would  only  be  a  burden  of  2  per  cent,  and 
not  of  8  per  cent,  on  the  real  property  of 
the  country.  It  had  been  said,  that  in 
such  a  case  there  would  be  no  control  over 
the  local  management  of  the  rates.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  find  an 
effectual  control  over  them.  They  had  al- 
ready a  return  of  the  amount  of  the  poor- 
rate  struck  for  the  whole  country.  They 
had  also  a  return  of  the  amount  raised  and 
spent  in  each  town  and  parish.  They 
would  be  certain,  by  a  rate  of  5d,  in  the 
pound  on  all  the  property  of  the  country, 
to  raise  sufficient  to  pay  all  that  had  been 
paid  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  during  an 
average  of  three  or  five  years,  as  they  chose 
to  take  it.  They  might  vote  a  general 
rate  of  that  kind  on  the  average  of  thd 
poor-rates  for  the  last  three  or  five  years, 
establishing  this  rule — that  each  parish 
should  receive  out  of  that  general  rate  only 
the  average  which  it  had  spent  fbr  the  last 
three  or  ^ve  years  for  the  relief  of  the  poor; 
and  that  if  it  exceeded  that  amount,  it 
should  make  it  good  by  a  rate  in  aid. 
The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  said,  that 
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this  was  a  subject  of  great  importance, 
which  had  been  discussed  elsewhere,  and 
which  was  very  fit  for  discussion  on  a  suit- 
able occasion.  He  assured  their  Lordships 
that  the  Government  would  not  neglect 
it,  when  the  question  came  in  a  larger 
shape  before  it.  He  would  briefly  state 
the  reason  why,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  pass  this  Bill  now.  This  Bill 
owed  its  origin  to  a  judgment  given  in  one 
of  the  courts  of  law  that  all  stock  in  trade 
was  liable  to  be  rated  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  There  was  at  the  same  time  an- 
other judgment  which  exempted  all  wages 
of  every  description  from  such  rating. 
Now,  ever  since  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth stock  in  trade  had  been  exempted 
from  the  poor-rate,  owing  to  the  difficulty, 
if  not  the  impossibility,  of  assessing  it. 
To  make  stock  in  trade  liable  to  the  poor- 
rate  at  this  time  of  day  would  be  some- 
thing like  the  imposition  of  a  new  tax  ex- 
clusively upon  the  trading  interests.  Now, 
the  effect  of  not  passing  this  Bill  would  be 
to  leave  the  Jaw  in  a  state  of  great  uncer- 
tainty, would  give  rise  to  constant  litiga- 
tion, and  woidd  enable  any  ratepayer  to 
call  in  question  the  legality  of  any  rate 
which  might  hereafter  be  levied.  Besides, 
the  present  mode  of  striking  the  rate  was 
not  so  great  a  hardship  to  the  agricultural 
interest  as  it  at  first  seemed.  It  would 
certainly  lead  to  a  diminution  of  the  pound- 
age of  the  rates  throughout  the  whole 
country,  and  therefore  throughout  the 
agricultural  parishes.  But  the  main  be- 
nefit of  the  system  would  fall  on  the 
parishes  near  the  place  in  which  their 
Lordships  were  sitting — for  instance,  in 
the  parishes  of  St.  James  and  St.  George, 
where  there  were  many  shopkeepers  with 
large  stocks  in  trade,  and  many  house- 
holders, who  had  no  property  in  the  parish 
save  the  mansions  in  which  they  resided. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  begged  their 
Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  entirely  con- 
curred with  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Malmesbury)  as  to  the  gross  injustice  of 
the  present  system  of  levying  the  poor- 
rate.  At  the  same  time  he  did  not  think 
that  the  agricultural  classes  would  gain 
very  much  by  the  abolition  of  the  exemp- 
tion of  stock  in  trade  from  liability  to  poor- 
rate.  He  understood  that  a  Member  of 
the  Government  in  another  place  had  pro- 
mised to  bring  in  a  measure  next  Session 
on  the  subject  of  general  rating;  and  if 
that  were  the  fact,  what  necessity  was 
there  for  passing  the  present  measure— 


because  the  Act  which  it  professed  to  con- 
tinue would  not  expire  until  the  end  of  the 
Session  of  1850  ?  When  they  spoke  of  the 
poor-rate  levied  on  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, they  should  remember  that  in  addi- 
tion to  that  burden  the  landed  interest  was 
subject  to  enormous  liabilities  for  county 
purposes,  such  as  the  building  of  new 
prisons,  lunatic  asylums,  <!^c.  The  agri- 
culturists were  compelled  from  time  to  time 
to  expend  large  sums  of  money  in  carrying 
out  the  fancy  of  any  visionary  that  chose 
to  propound  his  theories  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  whole  of  the  expense  of 
county  constabulary  was  borne  by  the  land- 
ed interest.  Now  he  believed  that  the 
only  mode  of  compelling  any  Government 
to  do  right  in  this  matter  was  by  refusing 
to  pass  these  suspension  Bills.  If  their 
Lordships  acted  thus,  the  Government 
would  be  compelled  without  delay  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  should  put  an  end 
to  the  injustice  of  the  present  system.  Un- 
less the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Granville)  would  rise  and  say  distinctly 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
next  Session  to  lay  before  the  House  a  sa- 
tisfactory measure  on  this  subject,  he  did 
not  think  that  this  Bill  ought  to  be  allow- 
ed to  pass. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  oppose  the  Bill. 
His  only  object  was  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment, without  delay,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
present  most  unjust  system  of  levying  the 
poor-rate. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  said,  that 
the  Government  had  promised,  through  the 
medium  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  to  introduce  a 
measure  next  Session  on  the  subject  of 
local  rating. 

Lord  STANLEY  could  not  help  saying 
that  the  law  on  this  subject  was  not  in  a 
satisfactory  state.  When  we  had  been 
compelled  for  seven  or  eight  years  to  intro- 
duce an  annual  Bill  to  supersede  the  ordi- 
nary law,  it  was  the  duty  of  Government, 
instead  of  refusing  to  discuss  the  question, 
to  take  the  initiative  in  curing  that  which 
all  parties  concurred  in  calling  an  ano- 
maly. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  reminded  Lord  Stan- 
ley that  this  Bill  had  passed  annually  for 
many  years  during  the  existence  of  the 
Administration  of  which  his  Lordship  had 
been  no  unimportant  Member.  By  the  al- 
most unanimous  consent  of  every  parish 
in  England  ever  since  the  original  enact- 
ment of  the  43d  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  per- 
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sonal  property  had  not  been  rated.  Twelve 
years  ago  it  was  discovered  that  the  poor- 
rates  had  been  illegally  levied  for  more 
than  two  centuries  and  a  half,  and  the  con- 
sequence was,  that  if  this  Bill  had  not  been 
passed,  no  rate  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
could  have  been  levied  without  great  litiga- 
tion. The  noble  Earl,  in  the  speech  which 
he  had  delivered  that  evening,  had  pro- 
posed nothing  more  or  less  than  a  national 
rate.  Now,  if  such  a  rate  were  to  be  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament,  the  chance  was,  that 
at  the  end  of  seven  years  it  would  be  just 
seven  times  the  amount  of  the  existing 
poor-rate. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 

Bill  read  2«. 

WAR  MEDALS. 
The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  rose  to  ask 
if  the  Government  would  not  consent  to 
extend  the  general  orders  of  the  Admiralty 
and  Army,  by  adding  actions  both  by  sea 
and  land,  to  which  war  medals  should  be 
granted.  He  would  instance,  in  the  first 
place,  the  expedition  to  Egypt  as  illustrat- 
ing the  ungenerous  manner  in  which  the 
Government  dealt  with  men  who  had  risked 
their  lives  in  defence  of  the  nation's  in- 
terests. That  expedition  was  admitted  by 
the  French  generals  to  have  been  one  of 
the  most  dashing,  daring,  and  ably  ex- 
ecuted exploits  ever  accomplished.  The 
landing  of  the  troops  was  especially  de- 
serving of  admiration — upwards  of  5,000 
men  having  been  placed  on  the  shore  in 
five  or  six  minutes,  ready  for  action.  The 
success  of  that  army  was  of  no  ordinary 
nature  ;  they  took  above  22,000  prisoners; 
and  yet  the  Government,  which  had  grant- 
ed medals  for  actions  of  far  less  importance, 
had,  up  to  the  present  time,  neglected  to 
give  them  any  medals.  For  that  campaign 
he  found  that  three  peerages  had  been 
granted:  one  being  to  the  widow  of  Sir 
R.  Abercromby,  with  a  pension  of  2,000/. 
a  year ;  and  another  to  Sir  J.  H.  Hutch- 
inson ;  and  the  third  to  the  Admiral  who 
commanded  the  naval  force.  The  votes 
of  Parliament  were  twice  given  to  that 
army.  The  only  argument  which  he  had 
heard  for  not  granting  medals  to  the  men 
that  served  in  it,  was  that  the  superior 
officers  received  no  medals  from  the  Sove- 
reign of  that  time.  But  although  it  was 
not  the  practice  of  the  Crown  of  England 
to  bestow  medals  at  that  time,  yet  the 
King  of  England  permitted  his  son  to  give 
medals  to  the  officers  that  served  in  that 
war;  and  surely  there  could  not  be  the 


slightest  reason  why  ribbons  and  medals 
should  not  also  be  given  to  the  non-com- 
missioned officers,  soldiers,  and  sailors. 
For  the  capture  of  Washington,  also  a 
most  gallant  exploit,  no  medals  had  been 
given.  There  was  another  of  his  noble 
Friend's  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  great 
achievements,  the  passage  of  the  Bidassoa, 
upon  which  occasion  40,000  British  sol- 
diers of  the  line  were  passed  over  in  one 
day.  The  thanks  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament were  voted  to  the  army,  but  no 
medals  had  been  given  to  the  men  as  a 
reward  for  the  great  services  rendered  by 
them  upon  that  occasion.  Again,  medals 
had  been  given  for  the  capture  of  Mar- 
tinique, but  none  had  been  given  for  a 
more  important  service — the  capture  of 
the  Isle  of  France.  For  the  siege  and 
capture  of  Flushing,  also,  no  medals  had 
been  awarded.  Upon  the  occasion  of  the 
capture  of  four  American  vessels  in  Chesa- 
peake Bay,  no  medals  had  been  given;  while 
for  the  capture,  by  a  sloop,  of  a  small  vessel 
in  the  Channel,  rewards  had  been  given. 
Then  there  were  the  operations  under  Sir 
Edward  Owen,  all  of  which  were  entirely 
neglected.  Then  there  was  the  great 
campaign  in  India,  for  which  the  East 
India  Company  proposed  to  give  medals  to 
the  King's  soldiers,  but  was  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  the  Duke  of  York,  who 
was  then  commander-in-chief ;  and  to  this 
day  the  King's  troops  had  received  no 
medals,  whilst  the  East  India  Company's 
troops  had  received  one  for  their  share  in 
the  campaign.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
now  at  least  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  the  whole  of  this  subject  into 
their  serious  consideration,  and  do  justice 
to  those  old  veterans  who  had  so  much 
contributed  to  the  glory  of  the  empire. 
To  show  the  extreme  injustice  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  he  might  mention  that  an  old 
gentleman,  who  had  served  as  captain  in 
the  Navy,  and  who  had  been  fifty-one  years 
in  Her  Majesty's  service — who  had  been 
engaged  on  fifty  different  occasions  with  the 
enemy,  and  five  times  shipwrecked — who 
had  lost  a  leg  and  part  of  a  thigh — who  had 
received  three  most  desperate  wounds — 
and  who  bore  so  high  a  character  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (whose  loss 
they  must  all  deplore)  appointed  him  to  be 
one  of  the  captains  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
— this  old  gentleman,  for  his  lengthened 
and  honourable  service,  had  received — 
how  many  medals  did  their  Lordships  sup- 
pose ?  Not  one,  because  he  did  not  hap- 
pen to  have  served  in  any  of  those  actions  . 
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which  the  Government  had  h^en  pleased 
to  select  for  the  favours  of  the  Crown. 
There  were  several  similar  instances  of 
hardship.  The  Government  excused  them- 
selves for  not  rewarding  many  of  those 
old  veterans  on  \he  ground  tbf^t  they  had 
never  hecn  engaged  in  general  actions  ; 
byt  any  man  at  all  acquainted  with  warfare 
knew  that  skirmishes  were  frequently  at- 
tended with  more  danger  than  general  ac- 
tions ;  and  that  many  men,  in  consequence 
of  the  wounds  which  they  received  in  those 
skirmishes,  were  prevented  from  taking 
part  in  the  general  action  which  followed. 
He  therefore  hegged  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ex- 
tend the  General  Orders  of  the  Admiralty 
and  Army  by  adding  actions  both  by  sea 
and  land  in  the  distribution  of  war  medals? 
At  the  same  tin^e  he  begged  to  move  for 
returns,  to  the  production  of  which,  he 
was  quite  sure,  bis  noble  Friend  could  have 
np  objection,  namely,  nominal  return  of 
the  fictions  for  which  medals  had  been 
awarded  by  sea  and  by  land  from  1794  to 
1814,  both  inclusive,  in  pursuance  of  the 
General  Orders  of  the  Admiralty  and 
Horse  Guards ;  secondly,  a  return  of 
actions  and  military  and  naval  operations, 
for  which  the  thanks  of  Parliament  have 
been  voted  up  to  the  present  time ;  and 
also,  lists  of  the  actions  which  regiments 
are  permitted  to  have  emblazoned  on  their 
standards  and  colours. 

£abl  grey  said,  the  great  difficulty  in 
acceding  to  the  desire  which  had  been  so 
strongly  expressed  of  medals  being  grant- 
ed for  services  in  the  late  war  was,  how  to 
ascertain  the  particular  service  in  respect 
to  which  this  honour  should  be  granted. 
It  was  a  subject  of  difficulty  almost  insur^ 
mountable,  at  this  period  of  time,  to  in- 
vestigate what  was  the  degree  of  merit  of 
each  individual  in  a  war  that  took  place 
more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  since. 
On  the  other  baud,  he  must  remind  his 
noble  Friend  that  he  himself,  when  he 
originally  brought  this  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  their  Lordships,  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  not  desirable 
that  those  honours  should  be  given  without 
distinction.  His  noble  Friend  deemed,  as 
every  person  must,  that  to  give  without 
discrimination  to  every  one  in  the  Army 
during  the  war  a  medal,  whether  the  ser- 
vice in  which  he  was  engaged  w^as  impor- 
tant or  not,  would  be  exceedingly  incon- 
venient, not  to  say  injurious.  If  this  were 
not  to  be  the  rule  pursued — ^if  they  were 


not  to  give  the  medal  without  disorimina-r 
tion  to  all  persons  serving  during  the  war, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  find  some 
rule  or  other  by  which  they  could  deter^ 
mine  what  were  to  be  the  particular  ser-. 
vices  and  actions  in  respect  to  which  that 
honour  would  be  granted.  After  much 
consideration  and  consulting  the  noble 
Duke  at  the  table  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton), it  was  thought,  on  the  whole,  the  best 
rule  would  be  (though  in  some  cases  that 
rule  might  not  be  quite  satisfactory,  still 
on  the  whole  the  best  rule  would  be)  to  be 
guided  by  the  estimation  of  the  services 
at  the  time  they  were  performed — to  look 
back  to  the  records  of  those  days,  and  to 
give  a  medal  to  every  officer  and  soldier 
where,  according  to  the  practice  of  that 
day,  a  medal  was  given  to  the  superior 
officer  only.  In  the  Navy  it  was  found 
that  medals  were  not  given  so  extensively 
as  in  the  Army,  and  different  rules  were 
suggested  by  the  committee  of  naval  of- 
ficers who  considered  the  subject.  Ac-^ 
cording  to  the  plan  on  which  the  medal 
was  distributed,  there  were  many  servicea 
to  which  the  noble  Duke  had  adverted,  of 
very  great  use,  excluded,  and  more  especi- 
ally the  expedition  to  Egypt.  He  believed, 
considering  the  difficulties  to  be  struggled 
with,  the  manner  in  which  the  expedition 
was  conducted,  and  the  glorious  success 
with  which  it  was  finally  crowned,  there 
wi^s  nothing  that  did  more  honour  to  tho 
British  arms.  Whether  any  alteration  in 
the  rule  could  be  made  without  leading  to 
the  indiscriminate  extension  of  the  medal 
to  which  he  had  adverted,  that  would  in- 
clude the  services  in  Egypt,  had  been  again 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govempnent,  and  was  not  yet 
decided.  He  must  say  that  this  was  a 
question  to  be  considered  with  a  good  deal 
of  care.  It  would  not  do  to  take  any 
course  that  would  lead  to  that  indiscrimi- 
nate distribution  of  those  medals  that 
would  deprive  them  of  their  just  value, 
for  the  value  of  any  distinction  of  the 
kind  depended  entirely  on  the  discrimina- 
tion with  which  it  was  bestowed.  If  It 
were  given  in  profusion,  and  without  pro- 
per consideration  of  the  grounds  on  which 
it  was  bestowed,  it  would  very  soon  cease 
to  be  of  any  value  at  all.  It  was  because 
they  had  hitherto  been  given  in  this  conn- 
try  with  so  much  discrimination,  that  they 
possessed  so  much  value.  All  he  would 
say  was,  that  the  subject  should  be  well 
considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Governmenty 
with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  adopt  a  general 
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rule,  by  which  particular  services  oould  be 
recognised  without  any  of  those  incon- 
yeuiences. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  measure  that  was 
adopted  by  the  Order  of  1847  was  exactly 
that  which  was  desired  by  those  to  whom 
this  distinction  ought  to  be  granted.  The 
complaint  originally  was,  that  a  medal  had 
been  granted  for  the  services  performed  in 
Flanders — at  Waterloo — and  that  a  medal 
was,  on  the  same  plan,  subsequently  grant- 
ed for  services  performed  in  the  East  In- 
dies; but  that  such  medal  was  not  granted 
to  those  who  had  served  in  the  array  in 
the  Peninsula;  and  certainly,  when  Her 
Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  consent 
to  confer  distinctions  upon  those  officers 
and  soldiers,  ho  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
considered  that  the  very  line  adopted — 
that  is  to  say,  granting  medals  to  those 
who  had  been  engaged  in  services  which 
had  been  already  held  desei*ving  of  com- 
memoration by  the  estimation  in  which 
those  services  were  held  at  the  time  when 
they  were  performed — was  a  measure  that 
would  give  satisfaction  to  all  concerned. 
Their  Lordships  must  observe  that  it  was 
the  Crown  that  conferred  these  distinctions, 
and  they  were  valuable  because  they  were 
conferred  by  the  Crown;  and  whatever 
officers  and  soldiers  might  feel  at  receiving 
the  approbation  of  that  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  it  was  not  that  House  or 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  that  created 
the  value  of  this  distinction — it  was  its 
being  conferred  by  the  Crown.  Those 
who  had  the  honour  of  advising  the  So- 
vereign on  such  a  subject  as  this,  must 
find  out  the  means  of  discovering  the  ser- 
vices which  were  performed  thirty,  forty, 
fifty  years  ago,  and  which  were  at  that 
time  most  highly  considered,  and  most 
particularly  by  the  Crown,  as  deserving  its 
approbation,  and  the  honour  of  being  com- 
memorated. That  was  the  ground  on  which 
Her  Majesty's  servants  must  have  consid- 
ered it  their  duty  to  advise  Her  Majesty; 
and  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  really 
must  say  that  he  always  considered  that 
the  advice  which  they  gave  was  most  likely 
to  be  satisfactory  to  those  upon  whom  the 
honour  was  to  be  conferred.  It  might  be 
right  to  extend  the  principle  further;  but 
with  respect  to  individual  cases,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  advise  the  Crown  to  adopt 
any  principle  except  that  adverted  to  by 
^he  noble  Secretary  of  State,  namely,  to 
grant  a  medal  to  every  individual  who  hap« 


pened  to  be  employed  on  foreign  servicQ 
during  the  war.  But  would  any  roan  feel 
any  distinction  in  such  a  grant?  Certainly 
not.  The  distinction  would  be  aocepte4» 
and  might  be  worn;  but  no  man  would  feel 
satisfaction  in  being  distinguished  for  no- 
thing except  that  he  served  abroad  during 
the  war.  In  each  of  the  cases  where  me- 
dals were  given,  the  Sovereign  had  pur- 
sued, by  the  advice  of  Her  Ministers,  th& 
order  which  directed  that  these  services 
should  have  been  commemorated  by  strik- 
ing medals,  and  giving  one  of  each  to  the 
principal  officers ;  and  according  to  that 
rule  every  individual  who  was  present  in 
the  same  campaign,  and  received  that  mark 
of  distinction  from  the  Sovereign,  mus^ 
derive  satisfaction  ft*om  it.  He  would  not 
say  that  those  who  were  wounded  did  not 
deserve  any  distinction  that  could  be  given 
to  them;  but  the  principle  of  rewarding 
men  with  medals  merely  because  they  ha4 
been  wounded,  was  a  principle  not  hitherto 
acted  on.  There  were  many  wounded  men 
in  this  country  long  before  the  year  1794; 
but  it  was  never  proposed  to  reward  them  by 
distinctions  on  account  of  their  wounds.  He 
felt  for  those  men,  and  desired  to  see  them 
properly  considered;  but  what  he  wanted 
now  to  say  was,  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
grant  them  medals.  No  distinction  of  that 
sort  could  be  granted,  unless  regularly  re- 
commended to  the  Sovereign,  for  servioeg 
performed  twenty-five  or  fifty  years  ago ; 
and  he  did  not  see  how  that  could  be  done 
otherwise  than  by  the  general  rules  estab- 
lished in  1847. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  thought  the  me^ 
dais  ought  to  be  given  in  all  oases  in  which 
the  parties  engaged  had  received  the  thapka 
of  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  the  Sec<« 
retary  of  State  had  said  it  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  as  to 
whether  the  rule  might  not  further  be  ex-r 
tended  ;  and  that,  he  (Lord  Colchester) 
conceived,  was  an  extension  of  the  rule 
that  might  be  granted.  There  were  seve- 
ral services  of  great  importance,  and  well 
known,  which  were  excluded.  For  ex- 
ample, there  was  the  storming  of  Mpnte 
Video,  being  a  joint  expedition  of  the  Army 
and  Navy;  and  there  was  likewise  the 
expedition  to  Copenhagen. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  he  asked  for  medalf» 
and  not  for  orders,  for  the  Army  and  Navy. 
He  contended  that  for  such  services  as  he 
had  referred  to,  the  thanks  of  the  Parlia- 
ment were  not  sufficient.  Why  did  tb^y 
allow  the  colours  of  the  regunentd  to  1)9 
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emblazoned  with  the  names  of  the  actions, 
if  they  did  not  think  them  worthy  of  the 
honour  ?  Why  was  it  said,  when  colours 
were  presented  to  a  regiment,  **  These  are 
the  actions  in  which  the  regiment  was  en- 
gaged, on  the  colours;  see  what  the  men 
belonging  to  the  regiment  did  heretofore  ; 
do  you  hereafter  emulate  their  fame.** 
They  should,  he  submitted,  give  a  medal 
to  every  man  who  served  in  the  actions 
emblazoned  on  the  colours.  He  did  not 
understand  that  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Earl  Gre}')  was  totally  disinclined  to  ac- 
cede to  his  proposition;  and  if  ho  would 
permit,  he  would  send  him  a  paper  drawn 
up  with  considerable  care,  and  showing 
the  justice  of  the  case,  and  the  services 
that  have  been  performed.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  no  objection  to 
grant  the  return. 

Earl  GREY  was  understood  to  signify 
assent. 

Returns  ordered. 

TITLES  OF  RELIGIOUS  CONGREGATIONS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee,  according  to  order. 

Lord  REDBSDALE  said,  he  had 
spoken  with  several  influential  persons  be- 
longing to  Scotland  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill;  and  as  there  was  no  urgent  necessity 
of  any  kind  calling  for  the  measure,  he 
earnestly  hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Campbell)  would  not  insist  on  press- 
ing it  forward  this  Session. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  there  could  not 
possibly  be  any  objection  to  this  Bill,  and 
therefore  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  oppose  its  progress.  It  was  well  un- 
derstood that  in  Scotland  the  Bill  was  ap- 
proved of  by  all  religious  congregations. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  saw  no  ne- 
cessity for  pressing  this  Bill  through  with 
such  haste  at  the  end  of  the  Session. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Camp- 
bell) said  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
this  Bill;  but  with  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  ability  and  learning  of  the  noble  Lord, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  must  say,  he 
could  not  confide  in  him,  or  any  other 
learned  Lord  in  that  House,  on  a  question 
where  the  law  of  Scotland  was  concerned ; 
first,  because  they  must  be  ignorant  of  the 
law  of  Scotland;  and.  next,  because  they 
were  sure  to  show  partiality. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham,  as  we  un- 
derstood), whose  opinion,  although  he  was 
not  then  present,  was  always  deserving  of 
respect,  had  had  the  object  of  the  Bill 


explained  to  him,  and  declared  himself  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  it;  and  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  Scotland,  who  surely  had  some 
acquaintance  w^ith  the  law  of  Scotland, 
also  approved  of  the  Bill.  The  eflect,  and 
only  effect,  of  this  Bill  was  simply  this — 
that  whereas,  at  present,  on  the  death  of  a 
trustee,  there  must  be  great  delay,  expense, 
embarrassment,  and  often  long  and  expen- 
sive litigation,  before  a  new  set  of  trustees 
could  be  constituted,  by  this  Bill  that  ne- 
cessity was  obviated;  and  when  the  con- 
veyance was  once  made,  the  property  re- 
mained in  these  trustees  in  secula  seculo- 
rum. 

Bill  reported,  without  amendment. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  then  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  To-morrow. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  that  day  three  months. 

On  Question  that  **  To-morrow  '*  stand 
part  of  the  Motion, 

House  divided  :  —  Contents  17 ;  Not- 
Contcnts  23  :  Majority  6. 

Resolved  in  the  Negative;  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  on  this  day  three  months. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the  Re- 
port of  the  Amendment  read.  Amend- 
ments reported  accordingly. 

Clause  8,  which  provided  that  rent- 
charges,  by  way  of  annuity  and  jointure, 
should  be  made  liable  to  deductions  for 
poor-rate  having  been  proposed,  was  struck 
out. 

On  Clause  10, 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  as  the  clause 
had  been  disposed  of,  he  was  only  anxious 
that  the  Bill  should  be  made  as  generallj 
useful  as  possible.  He  wished  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  this  clause,  which 
provided  that  occupiers  should  not  deduct 
from  the  rent  more  than  one-half  the 
amount  of  the  rate  paid.  The  Poor  Law 
Act  provided  that  where  the  person  occu- 
pying any  property  rated  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  shall  be  liable  to  pay  rent  in  re- 
spect of  the  same,  he  might  deduct  from 
the  rent  one-half  of  the  rate  paid  in  re- 
spect of  each  pound  of  the  net  annual 
value  (whether  such  rent  shall  be  greater 
or  less  than  such  annual  value),  and  so 
in  proportion  for  any  less  sum  than  a 
pound.  That  was  the  enactment  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  this  clause.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  terms  of  the  clause 
applied  only  to  the  immediate  occupiers  or 
to  the  intermediate  lessees. 
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The  Marqoess  of  CLANRICARDE 
referred,  in  explaoation,  to  the  17th  and 
57th  Sections  of  the  first  Irish  Poor  Law 
Act  (1  &  2  Vict.,  c.  56). 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  11, 

Lord  MONTEAQLE  submitted  the 
Amendments  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
— first,  that  all  orders  made  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  for  the  snbdi vision  of 
unions  and  the  establishment  of  new  unions 
of  a  smaller  size,  and  therefore  better 
suited  for  the  efi^ectual  relief  of  the  poor, 
and  for  erecting  or  providing  additional 
workhouses  therein,  together  with  any  si- 
milar orders  for  new  arrangements  made 
in  relation  to  the  area  of  electoral  divisions, 
with  the  view  of  reducing  such  area,  and 
adopting,  as  far  as  practicable,  boundaries 
more  generally  conterminous  with  property, 
shall  be  included  in  the  reports  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  be  laid  an- 
nually before  Parliament.  The  noble  Lord 
observed  that  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers' powers  were  most  despotic,  and  his 
object  was  to  let  their  Lordships  and  the 
public  see  how  those  powers  were  exer- 
cised. The  next  Amendment  was  that  it 
should  be  lawful  for  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, upon  the  request  of  one-third 
of  the  guardians  of  any  union,  to  appoint 
one  fitting  and  proper  person  to  act  as  re- 
sident guardian,  for  the  unions  so  applying, 
in  the  execution  of  the  duty  of  guardian 
for  the  union  to  which  he  may  be  ap- 
pointed, in  the  same  manner,  in  all  re- 
spects, as  if  such  resident  assistant-guar- 
dian were  an  ex-officio  guardian  or  elected 
guardian  for  such  union;  and  that  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  should  be  autho- 
rised to  remove  such  assistant  guardian, 
and  to  appoint  another  from  time  to  time, 
and,  if  they  should  think  fit,  to  discontinue 
such  appointment  altogether  whenever 
they  considered  it  expedient  to  do  so. 

the  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  the  great  ob- 
jection he  felt  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Baron  (Lord  Monteagle)  was,  that  it 
cast  unequivocal  reflections  upon  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  in  Ireland.  He  could 
not  willingly  be  a  party  to  any  such  impu- 
tations on  that  most  meritorious  class  of 
public  servants. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  it  was  be- 
cause he  could  not  trust  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  nor  other  parties  acting 
under  their  immediate  authority,  but  really 
not  under  their  eifective  control,  that  he 
must  press  this  Amendment.     It  was  of 
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the  highest  consequence  that  these  assistant 
guardians  should  be  reappointed. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
could  not  understand  the  ground  of  his  noUe 
Friend's  reluctance  to  confide  in  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  with  regard  to  any 
objects  coming  within  the  scope  of  this 
clause.  His  noble  Friend  would  be  the 
first  to  admit  the  practical  fact,  that  in  the 
general  working  of  the  Bill  it  was  not  pos- 
sible to  dispense  with  that  degree  of  trust 
in  the  parties  in  question  for  the  due  dis- 
charge of  their  very  responsible  duties 
which  he  seemed  so  unwilling  to  concede 
in  this  particular  instance. 

Amendment,  with  a  verbal  alteration, 
substituting  the  words  "  board  of  guar- 
dians "  in  lieu  of  '*  a  majority  of  the  board 
of  guardians,"  passed. 

Several  other  Amendments  were  then 
proposed  by  Lord  Monteagle  and  other 
noble  Lords,  some  of  which  were  adopted, 
and  the  Bill  passed  through  the  Commit- 
tee. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  23,  1849. 

MiiruTBa.]  PuBuc  Bills.— 1^  Slave  Trade  (Penlaii  Gull) % 
Admiralty  Jurisdktioii  in  the  Cokmief. 

99  CoDioIidated  Fund ;  Treasury  Instrumenti ;  Houie  of 
Lords  Cotts  Taxation ;  Metropolitan  Sewen. 

Jlfpor/ed.— Cruelty  to  Animals  {  Protection  of  Women  t 
New  Forest  and  Waltham  Forest;  Pilotage {  Oenenl 
Board  of  Health ;  Drainage  of  Lands ;  Defects  in  Leasee 
Suspension. 

3^  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment ;  Colleetion 
of  Rates  (Dublin) ;  Dublin  Improvement  (No.  S) ;  At* 
tadimenti.  Courts  of  Record  (Ireland). 
Pktittoivb  PRisurrao.  By  Mr.  William  Evans,  fkom 
Holbrook,  for  Universal  SuflVage. — By  Captain  Dawson* 
from  the  Synod  of  Armagh  and  Monaghan,  for  the  Clergy 
ReUef  BUL— By  Mr.  Baring  Wall,  fh>m  several  Phuea, 
agumt,  and  by  Lord  Nugent,  from  Lambeth,  in  Civour 
of,  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  BUL— By  Mr.  Ed- 
ward Ellice,  from  Anstnither,  against  the  Sunday  Travel- 
ling  on  Railways  Bill ;  also  from  Cupar,  for  a  Uniform 
Rate  of  Postage  between  Great  Britain  and  the  Coloniea ; 
and  from  St  Andrew's,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Roads 
and  Bridges  of  Scotland.— By  Mr.  AgUonby,  from  Share- 
holden  in  the  Lancaster  and  Preston  Junction  Railway 
Company,  for  the  Postponement  of  the  Audit  of  Railway 
Accounts  Bill.- By  Viscount  Ebrington,  from  Plymouth* 
for  the  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill.— By  Mr.  Bou- 
verie,  from  Anstnither,  for  Repeal  of  the  Game  Laws.— 
From  Charles  Wye  Williams,  for  an  Alieration  of  the 
Pilotage  BiU.— By  Mr.  Brotherton,  from  Manchester,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill.— By  Lord  John  Hay,  from  Windsor,  for  the 
Protection  of  Women  BilL— By  Mr.  Parker,  from  Shef^ 
flekl,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr. 
G.  Cavendbh,  from  Glossop,  complaining  of  the  Number 
of  Toll-bars  and  Side-gates  on  the  Turnpike  Road  ftoni 
Stockport  to  Thomsett. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 
MB.HORSMAN:  The  Session  was  draw« 
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mg^  to  *  ciMe — the  jcmr*f  kgiikum  vm 
ftbo'st  t/>  t^nniii&ie — aod  die  ijneitioa  tlias 
BiWr*!!  T  f^ttmmi  to  tL*tii  ftll,  in  nrlewiz.:: 
ihjb  <iz  Bbonths'  UUmn  vm,  "  what  hAT« 
v«  d'>a«  f'>r  IreUod  ?  "  IrelADd  had  been 
trolj  d'es^bed  u  one  adjomiMd  debikt^. 
Tb^  di^cxL^ticfn*  on  it  hare  bcenprolonged 
— ia  what  had  tfaer  reaolted  ?  Their  k^U- 
lation  had  been  aetire— vhat  had  it  pro- 
daeed  ?  Ther  fofond  IreLuid  prostrate  in 
Febrttarr — had  ther  raised  her  in  Jnlj  ? 
Her  tf/rAiiifjn  vaa  one  aimo«t  of  deiipair 
vhen  ther  auembled — ^wai  it  one  of  hope 
aa  thej  diApened  ?  For  the  healing  of 
her  man  J  wounda — for  a  laiting  Bopplr 
i4  her  manj  wants  —  for  an  endoring 
amelioration  of  her  unparalleled  wreiehed- 
neM,  what  had  thej,  after  all,  accomplished? 
That  qoe^tion  would  be  pot  to  Irish  repre- 
•entatirea  who  were  about  to  reeroas  the 
Channel ;  it  was  one  which  the  represen- 
tatifes  of  Kngland,  also,  to  whom  Ireland 
was  chained,  eren  if  she  became  a  corpse, 
muftt  Mx^ncr  or  later  answer  to  their  con- 
st! tuenctefl,  and  their  own  conscience.  He 
would  cndearour  to  answer  it  not  bj  opin- 
ions but  facts.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  year  the  state  of  Ireland  was  one  of 
increasing  distress.  She  was  entering  on 
the  aggrarated  triab  of  a  fourth  year  of 
famine.  All  her  social  state  was  dis- 
organised; the  ruin  in  some  districts  was 
so  complete  that  60  per  cent  of  the 
population  were  receiving  relief— the  bur- 
den of  that  relief  had  broken  down  those 
who  had  to  pay  it.  While  the  landlords 
were  ruined,  the  tenants  absconded,  and 
their  lands  were  left  waste.  With  the 
rents  of  the  landlords  had  vanished  the 
means  of  employment;  and  with  no  means 
of  employment  there  was  no  produce  from 
the  soil.  Pauperism  increased  as  the  means 
of  supporting  it  diminished;  and  the  evils 
of  famine  perpetuated  themselves  in  new 
and  aggravated  forms.  The  moral  con- 
tamination of  the  workhouses,  as  described 
by  Mr.  Twislcton — the  demoralised  con- 
dition of  tlicir  flocks,  as  lamented  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests — the  extent  to 
which  workhouses  were  now  becoming  a 
refuge  for  deserted  women  and  children — 

Sointed  out  by  Captain  Kennedy,  as  evi- 
enco  of  the  weakening  of  all  natural  af- 
fections iu  families — was  not  new  to  the 
House;  he  had  himself,  on  former  occa- 
sions, dwelt  upon  it.  Colonel  Clarke  says 
before  the  Committee — 

*'  Ono  of  tho  most  wretched  features  of  the 
timoH  iH  tho  wretched  and  emaciated  appearance 
of  ths  ohildren.     They  como  into  the  workhouse 


f  cl«c&c4  with  nff,  sad  t&fpf  £*  'wtrj 

i  wish^a.  cvcotT-iaar  hAon  afiir  tbezr 

\    mj^Mr.hfj^inut,  '^ is  to reaaeed tkas enccpc  1 
:L<»  40C.4  of  lie  v»al:hier  ftfacrs  yws  nnaf 

■  X  CAc.  of  tz^h  pcTccal  fcrecfsh  m  m  aaj 

I  pan  of  :•*  vorld  yoc  voold 
AC  J  ancocn:  of  xcncolscnl 

Bat  the  suffering  is  not  nifiufd  to  the 
poor. 

"It  if  MKOnoos,"  imj%  Hr.  CShn^liMflqr.) 
**  that  owift^  to  th«  rttktnl  deprcctauoa  «f  pro- 
perty a&d  ti«  distress,  tlie  atsciMUaee  of  magis- 
tr^tn  is  ti«  discharse  of  tlinr  oHinarr  f 
is  mAbTtc  iBip4«fiibIe ;  and  if  the  fit  tat  i 
of  things  contiBiMs,  we  shall  have  ao  i 
to  dischaire  the  dacies  of  the  eeon.  Similar  ib- 
eonreniecree  will  arise  with  respect  to  the  hnktin^ 
of  petty  sessions — the  attendanee  of  rniid  jvriea 
and  the  performance  of  other  eiril  datiea.  .  . 
•  .  Every  institntioD— every  paUie  oAdct — 
every  contractor,  and  all  Government  dahca  art 
unpaid." 

"  In  some  instances,"  fsays  Coimt  Stiielecki,) 
**  w>.ere  priests  were  confined  with  fever,  I  ivoad 
nothing  in  their  cabins — nothing  availablo  be- 
yond stirabout  for  their  own  sustenance  na  tea* 
DO  sugar — DO  provision  whatever.  In  sqom  «f 
their  huts  the  wind  blew — the  snow  came  in,  aad 
the  rain  dripped  ;  and  they  were  undergoing  dia- 
tress  as  great  as  that  suffered  by  any  of  the  poor 
people :  there  was  no  difference  between  thorn.** 

And  be  concluded  by  adding — 

**  No  records  of  mortality  have  been  kepi. 
Still  the  painful  and  frequent  occnrrenee  of 
corpses  in  the  streets  and  on  the  great  roads 
stamps  that  distress  with  a  severity  fe^  ezeeeding 
that  which  accompanied  and  resnlted  from  the 
great  famine  in  Tuscany  in  134^7*9  as  oar- 
rated  by  SismondL*' 

Sucb  were  the  statementa  aa  to  the  nun, 
and  misery,  and  death,  and  demoraliaation 
worse  than  death,  going  on  in  Ireland. 
Crime  had  multiplied  enormously;  butt 
though  there  was  the  criminal,  where  was 
the  judge  ? — himself  a  fugitive  ft*om  jas*> 
tice.  And  there  was  the  death-bed — but 
where  was  the  priest  ?  Alas !  hooger 
had  made  no  exceptions  —  pauper  and 
priest  were  dying  one  death,  and  with- 
out rites  were  huddled  into  one  grave. 
The  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends 
had  lately  published  an  address  to  the 
British  public,  giving  this  picture  of  Ire- 
land : — 

"  The  paupers  arc  merely  kept  alive  in  crowded 
workhouses,  or  in  alarming  numbers  depending  on 
outdoor  relief.  Their  health  is  not  maintained — 
their  physical  strength  is  weakened — their  moral 
character  is  degraded — hopeless  themselves  they 
offer  no  hope  to  the  country  except  in  the  pros- 
pect— abhorrent  to  human  nature  and  Christian 
feeling — of  their  gradual  extinction  by  death. 
Many  families  are  now  suffering  extreme  distress 
who  three  years  ago  enjoyed  all  the  comforts  and 
refinements  of  life,  and  administered  to  the  neoee- 
sities  of  those  around  them.    Thus  ws  have  i 
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the  flood  of  pauperism  widening  more  and  more 
—  engnlphing  one  class  after  another  —  rising 
higher  and  higher  in  its  effects  on  society  until 
it  threatens,  in  some  of  the  worst  districts,  to 
swallow  up  all  ranks  and  classes  in  its  &tal  Tor- 
tex/* 

Such  were  the  facts  and  such  the  pros- 
pect published  to  the  world  by  men  who 
were  not  to  be  suspected  of  exaggeration; 
and  who  had  themselTCs  witnessed  and 
allcTiated  as  far  as  they  could  what  they 
described  as  passing  among  our  own  people 
within  a  few  hours'  distance  of  the  richest 
metropolis  in  the  worid.  He  made  no  apo- 
logy for  once  more  dwelling  on  this  picture 
of  ruin,  wearisome  and  distasteful  as  he 
knew  it  might  be  to  the  House;  but  he 
wished  now,  while  there  was  no  escape  from 
the  facts,  to  give  Parliament  no  escape  ftrom 
that  which  had  hitherto  been  eraded,  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  cause.  And  if  the  true 
cause  were  recognised,  he  did  not  despair 
of  a  remedy,  eyen  at  the  elerenth  hour. 
And  he  could  imagine  that  some  Gentle- 
men were  surprised  when  he  proposed  to 
investigate  the  cause;  for  to  careless  eyes, 
that  did  not  look  beneath  the  surface  of 
things,  the  cause  was  plain  enough — 
"  The  famine  to  be  sure,"  they  said; 
"  every  one  knew  the  famine  had  done  it 
all:  the  poor-law  was  working  capitally 
till  the  famine  came;  but  under  that  un- 
expected pressure,  of  course  it  broke  down. 
But  we  have  propped  it  effectually,"  they 
add,  *'  by  maximums  and  rate  in  aid;  and 
when  the  famine  is  over — and  it  cannot 
last  for  ever — all  will  be  right  again." 
And  some  there  were,  who,  regarding  the 
potato  failure  as  the  cause  of  all  the  mi- 
sery, looked  to  its  revival  as  the  cure  for 
all.  Now,  it  was  this  super6cial  view  of 
the  matter  which  had  reconciled  them  to 
the  legislation  of  the  present  Session.  He 
denied  that  the  famine  had  caused  the 
disasters  which  they  had  been  deploring — 
the  famine  no  more  caused  the  poor-law 
to  break  down,  than  a  storm  causes  the 
sinking  of  a  leaky  ship  which  put  to  sea 
with  a  cargo  far  beyond  her  tonnage.  Bad 
legislation,  careless  legislation,  criminal 
legislation  had  been  the  cause  of  all.  Their 
poor-law  was  from  the  first  a  rotten  poor- 
law.  And  then  they  applied  it  to  purposes, 
and  made  it  carry  a  burden,  which  a  poor- 
law  was  never  meant  to  bear.  Every  thing 
which  occurred  since  had  been  foretold, 
with  the  distinctness  of  history  rather  than 
prophecy :  every  subsequent  catastrophe 
had  but  confirmed  the  truth  of  principles 
which  they  had  acknowledged  only  to  dis- 
regard, and  the  unerring  wisdom  of  an 


experience  which  had  already  taught  them 
lessons,  that  in  the  case  of  Ireland  it  was 
convenient  to  forget.  They  had  determin- 
ed, in  1837,  to  establish  the  poor-law  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  then  stop  to  ask  whe- 
ther Ireland  was  fitted  to  receive  it.  The 
question  had  been  considered  by  various 
Committees  and  Commissioners,  since  the 
commencement  of  the  present  century,  and 
all  had  decided  against  it.  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin's  Commission,  in  1836, 
took  the  same  view.  Mr.  Nicholl,  to  whom 
the  question  was  next  referred,  only  sanc- 
tioned it  if  accompanied  by  other  aids  and 
securities  which  had  been  entirely  neg- 
lected. Yet,  in  1837,  Parliament  deter- 
mined to  hazard  the  experiment,  and  in 
direct  opposition  to  every  authority  on  the 
subject — for  what  was  then  the  condition 
of  Ireland?  Of  a  population  of  eight  mil- 
lions, there  were  (as  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin's  Conunission  stated)  no  less  than 
two  millions  three  hundred  thousand  for 
the  greater  part  of  the  year  out  of  work 
and  in  distress.  And  such  was  their  phy- 
sical prostration,  that  in  the  four  poorest 
counties,  the  average  duration  of  life  for 
the  ten  years  preceding  the  famine,  was 
twenty-six  years.  Now,  without  taking 
into  account  the  notorious  insolvency  of 
many  of  the  class  above,  was  it  not  evi- 
dent that  a  population  so  in  excess  of 
the  means  of  employment,  must  ever  have 
been  on  the  brink  of  some  great  convul- 
sion ?  Was  that  convulsion  at  no  distant 
period  not  inevitable?  On  the  population 
so  circumstanced  the  famine  fell  —  and 
Parliament,  at  the  outset  affording  to  be 
just,  fully  acknowledged  that  a  poor-law 
bore  no  relation  whatever  to  a  famine,  and 
that  imperial  resources  only  should  meet 
an  imperial  calamity.  But  the  system  of 
public  relief  resorted  to  was  so  mistaken 
and  pernicious — the  waste  of  public  money 
so  enormous — tbat  even  imperial  resources 
could  not  long  stand  the  drain.  An  army 
of  700,000  labourers;  a  sUff  of  15,000 
superintendents;  and  an  outlay  of  40,0002. 
a  day  rapidly  increasing  opened  the  eyes, 
while  it  alarmed  the  pockets  of  the  English 
— and  then  what  happened  ?  The  sin  of  all 
that  waste  was  visited  on  the  Irish,  and 
every  prejudice  was  excited  against  them» 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Irish 
gentry  were  the  first  to  protest  against  the 
outlay,  to  predict  its  mischiefs,  and  to  hold 
themselves  absolved  from  the  results.  But 
we  would  not  hear  them — we  compelled 
them  to  borrow  our  money  to  be  laid  out 
as  we  dictated;  that  it  should  be  lud  out 
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in  unproductive  labour  was  the  main  con- 
dition— that  the  country  should  be  no  bet- 
ter for  the  expenditure.  And  though  the 
.  gentry  had  complained,  though  protests 
and  remonstrances  were  sent  up  from  the 
provinces — though  a  meeting  of  700  of 
them  was  advertised  to  take  place  in  Dub- 
lin— when  at  last  their  predictions  were  ve- 
rified, and  we  were  compelled  to  abandon 
an  expenditure  which  judiciously  laid  out 
would  have  blessed  Ireland  for  years  to 
come,  the  whole  blame  was  cast  on  those 
who  alone  were  not  responsible :  we  re- 
proached them  with  our  munificence  and 
their  ingratitude,  and  excited  against  them 
a  prejudice  on  which  our  Parliamentary 
majority  has  traded  ever  since.  And  ex- 
aggeration had  not  been  wanting  to  ag- 
fravate  injustice.  England  had  given 
0,000,000/.  (it  was  constantly  said)  to 
these  ungrateful  Irish.  England  had  done 
no  such  thing.  She  lent  about  that  sum, 
and  on  these  strange  terms,  that  the  bor- 
rower was  to  have  no  control  over  the 
money :  he  was  compelled  to  take  it  against 
his  wish,  to  be  laid  out  against  his  interest. 
Subsequently  4,000,000r.  of  this  debt  was 
remitted.  And  in  the  same  year  in  which 
we  boast  of  this  magnificent  donation  from 
the  imperial  exchequer  to  save  a  nation 
from  starving,  we  had  authorised  the  out- 
lay of  no  less  than  260,000,000^.  in  rail- 
ways.  Now,  he  attached  much  import- 
ance to  this  history  of  the  relief  works,  as 
furnishing  the  key  to  their  subsequent  le- 
gislation. It  was  the  prejudice  created  on 
the  English  mind  by  that  disgraceful  sys- 
tem which  prepared  Parliament  for  any 
measures,  and  reconciled  the  country  to 
any  legislation  which  the  Ministry  might 
propose.  Accordingly,  Parliament,  in  1847, 
under  the  influence  of  this  feeling,  Eng- 
land, weary  and  impatient  of  Ireland,  and 
not  disposed  to  keep  any  terms  with  a  na- 
tion whose  pauperism  was  so  insatiable, 
and  character  so  irreclaimable,  retracted 
its  first  just  decision,  that  the  poor-law  was 
not  applicable  to  a  famine.  The  cry  of 
Irish  property  sustaining  Irish  poverty  was 
again  got  up,  and  by  its  aid  the  Extension 
Act  of  1847  was  passed — an  Act  which, 
he  repeated,  had  its  origin  in  the  disgust 
previously  created  by  the  relief  works, 
and  for  its  consequence  those  wide-spread 
calamities  which  they  were  then  deplor- 
ing. Now,  with  respect  to  that  Act  of 
1847,  which  was  passed  against  all  princi- 
ple, to  satisfy  the  clamours  of  the  press, 
as  an  easy  solution  to  incompetent  states- 
men, who  dared  not  go  to  the  bottom  of 


the  subject — as  a  sop  to  the  English  pub- 
lic, at  the  cost  of  unpopular  Irish  landlords 
— and,  above  all,  as  a  peace-offering  to 
English  selfishness,  by  telling  it  that  in 
future  the  Irish  should  maintain  their  own 
poor — of  that  Act  he  would  only  say,  that 
he  had  studied  with  some  care  the  history 
of  our  Irish  legislation;  ho  knew  some- 
thing of  the  folly  and  cruelty  of  past 
days;  but,  taking  into  account  the  charac- 
ter of  their  own  times,  the  opportunities 
they  enjoyed,  the  responsibilities  they  ac- 
knowledged, he  thought  hardly  any  parallel 
could  be  found  for  the  injustice  and  follj 
of  the  Extension  Act  of  1847.  It  perpe- 
trated a  double  injustice — it  threw  on  the 
poor-law  the  burden  of  a  famine,  and  at 
the  same  time  it  added  to  that  poor-law  a 
new  provision,  that  of  outdoor  relief, 
which  had  been  lately  discarded  in  Eng- 
land on  the  express  ground,  as  he  would 
immediately  show,  that  it  was  tending  to  a 
confiscation  of  property.  Yet,  in  defiance 
of  principle  and  experience,  they  threw 
this  double  burden  on  Ireland,  first,  of 
meeting  a  famine  by  a  poor-law;  and 
next,  of  opening  a  door  to  outdoor  relief 
during  that  famine.  Now,  as  to  the  first 
point,  he  begged  to  ask,  where  was  there 
any  authority  for  applying  a  poor-law  to  a 
famine  ?  He  could  adduce  numberless  au- 
thorities against  it,  but  he  would  satisfy 
himself  with  one,  because  it  was  one  to 
which  the  Government,  at  least,  could  not 
take  exception.  What  said  their  own 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Nicholl  ? — 

"  I  have  always  considered  it  to  be  impolitic,  if 
not  impossible,  to  legislate  for  a  state  of  famine 
in  any  district.  A  famine  is  the  consequence  of 
the  earth's  ceasing  to  yield  its  produce — if  there 
be  no  produce  from  the  land,  there  can  be  no 
value  on  which  to  levy  a  poor-rate." — **  There 
are  different  degrees  of  &mine — it  may  be  more 
or  less  continuous — and  it  may  be  more  or  less 
intense.  In  Ireland,  it  has  been  not  only  very  in- 
tense, but  very  continuous." 

And  this  was  common  sense;  for  the  ob- 
ject of  a  poor-law  being  to  combine  admin- 
istration of  relief  with  security  to  property, 
it  sought  to  attain  that  object  by  placing 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  the  hands 
of  those  who  had  to  bear  the  burden,  and 
thus  gave  them  the  means  of  lightening 
that  burden  by  their  own  prudence  and 
economy.  If  humanity  were  the  sole  end 
of  the  poor-law,  there  was  no  reason  why 
a  proprietor  on  the  spot  should  be  taxed 
for  the  poor,  any  more  than  a  proprietor  at 
a  distance.  In  that  case,  a  national  rate 
would  be  more  equal  and  just  in  its  opera- 
tion than  a  parochial  one.     But  reducing 
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pauperism  being  equally  an  object  with  its 
relief,  the  proprietor  on  the  spot,  by  giving 
employment,  and  the  exercise  of  due  vigi- 
lance and  economy,  can  protect  himself 
from  an  unduo  burden.  The  poor-law, 
therefore,  by  enabling  him  to  foresee,  and 
provide  beforehand,  for  the  pauperism  of 
the  district,  imposed  on  him  a  burden 
which  fell  in  time,  was  proportioned  to  his 
own  good  management,  and  so  ceased  to 
be  an  injustice.  But  a  famine  he  could 
not  foresee,  and  could  not  provide  against 
— it  baffled  all  calculations,  subverted  the 
established  order  of  things  on  which  legis- 
lation was  built,  and  as  the  ratepayer  was 
a  fellow-suflPerer  with  all  the  world,  it 
threw  on  him  a  sudden  increase  of  burden 
with  as  sudden  a  diminution  of  resources; 
and  to  compel  him,  in  such  a  case,  to  sup- 
port the  pauperism  around  him,  was  only 
to  compel  him  to  become  a  pauper,  and,  by 
his  ruin,  aggravate  the  ruin  of  the  district. 
Yet  this  was  what  they  did  in  Ireland,  and 
contrary  to  their  first  admissions.  They 
punished  the  ratepayer  for  no  fault  of  his, 
destroyed  him  for  an  act  of  Providence, 
and  the  pauper  only  died  the  more  surely 
from  the  destruction  of  his  employer.  That 
was  their  first  injustice.  But  what  was  to 
be  said  of  their  proceeding  to  establish 
that  system  of  extensive  outdoor  relief 
which  they  had  so  lately,  from  an  experi- 
ence of  its  evils,  condemned  in  England  ? 
He  would  show  what  that  system  had  been, 
as  described  by  the  Minister  who  intro- 
duced the  amended  poor-law.  This  was 
the  language  of  Lord  Althorp : — 

"  He  had  already  said  that  the  eflTects  of  the 
poor-laws  had  been  injurious  to  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, injurious  to  the  farmers,  and,  above  all, 
injurious  to  the  labouring  population.  He  would 
now  assert  that  the  effect  of  the  poor-law — he 
meant  the  present  administration  of  the  poor-law 
— ^tended  directly  to  the  destruction  of  all  pro- 
perty in  the  country.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
would  lead  to  an  agrarian  law — it  would  lead  to 
worse  than  that — an  agrarian  law  was  the  divi- 
sion of  all  property;  but  the  present  state  of  the 
poor-laws  in  this  country  tended  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  property.  At  present  some  parishes  had 
been  actually  abandoned,  so  heavy  was  the  pres- 
sure of  the  rates,  and  so  great  the  evils  of  mis- 
management. The  consequence  was,  that  the 
neighbouring  parishes  were  compelled  to  support 
the  poor  of  the  deserted  parishes ;  and  they,  too, 
would  soon  be  reduced  to  a  similar  situation,  and 
thus  pauperism  would  stride  with  increased,  and 
every  day  increasing,  rapidity  throughout  the 
land." 

Was  that  not  the  description  given  by 
every  witness  of  the  state  of  Ireland  under 
the  joint  Act  of  their  outdoor  relief  and  their 
rate  in  aid  ?     Such  was  the  language  of 


Lord  Althorp  in  the  Commons  ;  but  the 
organ  of  the  same  Cabinet  in  the  House  of 
Lords  bore  also  his  testimony.  After 
describing,  like  Lord  Althorp,  Lord 
Brougham  went  on  to  say — 

"  That  unless  the  progress  of  this  system  be 
arrested,  it  must  go  on  till  we  gain  that  precipice 
towards  which  we  are  hurrying  with  accelerated 
rapidity — that  the  circumstance  of  one  pai-ish 
being  thrown  out  of  cultivation,  inevitably  and 
immediately  tends  to  lay  three  or  four  others 
waste,  and  that  this  devastation,  gaining  strength 
as  it  proceeds,  must  needs  cover  the  land,  no  man 
who  consults  that  body  of  evidence  before  your 
Lordships  can  entertain  a  shadow  of  a  doubt." 
— "  Stand  where  we  are  (he  adds)  we  cannot.  I 
might  say  with  others,  whose  minds  are  filled 
with  despair  and  the  dread  of  coming  events,  that 
I  could  be  content  never  to  have  things  better, 
so  I  were  assured  they  would  never  bo  worse ; 
but  this,  even  this  wretched  compromise  is  impos- 
sible with  the  frightful  scourge  that  is  ravaging 
our  country." 

He  might  be  told  that  the  allowance  sys- 
tem in  England  was  different,  inasmuch  as 
money  was  given  to  the  pauper ;  but  the 
principle  in  both  cases  was  the  same— it 
was,  that  ablebodied  pauperism  should  be 
entitled  to  relief  at  the  charge  of  the  com- 
munity ;  and  whether  that  relief  was  af- 
forded in  money  or  bread,  the  effect  was 
the  same  on  the  pocket  of  the  ratepayer 
and  character  of  the  relieved.  Such,  then, 
was  the  ruin  with  which  their  system  of 
indiscriminate  relief  threatened  wealthy 
and  prosperous  England.  Even  the  strong- 
est constitution  was  not  able  to  survive  the 
poison,  yet  they  administered  it  to  the 
weakest,  and  in  a  moment  of  unwonted 
disease.  **  We  have  the  advantage,**  says 
Lord  Althorp,  **  in  legislating  on  the  ques- 
tion, that  we  are  not  now  working  in  the 
dark."  No  ;  they  had  the  light  of  ex- 
perience. Why  was  Ireland  excluded  spe- 
cially from  the  benefits  of  that  light  ?  Had 
they  no  warning?  What  said  Mr.  Senior? 
These  were  the  words:  **  I  believe  that 
by  the  system  of  outdoor  relief,  all  the 
evils  produced  in  England  in  300  years, 
would  be  produced  in  Ireland  in  ten." 
"  Would  you  conceive,**  he  is  asked,  "that 
in  that  case  the  poor-law  so  operating 
would  be  a  heavy  burden  on  the  land?  " 
**  It  would  be  an  entire  confiscation." 
And  Mr.  Gulson,  also  much  experienced 
in  the  poor-law,  said,  "  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  expressing  my  decided  opinion  that 
any  thing  approaching  to  outdoor  relief  in 
Ireland  would  very  soon  swamp  the  whole 
property  of  the  country.'*  And  what 
was  the  fact  ?  Was  it  not  so  swamped  ? 
The  net  rental  of  Ireland  before  the 
famine  was  6,000,000{.,  according  to  the 
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Archbishop  of  Dublin's  communication — 
6,000,000^.  before  the  famine-— and  yet 
1,600,000^.,  or  more  than  one-fourth  of 
the  net  rental  of  the  country  even  in  its 
better  days,  was  collected  last  year  for  the 
poor — not  all  paid,  indeed,  by  the  land,  as 
the  towns  contributed,  though  in  a  small 
proportion — yet  1,600,000^.  was  collected, 
the  net  rental  having  been  at  the  outset 
6,000, OOOZ.,  and  that  every  day  diminish- 
ing, destitution  spreading,  many  landlords 
having  received  no  rents  since  the  famine, 
and  the  loss  of  agricultural  produce  in 
those  years  exceeding  the  whole  net  rental 
of  the  country  for  the  same  period.  Were 
Lord  Althorp,  Lord  Brougham,  Mr.  Senior, 
and  Mr.  Gulson  not  borne  out  in  saying 
that  a  poor-law,  in  such  circumstances, 
must  result  in  a  confiscation  of  property  ? 
Were  his  friends  around  him  to  be  accused 
of  exaggeration  when  they  said  that  it  was 
now  producing  confiscation  ?  Now,  he  had 
dwelt  at  great  length  on  these  points,  but 
it  was  important  to  know  how  they  had 
arrived  at  their  present  unhappy  condition. 
He  wished  to  show  that  at  the  outset.  Par- 
liament, when  there  was  no  pressure,  had  the 
virtue  to  affirm  sound  principles  of  poor-law 
— it  acknowledged  that  a  poor-law  was  not 
calculated  for  a  famine,  and  that  outdoor 
relief  would  result  in  confiscation  ;  but 
when  the  enormous  waste  on  the  relief 
works,  which  was  our  doing,  had  irritated 
the  public  of  this  country,  Parliament  then 
took  advantage  of  English  prejudice  and 
Irish  helplessness,  and  as  the  easiest  solu- 
tion of  their  own  difficulties — the  readiest 
cloak  for  their  own  deficiencies — in  viola- 
tion of  all  principle,  they  inflicted  upon 
the  Irish  deliberately  all  those  evils  which 
experience  had  taught  them  to  fly  from 
in  England,  and  which  every  authority 
warned  them  must  be  even  more  rapidly 
fatal  to  Ireland.  And  now  it  was  said 
that  it  was  all  the  famine,  when  the  evils 
were  predicted  before  famine  was  thought 
of,  and  experienced  in  England  when  fa- 
mine was  unknown.  He  thought,  then,  he 
had  succeeded  in  showing  that  famine  had 
only  been  so  far  the  cause  of  the  present 
misery  in  Ireland  as  it  led  to  the  legisla- 
tion which  had  produced  the  most  deplor- 
able results.  The  question  arose,  what 
were  they  to  do  now  ?  The  necessity  for 
legislative  interposition  was  acknowledged 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session;  but 
Parliament  determined,  with  a  wholesome 
distrust  of  its  own  incompetence,  to  inquire 
as  well  as  legislate.  But  with  the  pro- 
pensity to  blunder  which  has  signalised  its 


Irish  policy,  it  legislated  first  and  inquired 
afterwards.  Then  the  inquiry  proved  that 
the  legislation  was  all  wrong — that  maxi> 
mums  and  rates  in  aid  were  all  stale  de- 
vices, long  ago  tried  and  condemned  in 
England,  but  exported,  like  damaged 
wares,  to  an  inferior  market,  as  not  suited 
to  fastidious  England,  but  quite  good 
enough  for  Ireland.  Nevertheless,  the 
evidence  taken  on  that  inquiry  was  too 
valuable  to  be  lost ;  and  though  those 
whose  inaction  it  rebuked,  and  incapacity 
it  'exposed,  might  desire  to  put  it  out  of 
sight,  it  was  too  precious  a  textbook  for 
Irish  legislators  to  be  so  lightly  treated 
— its  causes  and  its  cure  for  existing 
evils  were  the  groundwork  of  his  Motion. 
Let  them  examine  first  the  real  extent  of 
the  ruin  they  had  practically  to  deal  with; 
and  let  him  simplify  this  by  taking  a  single 
union  in  illustration.  InBallina  they  would 
find  a  compendium  of  all  the  difficulties 
under  which  the  distressed  unions  were 
suffering,  and  he  would  take  Ballina  as  a 
specimen  of  their  general  state.  And  he 
selected  Ballina  because  they  were  familiar 
with  it  as  the  one  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  quoted  as  showing  signs  of 
improvement.  In  Ballina  the  population 
was  120,000,  and  the  distress  had  been  so 
great  that  Mr.  Hamilton,  the  poor-law  in- 
spector, said,  **  That  in  the  whole  distnct 
a  robust  healthy  looking  man  is  rarely  to 
be  met  with." 

The  expenditure  last  year    was £  52,282 

The  rate  collected 10,677 

The  debt  to  contractors  by  last  dis- 
tress papers   20,000 

The  estimated   expenses    for   seven 

months,  ending  October  1,  1849  ...  48,000 
Total,  debts  and  expenses  on  October  1  68,000 
Estimated  expenses  being  per  month      4,000 

That  was  the  financial  condition  of  the 
union.  •*  Of  fifty. one  proprietors  in  the 
Erris  district,**  says  Mr.  Crampton,  "only 
thirteen  are  not  pauper.'*  "Eighteen 
estates  exclusive  of  tho  Erris  district,*' 
says  Mr.  Inspector  Hamilton,  **  are  in  the 
hands  of  receivers."  **  Many  of  the  most 
active  magistrates,'*  says  Colonel  Knox 
Gore,  "  are  in  gaol  or  in  hiding.'*  **  A 
considerable  portion  of  the  union  has  been 
unproductive  for  three  years  in  the  miser- 
able barony  of  Erris,**  says  Mr.  Crampton; 
*•  49-50ths  of  the  land  has  been  lying 
waste  for  two  years.'*  During  that  period 
no  rents  paid;  and  tenants  gone  off  with 
their  capital  to  America.  •*  I  would  not 
take  an  estate  for  nothing,"  says  Colonel 
Knox  Gore,  •*  with  the  present  set  of  pro- 
prietors— a  complete  change  is  necessary." 
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Now,  it  was  obvious  that  with  this  state  of 
things  existing  in  March,  any  one  telling 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  im- 
provement in  April,  must  have  been  trifling 
with  him.  They  were  all  permanent  and 
deep-seated  difficulties — proprietors  get- 
ting no  rents — lands  untilled — tenants  ab- 
sconding— enormous  expenditure — increas- 
ing debt — in  no  one  respect  could  there  be 
improvement  without  the  introduction  of 
capital  and  employment — and  both  were 
yet  wanting.  Such  was  the  state  of  Bal- 
lina,  and,  though  in  a  somewhat  less  de- 
gree, of  the  distressed  unions  generally. 
Now,  for  the  long-standing  cause  of  it,  as 
described  by  Mr.  Nicholls,  it  dated  farther 
back  than  the  famine.  "  Ireland  is  now  suf- 
fering**— he  wrote  when  the  poor-law  was 
being  introduced — **  under  a  circle  of  evils 
producing  and  reproducing  one  another: 
want  of  capital  produces  want  of  employ- 
ment— want  of  employment  turbulence  and 
misery— turbulence  and  misery  insecurity 
— insecurity  prevents  the  introduction  or 
accumulation  of  capital;  and  so  on,  until 
the  circle  is  broken,  the  evil  must  continue 
and  probably  augment.  The  first  thing  to  be 
done  is  to  give  security — that  will  produce 
or  invite  capital,  and  capital  will  give  em- 
ployment. But  security  of  persons  and 
property  cannot  coexist  with  general  desti- 
tution/* On  that  last  paragraph  he  took  his 
stand  :  that  was  the  truth  which  he  wished 
to  drive  into  the  ears  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  which  both  they  and  Par- 
liament had  forgotten  in  their  legislation — 
it  was  written  previous  to  the  famine.  Se- 
curity of  person  and  property  could  never 
coexist  with  general  destitution,  and  ge- 
neral destitution  was  now  the  distinctive 
character  of  Ireland.  How,  again,  had 
that  general  destitution  been  perpetuated 
and  promoted?  The  answer  was  easy.  By 
a  bad  agriculture — by  the  too  general  cul- 
tivation of  the  potato — by  a  system  which, 
teaching  the  poor  man  to  depend  on  land 
rather  than  wages  for  his  support,  and  on 
earning  his  daily  bread  not  by  his  daily 
labour,  left  him  half  the  year  in  idleness — 
which  became  the  parent  of  turbulence  and 
misery :  adding  idleness  to  pauperism  it 
superadded  recklessness  and  crime  to  idle- 
ness; and,  giving  to  the  gentry  a  fictitious 
wealth,  and  to  the  labourer  a  precarious 
food,  it  entailed  on  the  country  a  ceaseless 
insecurity  under  the  alternations  of  famine 
and  insurrection.  It  was  from  this  accu- 
mulation of  ills — the  growth  of  ages — that 
every  English  statesman  turned  in  despair. 
They  were  beyond  man's  strength  to  cope 


with — and  man's  genius  must  fkil  in  tht 
endeavour.  But  what  human  agency  could 
not  achieve,  the  providence  of  God,  in  an 
unexpected   moment,   stepped  in  to  deal 
with.     As  suddenly  almost  as  the  plague 
smote  Egypt,  did  the  scourge  from  Heaven 
smite  Ireland  :  it  smote  that  which  was  at 
once  man's  reliance  and  his  curse— the 
source  of  his   misery  and  the  parent  of 
his  crime;  and,  passmg  like  a  destroying 
angel  over  the  land,  falling  heavily  on  man 
and  beast.     It  bade  the  old  pass  away, 
and  the  finger  of  God  pointed  the  British 
statesman  to  Ireland,  and  bade  him,  under 
happier  auspices,  build  up  the  new.     They 
arrived  then  at  a  correct  diagnosis  of  the 
disease — pauperism,  hatched  and  nurtured 
by  exclusive  reliance  on  the  potato,  had 
been  the  social  curse  of  Ireland.     By  the 
interposition  of  Providence,  that  curse  had 
been  for  the  time  abated.    Be  it  their  task 
to  discourage  its  arrival.    It  might  be  that 
their  powers  were  limited — that  they  must 
still  endure  it  as  an  evil;    but  let  it  be  so 
regarded.     But  if  any  man  cling  to  it  as  a 
hope  and  a  desire  for  Ireland — as  an  extri- 
cation from  difficulties,  and  a  cure  for  pre- 
sent sufferings,  he  said  he  was  a  mistaken 
man.     Sooner  than  that  the  potato  should 
again  become  the  life  and  soul  of  Irish  agri- 
culture— if  there  were  no  alternative  but 
its  destruction,  or  a  return  to  the  old  per- 
nicious state  of  things — if  he  were  com- 
pelled to  make  a  choice  between  those 
two  evils,  he  should  prefer  the  utter  ex- 
termination  of  the   potato   now  and  for 
ever  as  the  least  evil  of  the  two.     But 
if  a  better  agriculture  were   substituted, 
there   was   this    difficulty  —  one    acre  of 
potato   would   give   as    much   sustenance 
as  three  acres  of  cereal  produce;  and  if 
Ireland  was  already  over-populous  with  H 
potato  culture,  what  must  she  be  when  the 
sustenance  from  the  land  was  reduced  two- 
thirds  ?     Must  not  pauperism  be  greatly 
increased;  and  could  their  poor-law  sustain 
this  additional  burden  ?    Of  course  it  could 
not;  nor  could  it  ever  sustain  the  burden 
which  was  prepared  for  it  from  the  first. 
Every  day's  experience  only  confirmed  the 
fact,  that  Ireland  had  not  undergone  the 
necessary  preparation  for  a  poor-law — that 
she  was  not  fitted  for  it  when  it  was  placed 
upon  her — and  that  without  the  accompa- 
niments recommended  by  Mr.  Nicholls,  it 
must  have  broken  down.    It  was  admitted, 
that  in  many  of  the  districts  of  Ireland, 
the  population  was  excessive— that  it  was 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  means  of  em« 
ployment.     When  that  was  the  ease,  th^ 
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natural  relations  of  capital  to  population 
were  not  to  be  restored  by  a  poor-law;  for 
tbe  action  of  a  poor-law  was  permanent — 
it  dealt  with  habits — established  certain 
sentiments — and  so  tended  to  ruin;  for  to 
tell  a  population  in  great  excess  that  the 
law  guaranteed  food  for  any  number  that 
might  be  bred  and  reared,  constituted  the 
peculiar  vice  of  Socialism — the  attempt  to 
maintain  large  unproductive  masses  of  able- 
bodied  men  at  the  cost  of  the  remainder  of 
the  community.  A  population  in  great  excess 
must  do  one  of  two  things — it  must  be  got 
rid  of  by  death  and  emigration,  or  it  must 
ruin  the  country.  This  last  was  the  pro- 
cess actually  going  on  in  Ireland — only  the 
demands  on  it  were  so  overwhelming  that 
even  the  poor-law  was  unable  to  avert  the 
other  calamity,  namely,  the  destruction  of 
the  people  by  famine.  But  still  the  truth 
remains — a  population  greatly  in  excess  of 
employment  could  only  be  dealt  with  as  he 
had  said :  it  could  not  be  absorbed  by  inde- 
pendent labour.  When  healthy  and  self- 
supporting  employment  was  the  normal 
state  of  a  country,  a  poor-law  was  justi- 
fiable; but  it  was  not  justifiable  as  the 
agent  for  effecting  the  transition.  These 
were  the  principles  acknowledged  by  Mr. 
Nicholls,  when  the  poor-law  was  projected 
for  Ireland :  a  diminution  of  pauperism,  he 
told  them,  was  essential  to  the  safe  work- 
ing of  the  new  law,  and  that  diminution 
was  to  be  achieved  in  two  ways — by  addi- 
tional capital  increasing  the  demand  for 
labour — by  diminished  population  reducing 
the  supply  of  labour;  and  both  these  ope- 
rations he  insisted  on  as  an  essential  ac- 
companiment of  the  poor-law — but  both 
had  been  neglected  to  this  day.  The  first 
of  these,  the  increased  demand  for  labour, 
might  be  created  either  by  old  proprietors 
laying  out  more  capital  in  improvements, 
or  new  proprietors  being  induced  to  come 
in  and  purchase  and  employ;  and  Parlia- 
ment had  in  the  present  Session  affected  to 
give  facilities  to  both  these  classes  of  pro- 
prietors. But  Mr.  Hamilton  of  St.  Ernans, 
one  of  the  most  spirited  proprietors  in  Ire- 
land, told  the  Committee  that  he  had  laid 
out  a  great  deal  of  money  from  loans  under 
the  Land  Improvement  Act;  and  after  in- 
curring an  expense  of  \6l,  an  acre,  he 
could  not  let  an  inch — tenants  were  not  to 
be  got,  he  said,  and  landlords  around  him 
would  no  longer  take  loans  or  lay  out 
money,  because  they  were  liable  to  un- 
limited poor-rates.  Other  witnesses  of 
great  intelligence  and  experience  told  the 
same  story;  and  the  same  fear  which  de- 


terred them  from  improving,  would  of 
course  deter  prudent  capitalists  from  buy- 
ing. Before  a  prudent  man  would  lay  out 
a  sixpence  in  purchasing  or  improving, 
they  must  secure  him  limited  liability  for 
poor-rates,  and  towards  that  limited  liability 
they  had  not  yet  progressed  one  step.  He 
did  not  want  now  to  rediscuss  the  maxi- 
mum, but  would  remind  them  of  the  fact, 
that  the  maximum  was  tried  under  great 
advantages  in  England,  and  failed.  And 
was  it  not  obvious  that,  if  they  could  not 
retain  a  maximum  in  England,  they  had 
still  less  chance  of  maintaining  it  against 
the  flood  of  pauperism  in  Ireland?  But 
even  if  they  could,  there  stood  the  fact — 
sixty-three  per  cent  were  paupers  in  some 
of  those  unions :  how  was  it  possible  to 
have  a  legal  limit  with  unlimited  pauper- 
ism? What  capitalist  would  settle  in  a 
population  of  which  sixty-three  per  cent 
were  paupers  ?  In  the  misery,  the  law- 
lessness, the  insecurity  of  such  a  popula- 
tion, he  incurred  risks  and  losses  far 
greater  than  those  against  which  a  maxi- 
mum would  secure  him.  He  repeated, 
therefore,  that  as  regarded  limited  liability, 
which  was  essential  to  purchasers  and  im- 
provers, the  legislation  of  the  Session  had 
left  it  yet  to  be  discovered.  But,  again, 
Mr.  Nicholls  said,  that  they  must  not 
only  increase  capital,  but  diminish  the 
supply  of  labour  ;  and  this  was  proved 
especially  by  the  state  of  the  Kenmare 
union.  The  pauperism  was  excessive,  but 
the  proprietors  all  rich.  Mr.  Orpen  said, 
that  Lord  Lansdowne,  Mr.  Hartopp,  and 
Mr.  Mahony  were  all  affluent — no  change 
of  proprietors  would  do  good  there— and 
yet  it  was  impossible  to  employ  the  popu- 
lation. Emigration,  then,  as  recommenaed 
by  Mr.  Nicholls,  was  their  only  resource. 
And  here  he  could  not  help  expressing  his 
astonishment  that  another  year  should 
have  been  suffered  to  pass  by  without  a 
system  of  emigration  having  been  insisted 
on  by  Parliament.  Every  Committee  on 
the  affairs  of  Ireland  in  1822-3-4-5-6-7— 
1830-36-37-42-46,  had  strongly  pressed  it. 
**  I  cannot  expect,'*  said  Mr.  Bourke, 
**  any  permanent  improvement  in  those 
unions  without  emigration  being  used  as 
an  auxiliary  to  other  measures."  '*  I  be- 
lieve there  are  only  three  alternatives,** 
Mr.  Bourke  adds,  *'  sending  food  or  money 
to  the  people — sending  them  where  they 
can  get  food  or  money — or  allowing  them 
to  die."  At  the  introduction  of  the  poor- 
law  it  was  understood  to  be  a  necessary 
accompaniment^  and  shortly  before  its  in* 
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troduction  tbe  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  then  the  organ  of  the 
Colonial  Office  in  this  House,  thus  ex- 
pressed himself: — 

"  Before  any  measure  could  be  introduced  for 
the  permanent  relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland,  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  relieve  that 
country  irom  its  superabundant  population.  The 
transfer  of  our  superabundant  labourers  to  the 
colonies  would  be  equally  beneficial  to  all  parties ; 
to  the  laboui*crs,  by  diminishing  the  overwhelming 
competition  under  which  they  now  suffer  ;  to  the 
settler,  by  affording  him  the  means  of  cultivating 
his  land ;  and  both  to  this  country  and  to  the 
colonies,  by  relieving  much  of  the  distress  now 
existing  in  the  former,  and  by  adding  to  the  pro- 
ductive industry  of  the  latter.'* 

And  subsequently,  in  1845,  he  stated — 

"  He  thought  it  of  the  greatest  importance  that 
emigration  should  be  encouraged  to  a  much 
greater  extent  than  at  present,  and  he  believed  it 
was  in  the  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
take  measures  that  would  give  much  greater  ex- 
tension to  the  system  than  it  now  possessed." 

But  this  was  not  an  Irish  question ;  it 
touched  them,  let  him  s^-,  very  nearly  at 
home ;  the  Irish  pauper  would  not  stay 
at  home,  the  question  was  between  his 
emigrating  to  the  colonies  or  to  England. 
"  The  tendency  of  the  existing  state  of 
things,"  said  Mr.  Kincaid,  '*  is  to  promote 
to  an  enormous  extent  the  immigration 
of  the  Irish  poor  into  this  country." 
•'  That  migration  of  Irish  labour,"  said 
Mr.  Nicholls,  *'  into  this  country  is  pro- 
ductive of  serious  mischiefs  in  various 
ways,  tending  to  lower  wages,  and  ulti- 1 
mately  to  force  the  habits  of  the  labouring 
classes  in  England,  to  the  lower  level  of  the 
Irish  labourer."  The  Committee  of  1820 
said — 

"The  question  of  emigration  from  Ireland  is 
decided  by  the  population  itself;  and  that 
which  remains  for  the  LegisUture  to  decide  is, 
whether  it  shall  be  turned  to  the  improvement 
of  the  British  North  American  colonies,  or  whe* 
ther  it  shall  be  suffered  and  encouraged  to  take 
that  which  will  be  and  is  its  inevitable  course,  to 
deluge  Great  Britain  with  poverty  and  wretched- 
ness, and  gradually,  but  certainly,  to  equalise 
the  state  of  the  English  and  Irish  peasantry.  Two 
different  rates  of  wages,  and  two  different  condi- 
tions of  the  labouring  classes,  cannot  perma- 
nently coexist.  One  of  two  results  appears  to 
be  inevitable:  the  Irish  population  must  be 
raised  towards  the  standard  of  the  English,  or 
the  English  depressed  towards  that  of  the  Irish. 
The  question  whether  an  extensive  plan  of  emi- 
gration shall  or  shall  not  be  adopted,  appears 
to  your  Committee  to  resolve  itself  into  the 
simple  point,  whether  the  wheat-fed  population 
of  Great  Britain  shall  or  shall  not  be  sup- 
planted by  the  potato-fed  population  of  Ire- 
land." 

Well,  then,  they  had  in  Ireland  an  enor- 
mously redundant  population  wanting  food 


—  they  had  in  the  colonies  magnificent 
fields  of  industry  and  enterprise  seeking 
labour.  '*  At  no  time,"  says  tbe  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  New  South  Wales,  •*  has 
there  been  so  great,  so  urgent,  so  pressing 
a  demand  for  labour  as  at  the  present  mo- 
ment." **  The  desire  to  emigrate  from  Ire- 
land is  intense,"  said  Mr.  Fairfield, 
**  everybody  who  can  get  out  of  the  coun- 
try is  trying  to  do  so."  And  yet  while  the 
cost  of  an  emigrant  does  not  exceed  a  year's 
keep  in  the  workhouse — while  he  is  starv- 
ing in  Ireland — and  his  labour  would  be  a 
source  of  wealth  to  them  abroad — while 
the  supply  of  labour  to  the  colonies  would 
add  to  their  wealth,  and  create  new  mar- 
kets for  their  manufactures -^  while  if 
slavery  was  permitted,  they  would  have 
Ireland  full  of  dealers,  greedily  competing 
for  those  men  who,  as  Mr.  De  Vere  told 
them,  were  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
dying  like  rotten  sheep — while  the  fact 
which  he  dwelt  on  could  not  be  denied, 
that  if  emigration  had  been  undertaken  in 
a  right  spirit  two  years  ago,  many  thou- 
sands would  have  been  now  happy  and 
thriving  in  the  colonies  who  are  now  in 
their  graves  in  Mayo — with  all  these  in- 
ducements on  the  score  of  economy — ^po- 
licy and  selfishness  even  more  than  hu- 
manity— England  still  obstinately  and  stu- 
pidly set  herself  against  systematic  emi- 
gration, and  had  to  pay  for  that  folly  sums 
uncountable,  not  only  in  the  burden  di- 
rectly thrown  upon  herself,  and  in  tho 
loss  of  the  markets  which  she  might  estab- 
lish; but,  in  spite  of  her  immense  wealth, 
her  vast  empire,  her  unbounded  resources, 
and  unexampled  contributions  of  money, 
she  was  compelled  to  see  Ireland  ruined  in 
all  her  classes,  and  a  destruction  of  life 
absolutely  unparalleled  except  by  the  direct 
invasion  of  pestilence.  Was  there  ever 
such  waste — such  blindness — such  crime  ? 
He  would  not  stop  for  a  moment  to  discuss 
the  fallacy  of  voluntary  emigration  being 
stopped  by  systematic.  It  was  notorious 
that  it  was  the  men  of  capital  who  were 
now  being  scared  away  from  Ireland;  pre- 
cisely the  men  went  whom  they  wished  to 
stay,  and  those  stayed  whom  they  wished 
to  go.  And  Mr.  Hamilton  of  St.  Emans 
states  a  remarkable  fact — that  finding  that 
several  of  his  tenantry  were  about  to  emi« 
grate,  he  raised  a  sum  of  money  and  emi- 
grated a  largo  number  of  paupers :  his  ten- 
ants then  stayed,  and  he  felt  it  more  for 
his  interest  that  the  paupers  should  be  ex- 
ported at  his  expense,  than  the  tenants 
should  emigrate  at  their  own.     Now,  the 
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proprietors  of  Ireland  were  quite  ready  to 
set  about  the  work  of  emigration  in  earnest 
— what  proportion  of  the  expense  should 
be  defrayed  by  them  was  still  a  question  for 
consideration;  but  they  were  ready  to  ori- 
ginate it  at  their  own  expense,  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  paid  for  other  im- 
provements on  their  estates.  **  A  debt 
contracted  for  such  a  purpose,**  said  Mr. 
C.  Buller,  in  his  remarkable  speech  on 
emigration,  **  is  not  unproductive  waste  of 
capital — it  is  rather  to  be  compared  to 
the  debts  which  wise  landlords  often  deli- 
berately incur  for  improving  the  value  of 
their  estates.**  *'  It  is  as  necessary  to  drain 
off  the  surplus  population,**  says  Mr.  V, 
Stewart,  **  asto  drain  off  the  surplus  water, 
and  both  should  be  done  by  the  same 
means.  '*  Then  the  proprietors  were  as  ready 
to  undertake  this  as  to  undertake  every 
other  improvement  on  their  estates;  but 
for  the  outlay  of  capital  they  must  again 
have  the  security  of  limited  liability  for 
poor-rates.  Without  limited  liability,  no 
purchasing — no  improving — no  employing 
— no  loans — no  emigration.  Without  li- 
mited liability  the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill 
was  a  dead  letter.  Now,  as  to  this,  which 
had  been  acknowledged  throughout  the 
Session  as  the  basis  of  all  agricultural  im- 
provement, he  had  already  said,  no  ade- 
quate provision  had  as  yet  been  made. 
Every  forced  and  artificial  limit  upon  the 
rate  must  fail — for  it  was  obvious  that  the 
amount  of  poor-rate  must  in  the  long  run 
be  determined  by  the  amount  of  pauperism; 
and  that  again  in  the  end  must  be  paid  by 
the  district.  No  law  could  long  prevent 
that.  They  might  devise  artificial  bar- 
riers, but  the  flood  of  pauperism  would 
bear  them  down.  The  rates  of  the  dis- 
trict must  pay  for  the  pauperism  of  the 
district,  and  those  rates  could  only  be  re- 
duced by  reducing  its  pauperism.  They 
must  seek,  therefore,  for  limited  liability 
in  the  only  means  by  which  it  could  be 
legitimately  secured — in  a  healthy  tone  of 
society — in  the  safe  action  of  a  well- 
ordered  poor-law,  which  imparted  to  each 
proprietor  the  interest  and  the  ability  to 
keep  down  pauperism  by  employment.  It 
was  to  the  agency  of  human  motives  and 
propensities  that  they  must  address  them- 
selves; the  nature  and  habits  of  men  were 
of  more  force  than  any  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. And  this  was  what  the  Irish 
landlords  were  now  asking  for.  There 
was  no  objection  amongst  them  to  a  poor- 
law — quite  the  reverse:  not  one  complaint 
through  all  that  evidence — but  they  asked 


for  a  poor-law  based  on  true  principles, 
and  capable  of  a  sound  administration. 
They  asked  for  the  English  poor-law. 
Give  us,  they  said,  the  amended  law 
of  England,  as  it  now  exists;  not  the 
old  bad  law  which  you  yourselves  dis- 
carded. And  let  him  show  how  reasonable 
this  prayer  was.  He  had  before  en- 
deavoured to  prove  to  the  House  that  of 
all  the  institutions  of  England,  there  was 
none  at  this  moment  deserving  of  such 
anxious  consideration  and  threatening 
such  serious  evils  as  the  poor-law.  He 
admitted  that  as  far  as  vigilant  and  eco- 
nomical administration  could  go,  those 
evils  were  kept  down  ;  and  yet  year  by 
year  they  were  encroaching  upon  them  to 
an  alarming  extent.  If  that  was  the  case 
in  England,  it  was  obvious  that  a  poor- 
law  must  b^  yet  more  perilous  in  Ireland 
— its  administration  more  difficult — and 
the  consequences  of  a  defective  adminis* 
tration  more  fatal.  But  let  him  show 
them  once  more,  while  they  had  beea 
keenly  alive  to  the  dangers  of  a  poor- 
law  in  England,  in  what  a  careless  spirit 
they  had  turned  them  all  loose  on  Ireland. 
He  had  already  said  that  a  country's  fit^ 
ness  to  receive  a  poor-law  at  all  depended 
entirely  on  the  relations  between  capital 
and  population — that  is,  on  its  ability  to 
employ  its  labour.  Compare  for  a  mo- 
ment the  capabilities  of  England  and 
Ireland  in  that  respect.  England,  with 
a  population  of  16,000,000,  had  relieved 
1,500,000,  on  an  average,  since  1840 ; 
or  eight  per  cent  of  the  population.  Ire- 
land, with  a  population  of  8,000,000, 
began  her  poor-law  with  2,300,000  in 
distress  and  unemployed  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  year;  so  that  while 
the  population  of  England  was  greater 
than  that  of  Ireland,  the  pauperism  of 
Ireland  was  greater  than  that  of  Eng- 
land. But  now  for  the  means  of  each 
country  to  sustain  its  poor  : — 

The  rated  property  of  England  was  £100,000,000 
Ditto         ditto        Ireland   ...        13,000,000 

Unrated  property  of  England  ...  140,000,000 
Ditto  ditto        Ireland   ...  7,000,000 

So  that  again,  while  the  pauperism  of 
Ireland  was  double  that  of  England,  the 
rated  property  of  Ireland  was  only  one- 
eighth  that  of  England;  and  the  whole 
property  rated  and  unrated  one-twelfth. 
Let  them  remember  again  that  Ireland 
had  no  manufactures  to  absorb  her  sur- 
plus population — that  while  46  per  cent 
of  the  English  population  were  employed 
in  manufactures,    and  only  22  per  eeni 
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in  agriculture  —  in  Ireland,  64  per  cent 
were  agricultural  labourers,  and  only  18 
per  cent  employed  in  manufactures.  With 
half  the  population,  the  total  number  of 
agricultural  labourers  in  Ireland  was 
greater  than  in  England  ;  it  was  twice 
as  great  relatively  to  cultivated  land,  and 
four  times  as  great  relatively  to  produce. 
As  to  the  relative  wealth  of  the  two 
countries,  without  troubling  the  House 
with  figures  or  details,  let  him  take  three 
points  of  comparison  from  a  return  he 
held  in  his  hand  :— 

The  official  value  of  English  im- 
ports by  a  return  of  1846 £66,000,000 

Ditto  of  Ireland        2,000,000 

Exports,  England  53,000,000 

Ditto     Ireland 240,000 

Reyenue  of  England 50,000,000 

Ditto       Ireland   4,000,000 

Taking,  therefore,  these  most  obvious  and 
infallible  guides  to  a  comparison,  as  show, 
ing  the  means  of  employment  in  the  two 
countries — and  the  meaus  of  employment 
were  the  best  test  of  a  country's  ability 
to  support  a  poor-law  —  the  rated  pro- 
perty of  the  two  countries — the  public 
revenue — and  the  commercial  wealth  as 
indicated  by  exports  and  imports — saying 
nothing  of  the  condition  of  the  landed 
gentry,  and  Mr.  Butt's  conjecture  that 
one-fourth  of  the  whole  area  of  Ireland 
was  under  receivers — they  had  this  fact 
established,  that  the  property  of  Ireland — 
a  poor  and  embarrassed  country — had  to 
support,  under  the  poor-law,  a  greater 
amount  of  pauperism  than  all  the  pro- 
perty of  wealthy  England;  and  yet  even 
wealthy  and  prosperous  England  cried 
out  under  the  burden  which,  but  for  good 
management,  must  produce  speedy  and 
inevitable  ruin.  What  then  must  it  do 
in  Ireland,  where  they  had  made  good 
management  impossible?  A  poor-law,  as 
Lord  Althorp  showed  in  1834,  must 
destroy  the  character  of  the  poor,  and  con- 
fiscate the  property  of  the  rich,  unless 
accompanied  by  certain  sefeguards — the 
two  most  indispensable  of  which  were  a 
field  of  healthful  and  independent  labour, 
and  a  stringent  test.  In  England  their 
efforts  had  been  directed  to  these  two  es- 
sentials ;  and  to  secure  them  they  had 
concentrated  their  administration  to  some 
extent,  and  individualised  responsibility 
by  adopting  for  each  area  of  taxation  the 
smallest  territorial  divisions  known  to  their 
law,  not  only  taking  parishes,  but  even  sub- 
dividing the  parishes  into  townships,  ham- 
lets, and  hundreds,  for  poor-law  purposes, 
where  the  parishes  were  large.    Smallness 


of  area,  therefore,  leading  to  individual  re- 
sponsibility, vigilant  control,  and  economi- 
cal administration,  had  been  recognised  in 
England  as  the  main  barrier  against  pau- 
perism, as  the  defence  of  the  rich,  the  stim- 
ulus of  the  poor,  by  instilling  into  one  the 
motive  to  employ,  and  depriving  the  other 
of  all  facilities  to  fraud.  The  small  area — 
the  very  smallest  they  could  select — had 
been  deliberately  adopted  in  England  an 
the  foundation  of  all  poor-law  administra- 
tion. Experience  had,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
majority,  proved  the  necessity,  the  secu- 
rity, the  wisdom  of  that  adoption.  Why 
did  they  deny  that  security  to  Ireland  ? 
Were  the  difficulties  of  administration  less? 
the  temptations  to  fraud  fewer?  the  mo- 
tives to  economy  less  urgent?  or  the 
boards  of  guardians  more  capable  ?  If 
common  sense  and  all  experience  were  in 
favour  of  small  areas  in  England,  what 
were  the  peculiar  characteristics  of  Irish 
pauperism  which  justified  their  withholding 
such  essential  aids  there  ?  How  stood  the 
fact  ?  Let  him  repeat  what  he  had  more 
than  once  before  stated,  but  what  could 
hardly  be  stated  too  often  —  in  England, 
with  a  population  of  16,000,000,  but  a  for 
smaller  amount  of  pauperism,  there  were 
584  unions;  in  Ireland,  only  131  unions, 
and  Larcom's  Commission  proposes  fifty 
more.  In  England  one  union  to  every 
25,000  of  population;  in  Ireland  one  union 
to  every  61,000  of  population.  In  Eng- 
land, average  size  of  union  54,000  acres; 
in  Ireland,  average  size  of  union  147,000 
acres.  England  has  thirty-one  unions,  or 
more  than  one  half,  under  40,000  acres; 
Ireland  not  one  under  40,000  acres,  Eng- 
land has  482  unions,  or  five-sixths,  under 
30,000  of  population;  Ireland  has  only  ten, 
or  one  in  thirteen,  under  30,000  of  popu- 
lation. England — average  extent  of  par- 
ish 2,000  acres;  average  population  1,000: 
Ireland — average  extent  of  electoral  divi- 
sion 10,000  acres;  average  population 
4,000.  So  that,  while  in  Ireland  the. po- 
pulation was  so  redundant  that  they  could 
not  employ  the  ablebodied,  so  also  were 
the  workhouses  so  few,  and  so  distant  from 
each  other,  that  they  could  not  possibly 
apply  the  workhouse  test.  And  yet  in  a 
country  like  Ireland,  what  was  the  ten- 
dency  of  a  poor-law  ?  With  an  idle  popu- 
lation, interminable  pauperism,  and  a  weak 
administration  of  the  law,  and  neither  a 
field  of  independent  employment  nor  a 
test,  must  it  not,  as  Lord  Althorp  laid, 
result  in  confiscation  ?  Let  them  consider 
the  character  of  the  Irish  population^  with- 
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out  habits  of  indastrj  or  self-reliance — the 
position  of  the  Irish  gentry,  the  ruined  aud 
the  rich  80  intemiin^ed  as  to  make  all  co- 
operation impossible  —  the  noTeltj  of  the 
poor-law,  and  the  inexperience  of  the 
boards  of  guardians — and  then  say  if  a 
poor-law  in  Ireland  did  not  require  to  be 
fenced  about  with  more  precautions,  if  it.^ 
administrators  did  not  stand  in  need  of  far 
greater  auxiliaries,  than  their  law  in  Eng- 
land. He  admitted  freely  that  in  England 
they  might  enlarge  their  areas,  and  he 
was  ready  to  assent  to  their  doing  so. 
But  an  area  of  half  the  size  in  Ireland  was 
beset  with  ten  times  the  difficulty;  and 
when  the  Irish  proprietary  implored  of 
them  to  give  them  areas  of  taxation  similar 
to  their  own  in  England  —  if  they  had 
asked  them  of  half  the  sixe,  it  would  hare 
been  a  reasonable  request ;  but  when  thej 
implored  of  them  to  giro  them  the  English 
area,  it  was  impossible  to  understand  how 
they  could  refill  their  prayer.  Only  one 
plausible  objection  had  erer  been  m^e  to 
that  change.  He  put  aside  at  once  the 
expense  of  new  woikhouses;  it  was  oV 
riotts  that  a  poor-law  assumed  a  test,  anxi 
a  test  assumed  workhonses,  and  the  multi- 
plying (^  workhonses,  where  needed,  was 
the  wisest  (^  all  eoonomies.  But  they  wo^ 
told  that  small  areas  would  encourage  eric- 
tions.  Now.  he  did  not  know  bow  acr 
Gentleman  who  had  read  the  eridence  and 
the  papers  laid  on  the  table  this  Session, 
could  repeat  that  objection;  and  no  od^ 
who  had  not  been  at  the  troable  to  read 
those  papers,  ought  to  pronoonee  against  it 
— indeed,  it  argued  a  n^leet  of  duty  cq 
his  part  which  altogether  disqualified  Yam 
from  giring  an  opinion.  One  would  sop- 
pose,  from  what  Gentlemen  said  in  object^ 
ing  to  a  reduced  area,  that  there  were  nu 
evictions  in  Ireland  now,  and  that  they 
were  proposing  to  inflict  on  it  an  entire!  v 
new  and  unheard-of  danger.  But  wkit 
said  Captain  Kennedy  of  the  Klnii&h 
union  ? — 

**  Tberp  i$  a  c<ODcmtratioii  of  mxacfy  aad  svfiicr 
incr  in  Movi^na  xbawt  KercMid  die  possAditr 
jT^lifkliDi^  vitb,  and  dailr  on  Xh^  increakse.  .  .   i 
cae  estate  liiT>  short  of  SOO  bovses  bare  bet.. 
immbW  dowTi  vithin  tbrcie  months,  aad  liO  «f  tbts 
number.  I  belier^,  vitbia  tbneif  veipks«  contaadnf 
&mil>e!$  lo  a  rmlvr  number,  manr  of  vboM  are 
b«rrovinf  Wiiind  the  ditcbets  vithont  the  meaKf 
of  prv^eunnjT  a  sbe^ier. .  .  .    We  admitt«d  a  coe- 
sioerab>  number  ai  fanper^  amoi^  wboM  were 
s^me  of  tbe  nKt<4  apfaUinjr  cases  dT  de5tit«t» 
and  svffmniT  n  has  eT<T  bm  mr  lot  to  witnca 
The  f«axe  of  most  of  tbet»  wiKcbed  cf«atam 
tnc«abie  to  the  n«mero«»  evktiofts  vbkb  baT« 
latety  ukea  |i^aoe,  . .  .     TW  fctsnrr,  howvvr,. 


if  e<«miiif  and  will  continue ;  and  this  will  not 
suT^pnte  the  commissioners  wben  I  state  my  eon- 
Tktioii  that  1,000  cabins  bare  been  levelled  in 
this  nnion  within  a  verr  few  months.  .... 
20^01^0,  or  one-fourth  of  the  popolation,  are  now 
in  rf^^pt  of  daUr  food,  either  in  or  oat  of  the 
«r<trk  boose.  Disease  has  onfortonatdy  kept  pace 
with  deatitotion ;  and  the  hi*:h  mortality  most 
«1iMT>isia^  —  all  aggravated  by  the  system  of 
nle  evictions.  ....  I  ealenlate  that  0,000 
^  have  been  levied  since  November,  and 
I  ilitci  500  more  before  Jnly." 

Sueh  was  the  system  now  going  on,  and 
not  in  one  union  only;  and  Kilmsh,  he  it 
observed,  was  one  of  the  larger  nniona. 
But  if  they  answered  him  that,  had  as  the 
gyst'em  now  was,  reduced  areas  might  ag- 
graTate  it  further,  he  referred  them  to  the 
PcK»r  Law  Commissioners  and  inspectors 
for  a  reply,  and  he  did  not  quote  landlords. 
Ue  knew  it  was  said  this  was  a  landlord's 
qui?5!ion,  therefore  he  took  impartial  and 
experienced  men;  and  what  did  they  any  ? 
That  evictions  had  heen  erer  most  lreq[iient 
in  the  largest  unions;  and  were  they  eoD- 
t^nt  with  stating  that  part  ?  By  no  means; 
but  they  added,  not  only  that  such  was  the 
fact,  but  such  it  must  be,  the  largeness  of 
tlie  difision  giTing  the  proprietor  a  direei 
iDierest  in  evicting.  Such  was  the  testi- 
niOQT  of  Tarious  poor-law  inspeetocs;  but 
explain  Larcom  put  the  matter  so  dfeailj 
K-^fcre  than  in  one  of  Ids  answoa,  that  he 
woald  read  his  words : — 

''  The  tendency  to  evictioas  augments  la  pi<y*-> 
i:vc  »j  the  labovr  on  tte  estates  is  bnrdsnsHna 
a£  i  unprofitable  ;  the  landkH  will  noC  kavn  thn 
sasie  aotivBstoempiiylaboTinalatgeclectosal 
diri»-:«  as  he  wonld  hare  if  erery  laborer  wImi^ 
be  employed  was  a  labonrer  the  less  Ibr  whoa  be 
wcold  hare  to  pay  a  poor-nte.** 

Now   that   answer  exhausted   the  vliQle 

qi^cj^iion  :  the  tme  mode,  the  only  one,  <^ 

stopping  evictions  was  by  making  it  the 

inter^^  of  the  pn^nelor  to  employ.     GiTe 

him   the  reduced   area.     Throw   direetlj 

upon  him  the  burden  of  the  rate— iiidi> 

vidualise  his  rfaponsibtlity  and  his  diai]^ 

—It?:  him  feel  that  his  burdens  woold  be 

/     ned  by  good  managem^it — ^wnold  be 

ksed   by  his   improvidence — that  lie 

no  longer   east   his  poor  as  a  tax 

-^ .  ^  his  neighboor — and  they  gaTe  ereij 

solv^  Jt  proprietor  the  best  of  all  motiTes 

i«  ei^apioy,  and  the  needy  proprielor  thej 

c^m^f-eUed  to   sefl.     While  the  objeetioBS 

T.i  a  small  area,  therdbie,  wene  gnNindleBS* 

j.ii  proved  by  the  most  competent  wil- 

-  s  to  be  iniaginatiTe.  its  advantages 

numerous  and    udcniable.     Tlwre 

^xi^  X  weight  of  ceaevrat  tesdmoej  im 

m  faTour  unexampled  e«  any  other  sdb- 
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ject  except  perhaps  that  of  emigration.  It 
had  the  grace  of  concession  to  a  just  prayer 
of  almost  all  classes  in  Ireland — to  have 
the  same  area  of  taxation  as  in  England. 
Not  only  did  it  tend  to  a  more  economical 
administration  of  the  law  by  making  it  the 
interest  of  every  proprietor  to  keep  down 
pauperism  by  employment  and  emigration, 
but  by  showing  them  at  once  the  whole 
extent  of  the  pauperism  for  which  they 
were  liable,  it  made  it  safer  for  them  to 
purchase  or  improve,  and  cast  on  the  needy 
proprietor,  by  allowing  him  no  escape  from 
the  burden,  an  additional  obligation  to 
sell.  And  as  he  had  more  than  once 
stated  before,  the  multiplication  of  work- 
houses would  of  itself  be  an  immense  ad- 
vantage, by  rendering  the  application  of 
the  workhouse  test  more  easy  and  certain. 
The  true  principles  of  a  poor-law,  then,  were 
restored  by  the  English  area — the  super- 
abundant population  was  got  rid  of,  ab- 
sorbed by  employment  or  emigration — re- 
lief to  the  destitute  was  combined  with 
the  security  of  property — work  was  the 
condition  on  which  the  poor  man  earned 
his  food;  and  finding  him  that  work,  was 
the  title  by  which  the  rich  man  possessed 
his  estate.  The  smaller  area  then,  he 
repeated,  was  in  Ireland  the  basis  of  all 
agricultural  improvement;  other  measures 
with  regard  to  land  must  follow;  but  as  the 
exclusive  reliance  on  the  potato  had  been, 
in  an  agricultural  sense,  the  curse  of  Ire- 
land, so,  with  the  poor-law  in  operation, 
the  reduced  area  was  essential  to  its  salva- 
tion. He  expressed  these  opinions  strongly, 
he  maintained  them  confidently,  because 
they  rested  on  higher  authority  than  his. 
They  were  those  of  the  highest  economical 
authorities,  whether  writers  or  statesmen, 
and  were  borne  out  by  the  concurrent  tes- 
timony of  the  most  practical  men  of  their 
own  day.  Who  were  these  men  ?  The  most 
important  were  such  as  Captain  Larcom 
and  Mr.  Senior,  whose  knowledge  of  poor- 
law  principles  had  been  perfected  by  large 
official  experience  in  the  working  of  the 
law  in  Ireland;  and  next  to  them  were 
the  best  witnesses  that  Ireland  could 
furnish — men  of  the  greatest  intelligence, 
many  the  most  enterprising  regenerators 
of  their  districts — who  had  shown  the 
greatest  zeal,  cheerfully  sustained  the 
heaviest  sacrifices — who  laid  out  most  in 
their  lands,  had  been  the  best  and  most 
economical  administrators  of  the  poor-law 
— who  understood  its  working  best — who 
set  the  brightest  example,  and  who  must 
be,  under  any  system,  the  hope  of  the 


country.  Why  send  for  these  men  and 
ask  their  counsel  on  a  question  of  such  in- 
finite magnitude,  and  then  not  even  sub- 
mit their  proposals  to  a  discussion  ?  Was 
that  Committee  intended  from  the  first  to 
be  a  sham  ?  Their  valuable  evidence  had, 
however,  made  it  a  reality,  and  their  views 
must  either  be  answered  or  adopted.  They 
showed  them  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
as  they  had  seen  it,  and  its  future  as  they 
would  make  it — a  well-ordered  poor-law 
working  harmoniously  with  the  country, 
an  improved  agriculture,  a  solvent  proprie- 
tary, and  a  population  reclaimed  from 
misery  and  crime.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  was  their  nostrum?  A  revival  of 
the  potato,  and  a  restoration  of  the  ordi- 
nary state  of  things.  What  was  that  ordi- 
nary state  of  things  ?  Let  him  show  them 
by  taking  the  intervals  at  equal  distances 
since  the  Union.  Lord  Clare,  in  1801, 
thus  described  the  Ireland  of  that  day : — 

"  Nothing  was  to  be  seen  over  the  country  but 
pillage,  murder,  and  conflagration.  Happy  would 
he  be  if  ho  could  go  to  his  bedchamber  without 
entering  an  armoury,  and  could  close  his  eyes 
without  apprehensions  of  having  his  throat  out 
before  morning,  and  of  seeing  his  wife  and  chil- 
dren butchered  before  his  face.  Let  noble  Lords 
opposite  take  a  journey  to  Ireland,  and  he  would 
engage  to  give  any  six  of  them  a  villa  and  a 
small  farm  each,  if  they  would  consent  to  reside 
in  it." 

He  doubted  their  surviving.  Fourteen 
years  after,  the  Home  Secretary,  intro- 
ducing a  Coercion  Bill  showed  that  no  im- 
provement had  taken  place  in  Ireland;  and 
he  read  a  memorial,  signed  by  thirty-six 
magistrates  of  the  county  of  Westmeath, 
stating  that  assassinations  were  perpetrated 
in  places  of  worship  at  noonday,  and  in 
the  face  of  large  congregations,  without 
the  slightest  resistance.  Another  fifteen 
years  passed,  and  the  same  Minister,  on 
introducing  the  Emancipation  Bill,  made 
this  statement : — 

"  In  1800,  we  find  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  sus- 
pended, and  the  Act  for  the  suppression  of  rebel- 
lion in  force.  In  1801,  they  were  continued.  In 
1802,  I  believe,  they  expired.  In  1803,  the  in- 
surrection for  which  Emmett  suffered,  broke  out. 
Lord  Kilwarden  was  murdered  by  a  savage  mob, 
and  both  Acts  of  Parliament  were  renewed.  In 
1804,  they  were  continued.  In  1806,  the  west 
and  south  of  Ireland  were  in  a  state  of  insubordi- 
nation, which  was  with  difficulty  repressed  by  the 
severest  enforcement  of  the  ordinary  law.  In 
1807,  in  consequence  chiefly  of  the  disorders  that 
had  prevailed  in  1806,  the  Act  called  the  Insur- 
rection Act  was  introduced.  It  gave  power  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  place  any  district  by  pro- 
clamation out  of  the  pale  of  the  ordinary  law — it 
suspended  trial  by  jury,  and  made  it  a  transport- 
able offence  to  be  out  of  doors  from  sunset  to 


859 


State  of 


{COUMONS} 


Irtland. 


860 


sunrise.  In  1807,  this  Act  continued  in  force, 
and  in  1808,  1809,  and  to  the  close  of  the  Session 
1810.  In  1814,  the  Insurrection  Act  was  re- 
newed ;  it  was  continued  in  1816,  1816,  and  1817. 
In  1822  it  was  again  revived,  and  continued 
during  the  years  1823,  1824,  and  1825.  In  1625, 
the  temporary  Act  intended  for  the  suppression 
of  dangerous  associations,  and  especially  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Association,  was  passed.  It  con- 
tinued during  1820  and  1827,  and  expired  in 
1828.  The  year  1820  has  arrived,  and  with  it 
the  demand  for  a  new  Act  to  suppress  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association.'' 

Such  was  the  story  down  to  1829;  and 
since  1829,  has  there  been  any  change  ? 
Let  the  proceedings  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament answer  that  question.  He  would 
continue  the  history.  In  1830,  there  was 
an  Arms  Act;  in  1831  it  remained  in 
force.  In  1833,  Lord  Grey's  Coercion 
Bill;  in  1834,  ditto;  1835  to  1839,  Pun- 
ishment of  Offences  Act;  1836,  an  Arms 
Act;  1838,  an  Arms  Act;  1840,  an  Arms 
Act;  1841,  the  same  in  force;  1843,  ano- 
ther Arms  Act;  1844,  another  ditto;  1845, 
the  same  in  force;  1846,  an  Arms  Act 
proposed  by  two  Governments;  1848,  the 
Habeas  Corpus  suspended;  1849,  ditto, 
ditto,  constitution  still  suspended,  and  a 
greater  military  force  in  Ireland  than 
there  had  been,  he  believed,  since  the 
days  of  George  III.  He  was  not  com- 
menting on  these  Acts;  he  was  stating 
facts;  and  he  appealed  to  any  English  re- 
presentative in  that  House,  such  being  the 
past  and  present  of  Ireland,  and  an  opening 
afforded  for  an  improved  future,  was  there 
ever  such  a  call  on  the  time,  the  thought, 
the  statesmanship,  the  conscience  of  Eng- 
land ?  He  appealed  to  the  Member  for 
Montrose,  the  vigilant  guardian  of  the  public 
purse.  What  were  all  the  possible  savings 
of  financial  reformers,  compared  with  what 
better  administration  would  save  in  Ire- 
land ?  He  appealed  to  the  commercial 
Gentlemen,  to  the  representatives  of  the 
West  Ridinc:  and  Manchester.  What 
would  they  think  of  the  future  destinies 
of  England  if  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire 
were  blotted  from  its  map  ?  and  yet  the 
loss  of  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire  was  not 
to  be  compared  to  the  loss  they  suffered 
from  the  extinguisher  they  placed  on  the 
resources  of  Ireland.  He  appealed  to 
Gentlemen  opposite,  the  protectors  of  agri- 
culture—  when  were  landed  proprietors 
ever  doomed  to  such  ruin  and  confiscation 
as  this  ill-regulated  poor-law  was  inflicting 
on  Ireland  ?  lie  appealed  to  the  higher 
feelings  of  the  House  whether  the  present 
condition  of  their  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland 
was  not  a  reproach  to  their  character  and 


country,  and  a  scandal  to  their  age  and 
their  religion?  and  let  not  any  of  them 
calm  their  consciences  with  the  miserable 
belief,  that  the  evil  was  curing  itself  as 
the  Irish  were  dying  down,  for  unhappily 
capital  was  disappearing  even  faster  than 
population  ;  and  in  that  diminution  of  the 
capital  of  Ireland,  there  was,  unless  their 
legislation  were  more  profound,  a  new- 
danger  in  the  distance.  And,  after  all, 
supposing  that  only  four  millions  of  popu- 
lation were  surviving  instead  of  eight, 
would  the  four  millions  be  more  manage- 
able than  the  eight  had  been  ?  and  did 
they  think  that  the  dying  agonies  of  half 
a  nation  would  not  leave  a  curse  behind 
them  ?  But  he  appealed  more  strongly  to 
the  representatives  of  Ireland,  for  on  them 
the  heaviest  responsibility  rested.  He 
had  drawn  their  attention  only  to  some 
portion  of  the  ills  of  Ireland — to  those 
social  ones  that  were  connected  with  its 
famine  and  its  poor-law.  He  knew  that 
there  were  other  causes  of  misery  of  long 
standing  and  deeply  seated,  and  which  ho 
did  not  mean  at  the  proper  time  to  over- 
look. But  they  were  questions  on  which 
differences  among  Irishmen  themselves  had 
constituted  at  once  their  weakness  and 
their  reproach.  He  wished  them  for  the 
moment  to  be  forgotten,  and  that  while 
this  crisis  lasted,  Irishmen  should  exhibit 
that  union  and  forbearance  which  would 
alone  carry  them  safely  through  it.  It 
was  for  them  now,  with  one  voice,  to  ask 
the  Minister  of  the  country  what  was  the 
policy  he  had  in  store  for  them,  and  com- 
pel him  to  say  now,  that  his  inquiries  were 
exhausted,  whether  his  devices  were  ex- 
hausted too,  and  he  had  nothing  to  pro- 
?ose  to  rescue  their  country  from  despair. 
1iey  had  a  right  to  an  answer  to  this 
inquiry;  and  they  might  rest  assured  that, 
sooner  or  later,  the  representatives  of 
England  would  assist  in  getting  it,  for 
they  know  that  their  interests  were  so  in- 
separably bound  up  with  those  of  Ireland, 
that  motives  of  selfishness,  if  not  of  gene- 
rosity, must  drive  them  to  a  wiser  policy. 
Let  the  representatives  of  Ireland  be  but 
true  to  themselves,  and  England  would  be 
just  to  them  ;  for  while  in  the  misery  of 
Ireland  is  England's  danger,  so  in  the 
prosperity  and  happiness  of  Ireland  is 
the  security  of  England  at  home,  and  her 
strength  among  the  nations  abroad. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  Iler  to  take  into  Her  gracious 
consideration  the  unhappy  state  of  Ireland,  repre« 
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Renting  that  a  oriBis  of  unparallded  magnitude  is 
afflicting  that  most  wretched  country  ;  that  the 
chief  food  of  her  population  and  the  main  pro- 
duct of  her  agriculture  has  failed  to  a  most  disas- 
trous extent  for  several  years ;  that  thereby  all 
classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  have 
been  involved  in  ruin  ;  that  much  of  its  soil  has 
gone  out  of  cultivation  ;  that  the  moral  and  physi- 
cal condition  of  the  people  is  lamentably  degraded, 
and  in  spite  of  unexampled  aid  from  England,  vast 
numbers  of  our  fcUow>subjects  have  actually 
perished  from  want : 

"  That  it  is  the  conviction  of  this  House,  that 
the  very  vastness  of  the  calamity  furnishes  a  well- 
founded  hope  that  a  wise  legislation,  apprehend- 
ing the  peculiar  opportunity  hereby  offered,  and 
skilfully  availing  itself  of  the  elements  now  set  free 
for  the  reconstruction  of  agricultural  relations  in 
Ireland,  might  lay  the  foundation  of  a  prosperity 
hitherto  unknown  to  that  country  : 

"  That  the  House  is  confirmed  in  that  convic- 
tion by  the  evidence  given  before  Parliament  by 
witnesses  of  the  highest  intelligence  and  of  the 
profoundest  knowledge,  of  the  actual  state  and 
undeveloped  resources  of  Ireland  : 

"  That  on  a  review  of  that  evidence,  this  House 
is  constrained  painfully  to  acknowledge  that  while 
the  Acts  specially  framed  for  the  relief  of  distress 
since  the  commencement  of  the  famine,  have  not 
realised  the  benevolent  intentions  of  Parliament, 
neither  have  those  of  a  more  permanent  nature 
been  characterised  by  a  true  discernment  of  the 
peculiar  features  of  the  present  crisis,  and  the  es- 
tablishment of  any  comprehensive  policy  adequate 
to  the  emergency : 

"  That  this  House  humbly  prays  Her  Majesty 
to  direct  the  special  and  careful  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  Evidence  which  has 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  feeling  assured  that 
the  ability,  information,  and  practical  suggestions 
therein  displayed,  furnish  ample  materials  for  a 
legislation  at  once  solid,  profound,  and  regcnera* 
tive." 

Colonel  DUNNE  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Sm  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  that  much 
as  he  felt  compelled  to  dissent  from  a  great 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  no 
part  of  it  had  struck  him  with  more  sur- 
prise than  his  assertion  that  the  Rouse  had 
shown  an  indisposition  to  consider  Irish 
affairs.  Whatever  fault  might  he  found 
with  the  House  or  the  Government  for  the 
mode  in  which  they  had  legislated  for  Ire- 
land, he  thought  there  could  be  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  the  industry,  patience, 
and  indefatigable  attention  with  which 
everything  relating  to  that  country  had 
been  considered  in  that  House.  Nor  could 
any  one  deny  that  the  attempts  to  legislate 
for  her  benefit,  had  been  forwarded  by  every 
individual  in  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self was  an  instance  of  that  very  zeal  and 
devotion.  At  the  close  of  a  weary  and 
prolonged  Session,  which  had  been  occu- 
pied— he  would  not  say  exclusively,  but 
to  a  great  extent — with  the  affairs  of  Ire* 


land>  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  what  might 
be  called  the  last  day  of  the  Session,  came 
down  to  the  House,  and,  not  having  ever 
set  foot  on  her  soil,  superseded  the  Irish 
representatives  in  their  legitimate  functions, 
and  undertook  to  advocate  her  interests 
without  knowing  anything  of  her  people. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  presented  himself,  not, 
he  said,  to  censure  the  Government,  but 
the  Parliament;  but,  in  doing  so.  Govern- 
ment must  impliedly  share  his  censure,  for 
they  were  responsible  for  the  measures 
which  had  been  adopted.  But  the  contra- 
dictions of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  speech 
must  have  been  visible  to  the  House,  and 
certainly  had  struck  liim  with  surprise. 
The  hon.  Member  commenced  by  laying  to 
the  charge  of  the  measures  which  had  been 
adopted  for  the  relief  of  distress,  such  as 
the  Labour  Kate  and  Poor  Relief  Bills, 
the  evils  which  afflicted  Ireland;  but  in  a 
very  short  time  after  adverted  to  what  was 
indeed  the  real  cause  of  those  evils — the 
social  state  of  Ireland.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  famine  found  the  people  of  Ireland 
in  the  midst  of  their  vicious  system  of  po- 
tato culture  and  potato  reliance.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  point  out  retrospectively 
the  defects  of  any  measures  adopted  in 
such  an  emergency;  but  when  they  were 
introduced,  no  voice  was  raised  against 
them.  Where  was  the  hon.  Gentleman 
then  ?  When  he  took  upon  himself  now  to 
come  down  and  find  fault  with  everything 
that  had  been  done,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  why  he  had  not  objected 
to  everything  at  the  time  ?  It  would  not  do 
to  say  the  gentry  of  Ireland  waited  on  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  called  for  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Labour  Act.  They  should  have 
been  in  their  places  when  the  Act  was  pass- 
ed to  amend  or  to  oppose  it.  They  were 
responsible  if  the  Act  did  not  meet  the 
pressure  of  the  moment.  But  could  any 
one  deny  it  had  saved  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  lives  ?  No  system  of  direct  relief 
could  have  prevented  the  evils  which  had 
occurred  in  so  sudden  a  crisis,  and  the 
House  would  have  asked  for  some  test  and 
evidence  of  destitution  before  they  gave 
money  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  next 
measure  was  what  was  called  the  Soup- 
kitchen  Act  or  Destitute  Poor  Relief  Bill. 
It  did  what  the  Labour  Act  did  not — it 
stayed  the  famine  and  saved  the  lives  of 
the  people.  But  that  could  not  go  on  for 
ever.  It  was  necessary  to  take  other  mea- 
sures. It  was  in  expectation  of  the  cessa- 
tion of  that  Act  that  the  Poor  Law  Exten- 
sion  Act  of  1847  was  introduced.    Before 
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he  addressed  himself  to  that  part  of  the 
subject,  he  must  observe  that  tlie  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  depietinjEC  the  misery  and 
wretchedness  of  certain  districts  of  Ireland, 
had  somewhat  overcharged  his  case.  Far 
be  it  from  him  to  seek  to  lessen  the  sym- 
pathy due  to  the  sufferings  of  the  people 
in  those  districts;  but  when  he  heard  the 
hon.  Gentleman  talking  of  the  mortality 
which  there  occurred,  and  the  coffins  which 
were  lying  about  the  road,  and  of  priests 
and  paupers  being  thrown  indiscriminately 
into  one  grave — without  doubting  that  such 
information  had  reached  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  must  tell  him  fairly  that  it  was  an 
exaggeration,  and  that  such  a  state  of 
things  did  not  exist.  It  was  very  easy  to 
deduce  a  case  of  that  nature  from  the  mass 
of  evidence  taken  before  a  Committee  up- 
stairs; but  it  was  not  fair  to  insist  upon 
those  particular  points.  By  adopting  such 
a  course,  almost  any  assertion  might  be 
proved.  He  would  now  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  introduction  of  the  poor-law  of 
1847.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  desig- 
nated that  poor-law  as  being  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  famine.  He 
(Sir  W.  Somerville)  did  not  conceive  it  to 
be  introduced  for  any  such  purpose.  What 
reason  was  there  to  suppose  in  1846,  that 
the  famine  of  that  year  would  be  continued 
in  1847  ?  There  certainly  was  no  ground 
for  any  such  expectation  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  look  at  the  date  at  which  the 
Bill,  received  the  Royal  assent,  he  would 
fihd  it  was  on  the  8th  of  June,  1847,  a  pe- 
riod of  the  year  when  it  was  impossible  to 
foresee  that  another  famine  was  coming 
upon  them.  Therefore,  to  say  that  the 
poor-law  of  1847  was  to  meet  a  state  of 
famine,  was  a  statement  not  borne  out  by 
the  facts  as  they  occurred.  lie  had  always 
been  of  opinion  that  the  old  poor-law  of 
1838  was  insufficient,  and  he  had  long  felt 
that  the  provisions  of  that  law  should  be 
extended,  and  he  was  one  of  those  who,  in 
1847,  proposed  the  extension  of  that  Act. 
He  had  always  thought  it  was  a  very  great 
misfortune  that  so  immediately — upon  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  of  such  vital 
importance — there  should  have  been  sud- 
denly and  unexpectedly  thrown  upon  it,  by 
the  famine  which  supervened  in  the  au- 
tumn of  1S47,  a  demand  which  its  machi- 
nery was  not  calculated  to  meet.  He  fully 
admitted  that  the  Bill  was  not  equal  to 
meet  this  pressure.  But  that  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  saying  that  the  law  of 
that  year  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of 


meeting  that  famine.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  drawn  a  comparison  between  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  of  1847,  and  the  Poor  Law  in 
England  as  it  now  existed,  and  said  that 
they  had  introduced  the  English  poor- 
law  into  Ireland.  But  that  was  not  the 
case ;  the  poor-law  in  Ireland  was  mucli 
more  stringent.  Outdoor  relief  in  Eng- 
land was  the  general  rule ;  in  Ireland  it 
was  the  exception.  Yon  could  not  give 
outdoor  relief  in  Ireland  until  the  work- 
house was  full :  that  was  not  the  case  here. 
Neither  in  Ireland  could  you  give  outdoor 
relief,  except  in  kind:  that  was  not  the 
case  in  England.  Outdoor  relief  in  Ireland 
could  only  be  administered  under  a  special 
order  of  the  commissioners,  and  that  only 
for  the  period  of  two  months;  no  such 
order  was  necessary  in  this  couotrj. 
Therefore  it  was  obvious  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  totally  mistaken  in  drawing 
a  comparison  between  the  system  of  out- 
door relief  to  the  ablebodied  poor  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  system  in  England,  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  latter,  as  regarded  the 
stringency  of  the  law.  Would  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  repeal  the  law  ?  Was  he  pre- 
pared to  come  forward  and  say  that  no  out- 
door relief  should  be  given  to  the  poor  of 
Ireland  at  all  ?  Was  he  prepared  to  saj 
that  ?  If  such  a  proposal  were  adopted,  it 
would  be  a  sentence  of  death  upon  thou- 
sands. But  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
prepared  to  advise  that  course.  That  was 
just  the  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  which  he  had  listened  to  with  the 
greatest  attention.  He  expected,  at  least, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to 
the  House,  and  thought  it  necessary  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  to  call  their  attention 
to  this  subject,  that  they  would  have  some 
one  practical  recommendation  to  discuss; 
but  he  had  listened  in  vain.  There  was 
not  a  single  point  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  which  had  not  been  over  and 
over  again  debated  in  that  House.  The 
question  of  outdoor  relief,  and  the  pro- 
priety of  at  once  abolishing  the  dbtinction 
between  the  ablebodied  and  the  aged  and 
infirm,  was  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Waterford.  He 
did  so,  not  because  he  wbhed  to  do  any 
thing  which  was  calculated  to  increase  the 
miseries  of  Ireland,  but  because  he  thought 
it  would  be  for  the  general  benefit  of  that 
country.  But  when  his  hon.  Friend  was 
asked  to  propose  a  remedy,  and  say  what 
he  would  do  when  outdoor  relief  should 
cease,  he  was  unable  to  give  an  answer. 
He  (Sir  W.  SomenriUe)  bdiered  that  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  would  be 
equally  incapable  of  answering  tbat  ques- 
tion were  it  now  put  to  him.  He  believed 
that  if  they  were  to  abolish  outdoor  relief 
in  Ireland,  it  would  be  tantamount  to  a 
sentence  of  death  to  thousands  of  those 
whoso  interest  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  come  forward  to  advocate.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  union  of  Ballina 
as  a  sample,  but  that  was  not  a  fair  sam- 
ple. The  union  of  Ballina  was  an  extreme 
case.  But,  nevertheless,  there  was  some- 
thing even  in  the  case  of  the  union  of  Bal- 
lina which  led  him  to  hope  that  matters 
were  on  the  mend,  and  that  they  had  seen 
the  worst.  By  a  return  which  he  held  in 
his  hand,  he  found  that  outdoor  relief  in 
Ballina  for  the  week  ending  the  30th  of 
June,  in  the  present  year,  was  granted  to 
27,700  persons — an  enormous  proportion 
of  the  population,  certainly,  and  an 
amount  calculated  to  convey  a  most  griev- 
ous impression  to  every  man's  mind  ;  but 
when  he  turned  to  the  number  to  whom 
outdoor  relief  was  granted  in  the  corre- 
sponding week  of  the  year  1848,  he  found 
it  to  be,  not  27,700,  but  41,000.  He 
would  mention  an  interesting  circumstance 
which  happened  in  the  union  of  Bal- 
lina. A  gentleman  told  him  that  he 
was  lately  in  the  district  of  Ballina,  and 
he  saw  a  large  crowd  gathered  round  the 
post-office.  He  inquired  what  was  the 
cause,  and  he  was  told  that  the  people 
were  there  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
the  money  which  had  been  sent  to  them 
by  their  friends  through  the  post-office 
from  different  parts  of  the  world ;  and  he 
ascertained  that  there  had  been  as  much 
as  800^.  received  in  Ballina  in  one  week 
by  money  orders  sent  to  the  wives  and  fa- 
milies of  those  who  had  left  the  union  to 
seek  work  elsewhere.  These  money  orders 
were  sent  not  from  America  merely,  but 
from  England  and  Scotland,  wherever  the 
parties  could  obtain  work.  He  need  not 
dwell  upon  the  credit  which  such  conduct 
reflected  upon  the  people,  who  thus  cared 
for,  and  ministered  to,  the  wants  of  their 
relatives  and  friends.  It  was  conduct 
which  deserved  the  approbation  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  No  doubt  the  dimi- 
nution of  outdoor  relief  in  Ballina  might 
have  been  occasioned  in  some  degree  by 
the  dispersion  of  those  poor  persons  who  ob- 
tained work  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  denounced  the 
maximum  rate,  and  had  attributed  unchari- 
table motives  to  those  who  advocated  the 
principle.  Now,  he  could  produce  to  the 
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House  letters  containing  proposals  to  tako 
land  in  Ireland  upon  condition  that  it 
should  be  exempted  from  poor-rates,  or 
that  a  certain  sum  should  be  fixed  beyond 
which  the  poor-rate  should  not  go.  No 
sum  was  fixed  by  the  parties,  because  they 
said  they  did  not  seek  profit,  their  whole 
object  being  to  benefit  the  interest  of  agri- 
culture in  Ireland.  This  was  a  most  be- 
nevolent object,  and  no  doubt  the  condi- 
tions were  proposed  under  the  impression 
that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had  the 
power  to  fix  a  maximum  rate.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  the  question 
of  emigration.  A  great  deal  of  ignorance 
was  to  be  found,  not  only  out  of  doors,  but 
among  Members  in  that  House,  on  the 
subject  of  emigration;  but  it  would  re- 
quire far  more  time  than  he  could  afford 
to  discuss  the  question  then,  and  he 
had  the  best  reasons  for  refraining  from 
doing  so  on  that  occasion,  because  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
had  already  made  a  special  Motion  on 
the  subject.  And  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
made  use  of  such  harsh  terms  as  he 
had  that  night  against  those  who  did  not 
promote  emigration,  he  (Sir  W.  Somer- 
ville)  had  a  right  to  ask  where  that  hon. 
Gentleman  was  when  that  Motion  was  in- 
troduced? The  hon.  Gentleman  should, 
at  all  events,  give  some  practical  proof 
that  he  felt  a  lively  interest  in  the  subject 
when  he  accused  others  of  the  crime  and 
folly  of  not  promoting  emigration.  Al- 
though the  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to 
every  possible  topic,  he  had  not  recom- 
mended any  practical  measure  which  the 
House  could  adopt.  He,  among  other 
matters,  adverted  to  the  much -debated 
question  of  the  area  of  taxation.  There 
were  two  views  in  which  that  question 
might  be  considered.  There  were  those 
who  said  that  the  electoral  divisions  were 
immeasurably  large,  and  that  if  they  were 
smaller  the  guardians  would  be  better  able 
to  direct  their  attention  to  the  wants  and 
desires  of  those  who  in  connexion  with  the 
poor-law  were  subject  to  their  charge.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  reason  he 
wished  to  diminish  the  area  of  taxation 
was,  that  he  might  individualise  the  re- 
sponsibility; and  he  argued  that  the  pro- 
prietor of  an  estate  would  have  an  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  the  pauper  or  labouring 
poor,  if  the  whole  weight  of  their  support 
devolved  upon  the  estate.  In  that  prac- 
tical view  of  the  case,  he  entirely  differed 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought 
the  notion  that  a  reduction  of  the  area  of 
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taxation  would  indlTidualise  responsibility 
so  as  to  make  the  proprietary  have  an  in- 
terest in  the  case  of  paupers,  was  a  delu- 
sion. He  did  not  think  they  would  ever 
be  able  to  carry  it  out;  because,  if  the  ar- 
gument were  carried  out  to  its  legitimate 
extent,  they  must  have  areas  of  taxation 
eonterminous  with  the  estate.  The  argu- 
ment inyol?ed  as  much,  and  they  must  ul- 
tunately  come  to  an  estate  area  of  taxa- 
tion. But  be  would  show  presently  that 
they  could  not  stop  there.  They  could  not 
■top  with  a  mere  estate  area,  for,  when 
they  had  arrived  at  that,  what  would  they 
have  done  ?  They  would  merely  have 
done  this — they  would  have  reduced  the 
Irish  peasant  to  the  same  condition  as  the 
Russian  serf,  and  they  would  have  to  sell 
him  with  the  estate.  Was  that  the  way 
to  improve  the  habits  of  the  Irish  labourer? 
Was  it  a  proper  plan  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labourer  to  say  that  he  should  al- 
ways live  on  the  estate,  and  that  the  farmer 
must  employ  him  whether  he  was  a  good 
labourer  or  not  ?  The  hen.  Gentleman 
forgot  that  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  Ireland  and  England  as  regarded 
taxation  for  the  poor.  In  this  country  the 
whole  of  the  poor-rates  were  paid  by  the 
oecupier,  but  not  so  in  Ireland.  He  wished 
to  show  the  hen.  Gentleman  that  he  would 
not  obtain  his  object  even  if  he  were  to 
reduce  the  area  of  taxation  to  the  size  of 
an  estate ;  because  there  might  be  as 
much  difference  between  two  farms  on  one 
estate,  as  between  two  different  estates. 
Some  estates  might  be  well  managed,  and 
some  very  ill  managed;  but  if  tbat  were 
not  so,  you  were  not  the  least  nearer  to  a 
solution  of  the  problem  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  solve.  And  so  twenty 
farms  might  differ  in  condition  on  one 
estate,  as  twenty  estates  might  differ  in 
one  electoral  division.  Therefore,  upon 
the  principle  of  individualising  responsi- 
bility, you  must  reduce  the  areas  of  taxa- 
tion, not  to  estates  only,  but  to  the  size  of 
farms.  He  would  ask  how,  under  such  a 
state  of  things,  it  would  be  possible  to 
oarry  on  the  poor-law  at  all  ?  It  must  ne- 
eessarily  lead  to  a  state  of  confusion,  what- 
ever might  be  the  law.  Ho  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  forget  that  at  this 
moment  a  commission  was  sitting  whose 
duty  it  was  to  diminish  the  size  of  the 
electoral  divisions  in  Ireland.  That  com- 
mission had  sought  for  information  on  all 
aides;  and  it  had  sought  for  suggestions 
fipom  gentlemen  whose  local  interests  en- 
titled their  opinions  to  consideration.     He 


hoped,  as  far  as  regarded  divisions  of  an 
unmanageable  size,  measures  would  beta- 
ken by  the  Boundary  Commissioners  which 
would  prove  a  considerable  improvement 
on  the  present  system;  but  as  to  any  at* 
tempt  being  made  to  reduce  the  electoral 
divisions  in  accordance  with  the  views  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
(Sir  W.  Somerville)  conceived  would  be  a 
proceeding  not  only  most  injurious,  but 
most  pernicious,  and  one  which  would  lead 
to  indescribable  confusion.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  know  what  were  the  opinions 
of  persons  in  this  country  upon  the  sub- 
ject? He  could  assure  him  that  there  were 
many  intelligent  men  in  England  who  were 
in  favour  of  a  very  large  area  of  taxation. 
At  all  events,  there  was  quite  sufficient 
opinion  of  an  opposite  character  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  in  England,  to  make 
the  people  of  Ireland  pause  before  they 
gave  their  assent  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  trespassed  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  longer  than  he 
was  wont  to  do;  but  ho  could  not,  under 
the  circumstances,  avoid  saying  somewhat 
upon  a  subject  which  had  engaged  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  so  often.  He  would 
not  now  enumerate  the  different  measures 
which  had  been  adopted  by  Parliament 
during  the  previous  and  the  present  Ses- 
sion with  a  view  in  some  degree  to  stem 
the  current  of  distress  which  unfortunately 
had  so  long  been  flowing  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause, do  what  they  would,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  undertake  to  dry  that  current  up, 
or  minister  support  to  all  who  were  over- 
taken by  it.  But  those  measures  had  been 
offered  by  this  country  with  no  niggard 
hand.  Without,  therefore,  enumerating 
those  measures,  he  would  say,  that  what- 
ever had  been  done  was  generously  done, 
and  with  a  view  of  acting  for  the  best. 
To  recount  those  benefits,  or  to  dwell  upon 
their  merits,  he  felt  would  be  an  unge- 
nerous act.  The  hon.  Gentleman  began 
his  speech  by  asking  what  hope  there 
was  for  Ireland?  Now,  ho  (SirW.  So- 
merville) was  not  a  very  sanguine  per- 
son. He  admitted  that  everything  for  a 
long  time,  as  connected  with  Ireland,  had 
been  gloomy  in  the  extreme;  but  he  did 
think  there  wore  grounds  for  hope  now 
presenting  themselves,  and  which,  with 
the  blessing  of  Providence,  might  warrant 
them  in  looking  forward  to  a  brightening 
future.  First,  they  had  the  prospect  of  a 
bountiful  harvest.  Let  it  not  be  supposed 
that  he  reckoned  with  any  great  reliance 
on  the  potato  crop.    He  quite  agreed  with 
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the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  potato  was 
not  a  fit  food  for  a  people  to  rely  on  fpr 
their  sustenance,  though  he  did  not  agree 
with  him  in  wishing  that  the  whole  of  the 
potato  crops  throughout  the  country  might 
he  destroyed;  hecause  he  considered  that 
a  plentiful  harvest,  even  of  the  potato, 
would  a£fbrd  them  time  to  look  around 
them,  that  they  might  consider  those  more 
permanent  measures  which  it  would  he  ne- 
cessary to  adopt  to  enahle  them  to  meet 
any  calamity  that  might  hereafter  occur, 
should  a  failure  of  that  crop  at  another 
season  come  upon  them.  The  reports 
which  had  reached  him  that  morning  in- 
duced him  to  helieve  that  things  were  on 
the  mend.  The  papers  which  were  then 
hefore  him  very  clearly  showed  that  the 
numbers  of  deaths  of  paupers  in  work- 
houses had  greatly  decreased,  and  were 
gradually  decreasing.  He  ventured  to 
hope,  therefore,  that  we  were  on  the  eve  of 
better  times.  In  the  month  of  May  the 
number  of  outrages  reported  by  the  police 
was  2,034,  while  in  the  month  of  June  they 
amounted  only  to  1,490.  He  conceived 
that  that  condition  of  the  criminal  returns 
gave  indications  of  a  greatly  improved 
state  of  things.  That  was  the  only  statis- 
tical document  that  he  intended  to  read, 
for  he  felt  even  in  the  few  remarks  he  had 
made,  that  he  had  trespassed  too  much  al- 
ready on  the  time  and  attention  of  the 
House;  but  he  could  not  sit  down  without 
reminding  hon.  Members  then  present  that 
the  measures  of  the  Government  had  been 
adopted  by  very  large  majorities — that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  was  that  Ministers 
had  acted  for  the  best — and  that  neither 
the  House  directly,  nor  the  Government 
impliedly,  deserved  the  censure  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  had  sought 
to  cast  on  them;  he  should  therefore  meet 
his  Motion  by  a  direct  negative. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  rose  to  explain.  He 
had  never  said  absolutely  that  he  wished 
to  see  the  potato  exterminated — he  merely 
put  an  alternative  which  was  this,  that 
rather  than  that  the  potato  should  be  the 
life  and  soul  of  Irish  agriculture,  he  should 
wish  to  see  it  no  more. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
calculated  rightly  when  he  supposed  he 
should  enlist  the  sympathies  of  all  in  the 
expression  of  joy  by  his  reference  to  de- 
tails in  proof  of  the  return  of  prosperity  to 
Ireland,  however  those  details  might  be 
qualified.  If,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  told  them  the  number  of 


inmates  in  the  workhouses,  and  the  num« 
her  of  deaths  during  the  previous  weeks, 
and  if  he  had  told  them  by  what  other  cir- 
cumstances than  fever  deaths  had  occurred, 
he  confessed  the  details  would  to  him,  and 
those  about  him,  have  been  more  satisfac- 
tory. Nor  could  he  rejoice  with  confidence 
over  the  returns  from  the  constabulary  of 
the  outrages,  until  he  knew  what  those  out- 
rages were.  For  when  he  remembered 
that  outrages  small  and  great  were  reported 
in  the  same  way,  and  that  one  outrage  of 
a  serious  character  was  of  more  conse- 
quence in  estimating  the  state  of  a  country 
than  ten  inconsiderable  crimes,  such  as 
petty  larceny,  that  went  to  swell  the  gross 
number  thus  reported,  he  felt  he  could  not 
speak  of  the  deductions  that  ought  to  be 
drawn  from  so  unsatisfactory  a  statement 
as  that  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemarf, 
The  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  truly  that 
it  was  out  of  the  power  of  any  Government 
to  deal  with  so  great  a  calamity  as  bad 
afflicted  Ireland;  but  he  might  be  permitted 
to  remark  that  that  difficulty  was  greatly 
increased  by  the  way  in  which  the  famine 
was  at  first  met.  It  was  entirely  owing 
to  the  Government  that  those  difficulties 
had  been  increased,  and  that  the  visitations 
of  Providence  had  been  aggravated  by  the 
legislation  of  man.  The  responsibility  of 
the  Government  was  increased  with  the 
greatness  of  the  opportunity  presented  to 
them.  For  there  never  had  been  a  time 
in  the  history  of  Ireland  when  barriers  to 
good  legislation  in  that  country  had  been 
more  entirely  removed  than  during'  the 
three  years  for  which  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  held  office;  and  never  was  there  a 
time  when  party  spirit  and  religious  con- 
tentions were  more  entirely  allayed;  and 
when  he  asked  what  had  been  the  conduct 
of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  whether  the  legislation  for  Ireland  was 
not  more  entirely  owing  to  the  Govern- 
ment, he  recollected  that  they  had  the  sup- 
port of  large  majorities,  and  he  considered 
that  those  large  majorities  proved  the  ab- 
sence of  all  factious  opposition,  casting 
thereby  the  great  responsibility  of  the 
remedies  proposed  for  Ireland  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  They  were  the 
makers  of  the  9th  and  10th  Victoria.  It 
was  not  the  first  time  that  he  had  regret- 
ted his  absence  on  that  occasion,  and  taken 
blame  to  himself  on  that  account ;  for  he 
felt  that  however  protracted  the  Session 
might  be,  and  at  however  late  a  period  of 
it  measures  might  be  brought  on  for  dis- 
cussion, Members  could  not  absent  them- 
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selves  without  blame,  or  throw  off  by  their 
absence  their  responsibility,  whilst  Govern- 
ment were  passing  dangerous  measures  in 
their  absence.  The  responsibility  of  an- 
other great  step  rested  solely  with  them, 
when  the  Government  determined  at  one 
time  to  violate  the  Act  to  which  he  had 
referred — when  they  overruled  its  opera- 
tion, and  acted  so  much  in  violation  of  the 
law  that  they  felt  it  necessary  to  come  to 
the  House  and  ask  for  an  Indemnity  Act 
in  consequence.  He  said  the  responsibility 
of  Mr.  Labouchere's  letter  of  the  7th 
Oct.,  1847,  rested  entirely  with  them.  As 
to  the  course  which  had  been  pursued  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
thought  fit  to  advert  to  it,  he  might  be 
permitted  to  trace  their  conduct  with  re- 
gard to  the  measures  which  Government 
had  brought  forward.  He  should  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cock- 
ermouth,  and  would  not  advert  to  the 
Church  question,  ministers*  money,  and 
one  or  two  questions  that  had  been  brought 
forward  in  the  House  during  the  present 
Session.  He  would  look  only  to  those 
measures  which  had  reference  to  the  so- 
cial improvement  of  Ireland — a  subject 
which  had  occupied  their  attention  so 
largely  during  this  Session,  and  by  so  oc- 
cupying it  proved  to  the  country  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  the  great  diffi- 
culty of  Ireland  was  social  and  not  poli- 
tical. One  of  the  measures  that  came  ex- 
tensively before  them,  was  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Bill.  So  important  was  that  mea- 
sure considered,  and  so  likely  to  work  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland,  that  no  fewer  than 
four  Acts  had  been  introduced  this  Ses- 
sion to  carry  out  that  law  more  effectually. 
They  passed  the  Bill  by  majorities  enor- 
mous, in  great  haste,  and  with  much  ap- 
pearance of  anxiety.  For  himself,  he 
looked  at  that  measure  as  a  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  sale  and  transfer  of  landed  pro- 
perty, the  principle  and  provisions  of  which 
might  with  advantage  be  extended  to  Eng- 
land. As  to  tho  Registration  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  did  not  think  it  was  neces- 
sary for  him  to  say  any  thing  after  it  had 
been  withdrawn  ;  but  he  considered  the 
noble  Lord  could  not  have  done  otherwise, 
after  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Griffin  as  to  the 
great  inequalities  which  prevailed  in  the 
rates  levied  in  different  localities.  That 
very  inequality  of  rating  was  a  circum- 
stance which  deserved  the  careful  consi- 
deration of  the  noble  Lord  during  the  re- 
cess.    To  hon.  Members  who  had  looked 


from  day  to  day  into  tho  Notice  Papers,  it 
would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  remark 
that  two  notices  appeared  regularly,  and 
seemed  to  follow  closely  throughout  the 
Session,  although  they  came  to  nothing, 
as  might  be  expected,  considering  in  whose 
hands  they  were.  They  must  have  consi- 
dered the  connexion  that  appeared  to  exist 
between  these  notices.  It  had  been  often 
said  that  the  taxation  of  the  two  countries 
ought  to  be  similar  and  identical ;  but  ho 
might  say  that  the  taxation  could  not  be 
separated  from  the  representation  of  the 
country.  Accordingly,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  wished  to  have  two 
Members  for  Kensington,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick,  on  the  other  hand, 
wished  to  have  two  Members  added  to  the 
representation  for  Ireland,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion to  be  decided  by  the  different  ratio  of 
taxation  levied  on  the  two  countries,  or  on 
any  two  localities.  It  was  during  this  Ses- 
sion that  one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Berk- 
shire brought  forward  a  Landlord  and  Ten- 
ant Bill  for  England,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  moved  a  clause  extending  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland.  That 
proposition  was  acceded  to'  unanimouslj; 
and  now  he  therefore  asked  the  noble 
Lord,  if  his  attention  should  again  be 
called  to  the  subject,  to  remember  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  placed  the  Irish 
landlords  in  the  same  position  with  the 
English  landlords,  and  had  thus  far  assert- 
ed that  both  ought  to  be  legislated  for 
together  in  the  same  Bill,  and  on  the  same 
principles.  As  for  the  Savings  Banks 
Committee,  which  was  opposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, notwithstanding  the  great  inte- 
rest which  the  subject  possessed  for  those 
localities  where  branches  of  these  institu- 
tions had  existed,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  additional  interest  was 
concentrated  on  that  Committee  by  his 
opposition  to  its  appointment ;  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  now  do  what 
was  necessaiy,  and  bring  the  inquiry  to  a 
proper  issue.  He  now  approached  the 
Irish  poor-law;  and  he  said,  however  great 
were  the  evils  of  that  poor-law — however 
ill-advised  the  legislation  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  that  question,  no  blame  could 
attach  to  those  on  his  side  of  the  House 
for  absence  during  the  discussion  of  the 
question,  or  for  being  barren  of  suggestions 
and  of  plans,  whereby,  in  their  opinion, 
the  difficulties  of  the  case  might  be  met. 
Aware,  practically,  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  and  foreseeing  what  would  happen, 
they  had  asked  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
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into  the  working  of  the  poor-law,  and  all 
the  Irish  Members  voted  for  it;  but  the 
noble  Lord  voted  against  such  inquiry. 
The  consequence  was,  as  might  be  fore- 
seen, the  noble  Lord  met  the  Parliament 
in  1849  without  a  Bill  upon  the  subject. 
Well,  the  first  Bill  the  noble  Lord  brought 
in,  he  grafted  upon  the  rate  in  aid.  It 
was  then,  when  thej  saw  that  nothing  was 
to  be  done  for  Ireland  until  she  had  her- 
self made  the  utmost  exertion,  that  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  moved  the  ex- 
tension of  an  income  tax  to  Ireland.  He 
refused  previously  to  have  a  rate  in  aid  ; 
and  he  said  it  became  him  as  a  wise  man 
to  choose  the  least  of  two  evils,  and,  there- 
fore, the  Government  were  advised  to  ex- 
tend the  security  they  were  seeking  by 
the  rate  in  aid  over  all  the  property  in 
Ireland,  and  especially  to  lay  the  tax  upon 
that  kind  of  property  which  was  most  able 
to  bear  it.  Why  the  noble  Lord  opposed 
that  Motion,  they  knew  not,  except  from 
the  proceedings  in  the  memorable  Parlia- 
ment of  Downing-street — that  Parliament 
of  twenty  minutes'  duration,  and  the  sum- 
mary speech  in  which  the  noble  Lord  ad- 
dressed his  Irish  audience.  In  the  debate 
on  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill,  it  was 
clearly  shown  that  the  maximum  just  came 
to  be  the  minimum,  and  that  the  proposal 
inferred  almost  necessarily  in  future  time 
that  very  disagreeable  process  known  as 
**  cooking  the  accounts  "  in  the  district. 
During  all  those  debates,  however,  he 
could  not  but  recollect  that  those  right  hon. 
Members  who  sat  on  the  bench  which  he 
himself  occupied,  three  of  them  at  one 
time  or  another  Secretaries  for  Ireland — 
he  meant  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Member  for  the  Falkirk 
boroughs — had  never  one  of  them  exhibited, 
by  their  presence  or  their  participation, 
any  interest  for  those  over  whose  destinies 
they  had  presided.  That  poor-law  dealt 
witb  the  whole  property  of  Ireland,  en- 
abling three  men  to  lay  on  taxes  at  the 
rate  of  12  per  cent — to  dismiss  the  whole 
of  the  municipal  bodies  in  certain  locali- 
ties, or  to  alter  the  composition  of  these 
bodies,  or  to  force  loans  upon  them  ;  yet 
against  all  these  processes  no  appeal  was 
allowed,  and  no  delay  was  permitted.  The 
decision  of  these  three  men  was  final. 
With  such  provisions  before  them,  they  had 
attended  night  after  night;  but  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  swamped  by  the  union 
of  English  Members  against  them.    Nearly 


contemporaneously  with  that  Bill,  was 
another  for  the  amendment  of  the  English 
poor-law;  and  during  that  discussion  the 
slightest  suggestion  of  the  English  land- 
lord was  attended  to,  and  the  provisions 
modified  to  suit  the  wishes  of  the  landlords, 
and  made  to  square  with  the  condition  of 
their  property.  That  indicated  to  him 
that  there  were  two  governments  for  the 
two  countries.  He  said  that  the  Bill  for 
Ireland,  which  they  had  sent  to  the  other 
House,  was  equivalent  to  a  vote  of  want 
of  confidence  in  the  middle  and  upper 
classes  of  that  country.  It  was  said  the 
fault  lay  with  the  landlords.  Their  fault 
had  been  that  they  had  acted  upon  the 
dogma  of  buying  in  the  cheapest  market, 
and  selling  in  the  dearest.  They  had  sold 
their  land  for  the  largest  price,  and  bought 
their  labour  for  the  lowest  wages.  They 
looked  upon  the  potato  as  the  cotton  plant 
of  Ireland,  and  competition  was  stimulated 
to  the  highest  point.  That  was  their  fault, 
and  dearly,  deeply  and  long,  would  they 
rue  their  implicit  obedience  to  the  vain 
dogma  which  they  were  told  was  to  rege- 
nerate the  world.  But  if  they  wished  to 
keep  those  landlords  as  bad  as  they  said 
they  were,  let  them  deal  with  them  as  they 
said  they  dealt  with  their  tenants  ;  show 
them  no  confidence,  and  by  the  different 
Bills  passed  in  that  House  treat  them  as 
an  alien  race.  He  was  satisfied  that  local 
self-government  for  Ireland  was  the  only 
course  of  policy  for  that  House  to  pursue. 
That  principle  had  been  violated  and  de- 
stroyed by  their  legislation;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  a  return  to  it  was  the  only 
way  to  regenerate  Ireland.  He  asked 
those  who  had  brought  forward  a  Regis- 
tration Bill,  and  who  showed  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  poor-law  that  they  had 
not  the  slightest  confidence  in  the  boards 
of  guardians,  with  what  pretence  of  con- 
sistency they  could  propose  to  such  a  peo- 
ple an  extended  suffrage?  Were  those 
who  were  incapable  of  managing  their  own 
affairs  fit  to  take  any  part  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  empire  ?  Whilst 
these  people  were  oftered  an  8^.  franchise, 
they  were  insulted  with  a  12^  per  cent 
tax.  The  more,  then,  he  considered  the 
subject,  the  more  was  he  convinced  that 
a  return  to  the  principle  of  local  self- 
government  was  the  only  way  of  regene- 
rating Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  entered  at  length  into  the  ques- 
tion of  parochial  divisions.  Against  estate 
rating  it  was  easy  to  make  out  a  case  ; 
but  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  noble  Lord, 
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even  now,  without  the  interference  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  to  make  electoral 
divisions  smaller.  ["Divide,  divide!"] 
He  saw  an  hon.  Gentleman  calling  for  a 
division,  who,  upon  the  anniversary  of  the 
patron  saint  of  his  own  country,  demanded 
that  Wales  should  he  included  in  the  Irish 
poor-law.  He  knew  not  whether  the  wish 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  survived  the 
festivities  of  that  day;  hut  if  he  were  still 
desirous  that  Wales  should  he  considered 
as  an  electoral  division  of  Ireland,  and 
would  state  his  reasons,  at  least  from  him 
(Mr.  Stafford)  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  a  patient  hearing. 

Mr.  SHEIL:  I  shall  not  forget  that 
this  is  the  23rd  of  July.  How  does  it 
come  to  pass  that  of  the  Irish  miscellany 
hy  which  it  is  supposed  that  this  Motion  is 
supported,  not  one  has  thought  it  judicious 
to  originate  a  proposition  of  an  analogous 
kind  ?  It  is  not  hecause  they  are  con- 
scious of  their  inadequacy  to  the  perform- 
ance of  the  task  which  has  heeii  assumed 
hy,  or  has  devolved  upon,  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth.  It  is  not  hecause  they  ai-e 
utterly  destitute  of  that  self-reliance  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  affords  a  model — 
it  is  not  hecause  they  are  not  aware  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  sort  of  connex- 
ion with  Ireland  excepting  that  which  an 
amiable  but  somewhat  speculative  sym- 
pathy can  supply.  It  is  because  his  utter 
ignorance  of  Ireland  is  countervailed  by 
his  distinguished  talents,  and  more  espe- 
cially by  those  peculiar  faculties  which 
render  him  the  most  appropriate  exponent 
of  dissatisfaction,  and  the  faithful  mirror 
of  discontent.  But  it  is  not  to  the  use  of 
caustics  that  the  talents  of  my  hon.  Friend 
are  confined.  He  can  praise  as  eloquently 
as  he  can  condemn.  In  the  course  of  last 
Session,  when  he  proposed  the  extension 
of  the  income  tax  to  Ireland,  he  pronounced 
an  admirable  and  most  just  panegyric  on 
the  distinguished  Nobleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Irish  Executive.  It  is  not  undeserving 
of  remark  that  those  who  are  most  lavish 
of  their  incongruous  praises  upon  Lord 
Clarendon,  seldom  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Ministry  on  whom  he  reflects  a  lustre. 
On  the  occasion  to  which  I  am  referring, 
the  commendations  of  my  hon.  Friend  ex- 
tended to  the  Government.  He  frankly 
stated  that  they  had  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with.  Where  indeed,  is  the  man, 
whoso  mind  is  not  the  prey  of  the  most 
virulent  partisanship,  who  will  not  acknow- 
ledge that  a  large  allowance  is  to  be  made 
for  those  almost  insurmountable  impedi- 


ments which  result  from  disasters  to  wluch 
in  the  annals  of  national  calamity  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  likeness  can  be  found  ? 
But,  notwithstanding  this  acknowledg- 
ment, my  hon.  Friend  calls  on  the  House 
to  record  its  condemnation  of  the  tempo- 
rary measures  to  which  the  Goyemment 
resorted  at  the  commencement  of  the 
famine.  I  do  not  consider  the  Goyemment 
to  be  faultless.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  pronounce  every  Government  to  which 
they  belong  to  be  perfect,  and  every  Gro- 
vemment  to  be  imbecile  to  which  they  un- 
happly  do  not  appertain.  I  am  not  an  op- 
timist of  the  Treasury  bench.  But  while 
I  admit  that  the  Government  maj  have 
been  betrayed  into  error,  and  that,  in  the 
suddenness  of  a  great  emergency*  charity 
in  its  precipitancy  may  have  lost  its  way, 
I  utterly  deny  that  the  benevolence  of 
England  has  been  baffled.  Whatever  mis- 
takes may  have  been  committed,  they 
are  as  nothing  when  compared  with  the 
vast  rehef  which  was  afforded.  If  the 
calamity  was  unexampled,  so  was  the 
preservation.  But,  give  mo  leave  to  ask, 
why  it  is,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
confesses  that  the  measures  to  which  he 
alludes  were  temporary,  and  that  they 
are  past  and  gone,  that  he  calls  upon  the 
House  to  pronounce  a  retrospective  and  a 
useless  condemnation  of  proceedings,  the 
recurrence  of  which  he  does  not  appre* 
hend?  Of  proceedings  defunct  for  ever, 
why  does  he  set  down  a  damnatory  para- 
graph ?  The  object  is  one  which  it  requires 
some  intrepidity  to  deny,  and  some  sim- 
plicity to  doubt.  The  hon*  Gentleman 
proceeds  to  condemn  the  measures  of  a 
permanent  character  adopted  by  the  Legis- 
lature; of  those  the  poor-law  is  the  chief. 
It  would  be  preposterous  to  enter  into  its 
details.  The  evils  of  the  poor-law  are  as 
clear  as  its  necessity.  Nothing  could  he 
worse  than  the  enactment,  except  the  non- 
enactment  of  a  large  measure  of  relief  for 
the  Irish  poor.  The  Government  were 
compelled  to  choose  between  the  work- 
house and  the  charnel-house,  and  preferred 
the  first.  The  interests  of  property  were 
postponed  to  the  rights  of  life.  It  is  quite 
natural  that  the  Irish  landlords  should  have 
complained  with  bitterness  of  the  misfor- 
tunes that  befell  them.  They  deserve  com- 
passion for  their  sufferings,  while  we  are 
compelled  to  withhold  acquiescence  in  their 
views.  I  do  not  blame  men  for  consulting 
their  own  interests,  but  in  forming  an  esti- 
mate of  the  value  of  their  opinions,  I  take 
those  interests  into  account.    I  listen  with 
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courtesy,  but  with  caution,  to  a  county  i 
Member,  when  he  talks  of  the  corn  laws; 
to  a  Manchester  manufacturer,  when  he 
talks  of  a  Ten  Hours  Bill;  to  a  West  In- 
dian, when  he  talks  of  sugar  duties;  and 
to  an  Irish  proprietor,  when  he  talks  of 
the  poor-laws  and  the  narrow  area  of  taxa- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend,  having  disposed  of 
the  past  and  the  present,  advances  on  the 
future.  He  informs  us  that  the  calamities 
in  Ireland  will  be  conducive  to  its  felicity. 
I  envy  the  imagination  of  the  man  for 
whom  a  vision  of  prosperity  ascends  from 
an  abyss  of  woe.  How  is  it  to  be  realised  ? 
By  solid,  regenerative,  and  profound  legis- 
lation. Mem  Fodlon,  the  great  Irish  legis- 
lator, was  but  the  precursor  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  The  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  also 
of  comprehensive  policy.  What  does  his 
comprehensive  pohcy  include  ?  On  how 
many  questions  of  paramount  importance 
has  a  significant  taciturnity  been  observed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  ?  I  shall  not  enter  into 
any  details  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
found and  unobjectionable  legislation;  in- 
deed. Sir,  I  am  persuaded  at  this  moment, 
the  most  urgent  and  pressing  evils  of  Ire- 
land are  of  that  character  which  laws  can- 
not **  make  or  cure.'*  The  wounds  of 
Ireland  cannot  be  healed,  excepting  by  the 
Almighty  hand  by  which  they  were  inflict- 
ed. By  successive  plenty,  successive  famine 
must  be  countervailed — the  earth  must 
bring  forth  her  increase;  the  prayer  with 
which  our  deliberations  are  preceded  must 
be  granted;  Ireland  must  teem  with  fer- 
tility again;  the  mysterious  and  sightless 
influences  by  which  one  of  the  finest  islands 
in  the  sea  has  been  three  times  blasted, 
must  be  inhibited — and  before  anything 
great  and  good  can  be  accomplished  by 
human  legislation,  by  the  great  Lawgiver  of 
the  world,  a  preliminary  mercy  must  be 
shown. 

The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

The    House    adjourned    at    a    quarter 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  24,  1849. 

MiNUTKfl.]  PuBUc  Bills. — 1»  Railways  Abandonment; 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment  \  Royal  Pa- 
vilion (Brighton) ;  Collection  of  Rates  (Dublin) ;  Dublin 
Improvement ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  ;  Pilotage. 
2»  London  Corporation ;  Regimental  Benefit  Societies  j 
Enlistment  (Artillery  and  Ordnance) ;  Tnutees  Relief; 
House  of  Commons  Offices;   Militia  Pay. 


Reporied.^ln\KnA.  Posts  (Colonies);  Land  Improvement 
Amendment  (Ireland) ;  Labouring  Poor  Act  Amendment 
(Ireland) ;  Boroughs  Relief ;  Stock  in  Trade ;  Advance 
of  Money  (Athlone  to  Galway  Railway) ;  Joint  Stock 
Companies  Act  (1848)  Amendment ;  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Petty  Bag,  &c.  Offices  Amendment  i 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendm«it  t  Poor  Relief  (Cities  and 
B(noughs) ;  County  Rates,  &c 

3»  Commons  Indosure  (No.  2) ;  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)! 
Highway  Rates :  Excise  Benevolent  Fund  Society ;  New- 
gate Gaol  (Dublin) ;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland). 
Pbtitions  Prbsbntbd.  By  Lord  Redeadale,  from  Lyme 
Regb,  against  any  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Marriage  X 
also  Arom  the  City  of  London,  that  Provision  shall  be 
made  in  the  London  Corporation  Bill  for  an  Alteration 
in  the  Right  of  Voting. — By  the  Bishop  of  Manchester, 
ttom  Manchester,  and  other  Places,  in  favour  of  the  pre> 
sent  System  of  Education  by  the  Aid  of  Parliamentary 
Grants. 


REGIMENTAL  BENEFIT  SOCIETIES  BILL. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  moved 
tlie  Second  Reading  of  the  Regimental 
Benefit  Societies  Bill.  These  societies 
were  originally  established  in  the  Army 
under  the  authority  of  the  Benefit  Societies 
Act  of  the  33rd  of  George  III.,  with  the 
provisions  of  which  their  Lordships  were 
doubtless  acquainted.  The  inconvenience 
of  them  had  long  been  felt.  Their  exist- 
ence was  found  to  be  inconsistent  with  the 
usual  discipline  and  the  constitutional  ex- 
istence of  the  Army,  because  in  each  of 
the  regiments  meetings  were  held  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  the  interests  of  each 
of  their  particular  benefit  clubs.  Circum- 
stances had  occurred  in  almost  every  regi- 
ment which  were  very  inconvenient,  and 
also  discussions  and  disputes  over  which 
no  control  could  be  exercised  on  the  pari 
of  the  authorities.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, to  his  personal  knowledge,  it  had 
been  the  desire  of  the  ofiicers  at  the  head 
of  the  Army  for  a  long  period  to  put  an 
end  to  the  existence  of  these  societies*  His 
respected  predecessor  in  the  office  of  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  made  an  effort  to  put  an 
end  to  their  existence  in  the  year  1826. 
Efforts  had  also  been  made  by  himself  and 
his  late  valued  friend.  Lord  Hill,  but  in 
vain.  The  Act  to  which  he  had  already 
referred,  and  under  which  these  societies 
were  constituted,  was  so  well  drawn,  and 
its  provisions  were  so  strong,  that  it  was 
found  impossible  to  extinguish  any  one  of 
them.  Under  these  circumstances,  at  a 
later  period,  about  twenty  years  ago,  when 
it  was  thought  desirable  and  even  neces- 
sary to  extinguish  one  of  those  societies  in 
the  Royal  Regiment  of  the  Horse  Guards 
Blue,  it  was  found  necessary  to  apply  to 
Parliament,  and  an  Act  was  passed  to  put 
an  end  to  a  provident  and  benefit  society 
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in  that  regiment.     The  inconvenience  of 
the  existence  of  such  societies  in  many  re- 
giments of  the  Army  had  been  admitted 
ever  since;  and  it  had  now  become  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  apply  to  Parliament  for 
power  to  extinguish  them — an  object  which 
it  was  proposed  to  accomplish  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  commission  by  Bill  to  ad- 
just the  accounts  of  each — to  ascertain  the 
claims  existing  upon  each  society,  whether 
in  the  form  of  pensions  acquired  on  retire- 
ment from  the  service,  or  of  claims  not 
yet  complete,  but  existing  for  the  advan- 
tage of  persons  still  serving  in  the  Army, 
and  becoming  complete  on  their  retire- 
ment from  the  Army — and  to  make  provi- 
sion first  for  those  who  were  already  en- 
titled to  pensions,  and  afterwards  for  the 
distribution  of  the  funds  according  to  the 
principle    contained  in   the  Act   of  Wil- 
liam IV.  for  the  extinction  of  the  benefit 
society  in  the  Royal  Regiment  of  Horse 
Guards  Blue.     Such  were  the  objects  of 
the  Bill  in  relation  to  the  regimental  bene- 
fit societies.     But  the  Bill  related  not  only 
to  those  societies  but  to  large  funds  in  pos- 
session of  different  regiments  of  the  Ai*my, 
accumulated  for  certain    objects  by  the 
commanding  officer  or  other  officers  of  the 
regiment.    The  existence  of  all  these  funds 
gave  rise  to  discussions  over  which  there 
w^as  no  control;   and  it  was  thought  de- 
sirable that  they  should  be  placed  upon 
some  known  principle,  in  the  exercise  of 
which  full  knowledge  could  be  obtained  of 
the  proceedings  of  those  charities,  so  as  to 
give  satisfaction  to  all.     He  believed  that 
the  commanding  officers  of  regiments  had 
done  their  duty  in  the  administration  of 
those  charities;  but  no  doubt  complaints 
had  been  made  of  the  malversation  and 
misapplication  of  their  funds;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  desirable  that  the  authorities 
should   have   a  knowledge   of  what   was 
going  on,  and  should  be  enabled,  so  far  as 
control  was  required,  to  decide  upon  all 
matters  in  dispute.  The  commission  named 
in  the  Bill  was  to  consist  of  one  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  to  be  named  by  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury,  of  the  Secretary  at  War, 
and  of  the  Military  Secretary  to  the  gene- 
ral officer  filling  the  position  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief.     These  were  all  parties 
generally  interested  in  the  management  of 
the  Army.     He  entertained  no  doubt  that, 
according  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  all 
these  affairs  would  be  so  managed  as  to  be 
for  the  advantage  and  satisfaction  of  the 
Army,  and  for  the  better  maintenance  and 
"oreservation  of  discipline.     He,  therefore, 


again  asked  their  Lordships  to  give  the 
Bill  a  second  reading,  and  to  allow  him  to 
name  an  early  day  for  the  Committee. 
Bill  read  2\ 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Lord  STANLEY  said,  they  were  now 
within  three  or  four  days  of  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Session,  and  on  that  day,  the 
24th  of  July,  there  had  come  from  the 
House  of  Commons  no  less  than  seven  Bills 
then  to  be  read  a  first  time  by  their  Lord- 
ships. Two  or  three  of  those  Bills  were  of 
very  considerable  importance.  One  of  them 
was  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  collection  of 
rates  in  the  City  of  Dublin,  another  was 
the  Poor-law  Union  Charges  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  and  there  was  also  a  most  im- 
portant Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
Pilotage.  That  was  a  measure  of  very 
serious  importance;  it  touched,  by  some  of 
its  provisions,  on  the  treaties  of  reciprocitj 
with  foreign  Powers,  and  its  importance 
could  hardly  be  exaggerated.  Those  seven 
Bills  were  sent  to  Qiem  when  Parliament 
was  about  to  separate  in  three  or  four  days. 
On  the  preceding  day  twenty-two  Bills 
were  passed  through  different  stages;  he 
knew  not  how  many  had  been  passed 
through  different  stages  on  that  day,  and 
now  they  had  sent  up  to  them  another 
set  of  Bills.  He  must  say  that  nothing 
could  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
legislating  at  the  close  of  a  Session.  He 
would  not  throw  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  passing  measures  that  were  ne- 
cessary to  be  passed,  but  there  was  no 
reason  for  not  bringing  them  forward  at 
an  earlier  period.  There  was  no  reason 
for  these  Bills  being  deferred  almost  to  the 
very  last  day. 

Earl  GREY  said,  that  complaint  made 
on  this  subject  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  a 
well-founded  complaint;  but  it  was  not  a 
new  complaint.  It  was  fifty  years  old  at 
the  very  least;  and  year  after  year,  under 
various  Administrations,  the  complaint  had 
been  made.  He  was  afraid  it  was  a  ne- 
cessary consequence  of  the  constitution  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  He,  for 
one,  had  supported  a  Bill  that  would 
greatly  tend  to  mitigate  the  inconvenience, 
and  he  greatly  regretted  that  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  that  Bill  had  failed ; 
he  thought  the  Bill  would  have  worked  ad- 
vantageously. But  great  as  the  inconye- 
nience  was,  he  did  not  think,  with  refer- 
ence to  those  Bills  that  were  now  brought 
up,   there  was   any  reason   for  delaying 
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tbem.  When  the  noble  Lord  said  it  was 
discreditable  ou  tbe  part  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment to  send  tbem  up  to  tbat  House  at 
tbat  time,  be  sbould  remember  bow  tbej 
were  circumstanced  in  tbe  otber  House  of 
Parliament.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  bad 
but  tbe  command  of  two  days  in  tbe  week, 
and  of  tbose  two  days  tbey  were  continu- 
ally deprived  by  Motions  brougbt  in  by 
individual  Members  as  Amendments  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  It  was 
necessary  to  make  every  effort  to  carry,  as 
soon  as  possible,  tbe  important  measures 
of  tbe  Session  tbat  bad  been  made;  and 
many  measures  of  great  importance  were 
brougbt  tbat  year  before  tbeir  Lordsbips 
at  an  earlier  period  of  tbe  Session  tban 
usual.  Tbe  measure  for  tbe  repeal  of  tbe 
Navigation  Laws  bad  been  brougbt  before 
tbe  House  at  an  earlier  period  tban  mea- 
sures of  tbat  importance  bad  been  usually 
brougbt  forward.  Witb  regard  to  tbe  Bills 
now  on  the  table,  be  believed  some  of 
tbose  Bills  were  merely  continuing  Bills, 
and  one  of  them  was  a  private  Act.  Tbe 
Bill  witb  regard  to  pilotage  was,  no  doubt, 
a  Bill  of  considerable  importance;  but  it 
was  merely  a  measure  giving  to  certain 
bodies  in  this  country  tbe  power,  if  they 
think  fit,  of  relaxing  their  rules  for  the 
convenience  of  the  mercantile  marine;  and 
when  bis  noble  Friend  moved  tbe  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  their  Lordships  would 
find  there  was  no  reason  whatever  to  delay 
it.  He  assured  their  Lordships  tbat  he 
greatly  regretted  the  manner  in  which  Bills 
of  importance  were,  by  the  present  con- 
stitution of  the  two  Houses,  necessarily 
laid  before  their  Lordships  within  a  very 
short  period  of  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Lord  STANLEY  was  aware  of  the  dif- 
ficulty  experienced  by  Government  in  car- 
rying Bills  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  by  the  limited  time  which 
they  had  at  tbeir  disposal ;  but  witb  regard 
to  the  Pilotage  Bill,  that  apology  would  not 
answer.  So  far  from  there  being  any  dif- 
ficulty in  carrying  that  Bill  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  Motion  for  leave  to 
introduce  it  was  only  made  on  the  12th  of 
the  present  month.  That  measure,  he 
supposed,  was  a  corollary  to  the  repeal  of 
the  navigation  laws,  and  there  was  no  rea- 
son for  not  bringing  it  forward  at  an  earlier 
period.  It  met  with  no  delay  or  obstruc- 
tion in  the  other  House  of  Parliament;  and 
it  was  the  fault  of  the  Government,  and  of 
tbe  Government  alone,  that  the  Bill  had 
been  delayed.  Could  there  be  a  stronger 
proof  of  tbe  carelessness  witb  which  legis- 


^  lation  in  both  Houses  was  carried  on  tban 
was  to  be  found  in  this  fact — tbat  thej 
were  now  going  to  have  a  Bill  brought  in 
to  correct  a  blunder  made  in  another  Bill 
a  fortnight  ago  ?  A  measure  was  brougbt 
in  witb  regard  to  defects  in  leases.  Tbe 
Bill  was  passed  sub  silentio;  and  within  a 
fortnight  from  tbe  passing  of  that  Bill,  it 
being  found  utterly  absurd  and  impracti- 
cable, another  Bill  was  brought  in  to  cor- 
rect it. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Campbell, 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  24, 1849. 

Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — V*  Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf) ; 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction  in  the  Colonies. 
Reported, — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation) ;  Leasehold 
Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland) ;  Customs ;  Workhouse  Loant 
(Ireland) ;  Treasury  Instruments  ;  House  of  Lords  Costa 
Taxation;  General  Board  of  Health;  Metropolitan 
Sewers ;  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation. 
3°  Railways  Abandonment ;  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton) ; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  dec ;  Pilotage. 

PariTioNS  Prbsbntbo.  By  Mr.  H.  Stanley,  Aom  King^ 
Lynn,  for  Universal  SuflVage.— By  the  Marquess  of  Wor- 
cester, ftom  Bath,  respecting  the  Welsh  Language  in  the 
Established  Church  (Wales) ;  and  from  Canpden,  for 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates ;  also  from 
Woolastone  and  Alvington,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act— By  Mr.  Masterman,  from  the  City  of  Lon 
don,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  Bill. 

LEASEHOLD  TENURE  OE  LANDS 
(IRELAND)  BH^L. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  law  said,  be  rose  to  move  that 
tbe  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on 
tbe  Bill  on  this  day  three  months.  If  it 
was  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  to  adopt 
his  Amendment,  he  should  propose  clauses 
by  which  the  corporation  of  London  and 
the  Irish  Society  should  be  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  this  Bill.  Tbe  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  convert  leasehold  into  free- 
hold property  by  a  compulsory  process. 
The  preamble  stated — 

''  Whereas  many  lands  in  Ireland  are  held  un- 
der leases  and  under-leases  respectively,  with 
covenants  for  perpetual  renewal,  and  great  ex- 
pense is  constantly  incurred  in  procuring  renewals 
under  such  covenants,  and  much  litigation  and 
inconvenience  arise  from  such  tenures ;  and  it  is 
expedient  that  such  tenures  should  be  converted^ 
in  manner  hereinafter  provided,  into  tenures  in 
fee,  and  that,  except  as  herein  excepted,  all  leases 
and  under-leases  of  lands  in  Ireland,  with  cove- 
nants for  perpetual  renewal,  granted  or  made  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  should  operate  and  take 
effect  in  manner  hereinafter  mentioned." 
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Tho  allegations,  whatovor  foundation  may 
liavo  existed  for  thoni  in  other  cases,  were 
not  only  inaccurate  but  untrue  as  re- 
garded the  Irish  Society.  Tho  Bill  as 
it  stood  was  an  infringement  and  partial 
repeal  of  charters  granted  by  the  Crown 
to  tho  corporation  of  London  in  the  reign 
of  James  I.  Nothing  like  the  proposal 
now  before  tho  House  of  Commons  had 
boon  made,  unless  during  tho  exist- 
ence of  the  Star  Chamber,  when  these 
and  other  charters  were  cancelled  by 
that  anomalous  and  tyrannical  body  in  the 
time  of  Charles  I. ;  and  that  monarch  had 
over  after  reason  to  regret  the  course  then 
taken  by  him.  These  charters  were  re- 
stored in  the  time  of  Charles  II.,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  plant  and  colonise  the 
city  and  county  of  Londonderry  and  Cole- 
raino,  and  under  them  large  sums  of  money 
had  boon  raised  and  expended.  [The  hen. 
and  learned  Gentleman  then  read  tho  pur- 
poses intended  and  the  powers  conferred, 
as  stated  in  tho  charters.]  Tho  property 
granted  was  undertaken  by  the  twelve 
groat  companies  of  tho  city  of  London, 
and  tho  Irish  Society.  Nearly  one  half 
of  tho  property  retained  by  tho  Irish 
Society  would  bo  materially  affected  by 
the  Bill.  If  it  were  necessary,  ho  should 
be  able  to  show  that  the  present  Lord 
OhanooUor,  when  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and 
Lonl  Lyndhurst,  with  the  assent  of  Lord 
OampboU,  hold  that  this  property  was  of  a 
permanent  oharaoter,  of  which  it  could  not 
be  divested,  and  powers  over  it  remained 
to  Ih>  exercised  under  the  direction  of  the 
Irish  Sixnety.  What,  then,  could  be 
thought  of  the  modesty  of  those  who  re- 
oiiinHl  the  Irish  Society  to  n?linquisb  the 
eliaractor  of  landlortis  of  this  property — 
which  they  had  held  since  the  roign  of  j 
James  I.  to  the  present  time,  and  all  power  i 
and  contr\d  over  it  ?  This  was  impolitic  as  I 
well  as  unjust:  for  what  was  unjust  never  | 
oinild  K^  oxjHHliont  even  in  pi^litics.  He  | 
challonjrt\l  tho  hon.  Baronet  the  Member. 
for  l.oiuloiulorry,  who  was  moro  the  author 
of  tho  Uri  ;h:\u  tho  Government,  to  prv^ve 
that  thon^  WAS  Aity  grt\it  ex}vnso  to  the 
tenant rv  ia  o>Mtinsr  renew aIs  of  their  lease*. 
Ho  dor.uxl  tuAt  ihon>  was  any  oxjvnso  of 
tho  Kir.d  :  ^  :ho  tenants  v>f  the  Irish  Society 
to  ju<:.t*v  tho  p:\^{vs;U  to  Ovvivert  the  pre- 
set.: uM>oV,o'd  Tor.;:r\^s  inti>  tor.uros  in  toe, 
NVas  tho  V.ou>o  a^nraro  of  the  n.^tunc»  of  the 
hx^M:*\cs  ot  tV.is  wporty  t  With  the  view 
of  sho>»;:c  t*v.s.  ho  would  rv^for  tho  House 
iv^  tho  stAtcuunt  of  tho  Irisii  Soc:ety. 
That  Kxiv  s;4t<^ — 


"  Tho  Irish  Society  object  to  bo  included  in  tho 
proyisions  of  tho  Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  because  none  of  the  reasons  which 
exist  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  for  such  a  Bill, 
apply  in  the  slightest  dcgroo  to  the  property 
granted  by  charter  to  the  L'ish  Society.  The 
Irish  Society  have  never  in  any  case  insisted  upon 
the  forfeiture  of  a  lease,  nor  has  litigation  pre- 
vailed amongst  their  lessees  and  their  under- 
tenants ;  a  covenant  in  their  leases  constitutes  the 
society  the  solo  arbitrator  in  all  disputes  which 
may  ariso  between  them.  Tho  leases  are  for 
twenty-eight  years  and  three  lives;  so  that, 
should  tho  lives  drop,  the  lessee  is  certain  of  a 
term  of  twenty-eight  years  without  a  renewal. 
The  average  period  of  renewal  is  about  thirty 
years.  The  leases  also  contain  covenants  to  re- 
pair, to  protect  the  fisheries  of  the  society,  and 
other  covenants  most  beneficial  to  the  jnxiperty 
and  its  lessees.  Tho  only  certain  means  of  en- 
forcing the  performance  of  the  covenants  of  the 
lessees  is  by  periodical  renewal.  This  wholesome 
check  is  by  the  Bill  proposed  to  be  abolished ;  and 
the  Irisli  Society  will  be  deprtved  of  the  best 
means  of  enforcing  the  regulations  which  have 
been  found  so  beneficial.  The  charters  granted 
to  tho  Irish  Society  for  plantation  purposes  have 
been  carried  out  to  the  fullest  extent.  The  pitK 
porty  of  the  society  is  a  pattern  to  all  other  parts 
of  Ireland  for  peace  and  tranquillity.  If  the  au- 
thority of  the  Irish  Society  is  repealed  by  grant- 
ing the  fee  of  their  estates  to  their  lessees,  they 
will  no  longer  have  any  motive  to  apply  the  wbole 
of  their  disposable  revenue  in  improving  the  pro- 
perty and  contributing  to  the  educational  and 
other  charities  of  the  district,  as  heretofore ;  and 
tlie  property  will  in  a  few  years  become  like  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  The  Bill  will  transfer  ths 
powers  of  the  society  to  the  middlemen,  who  have 
been  so  notorious  for  their  extortion  and  hardship 
to  their  undertenants ;  and  will  leave  their  under* 
tenants  entirely  in  their  hands,  without  the  salu- 
tary check  which  the  society  has  hitherto  had 
upon  them." 

The  rent  received  bj  the  Irish  Socie^ 
amounted  to  onlj  the  small  sum  of  2,500l. 
a  Tear,  while  the  rent  received  bj  the 
gentlemen  holding  tmder  theni»  according 
to  the  poor-law  assessment,  amounted  to 
40,000/.  a  year.  From  this  it  was  dear 
that  the  benefits  conferred  bj  this  Bill 
would  be  derived  exclnsivelj  by  the  mid- 
dlemen, who  would  possess  themselTea 
of  the  entire  control  over  these  estates* 
lie  could  not  ooneeive  on  what  groand 
they  should  attempt  to  divest  the  Irish 
Society  of  the  land  thej  held  tinder 
charter,  and  of  all  control  over  their 
own  estates.  It  was  notorious  thai  this 
chanciniT  the  tenure  to  a  fee-farm  reDt» 
mu^t  add  creatlv  to  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty tv>  the  leaseholder,  without  giTing 
a:iy  cx^mjvnsation  to  the  Irish  Societj. 
Ho  wa^  t^^Id  that  existing  covenants  were 
amply  prov:,:od  f>r  under  the  Bill  aa  it 
<tvvd :  but  ho  did  not  believe  that  the 
u<>hlc  Loni  who  inuwiiiccd  the  danaea  ml- 
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luded  t6  in  another  place,  could  believe 
that  thejr  would  have  the  slightest  effect 
to  insure  the  interests  of  the  Irish  Society. 
He  was  the  only  permanent  member  of 
tha  Irish  Society,  and  he  was  so  in  his 
official  capacity  as  Recorder  of  the  city  of 
London ;  he,  therefore,  would  not  confine 
himself  to  his  own  interpretation  of  this 
Bill,  as  to  its  effects  on  the  property 
of  that  corporation.  He  had  taken  the 
opinion  of  an  eminent  conveyancer  as  to 
the  effect  which  this  measure  would  have, 
and  that  learned  gentleman  stated  that  no 
process  whatever,  and  no  clause  which 
could  be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  would  have 
any  effect  in  protecting  the  interests  of 
that  body  ;  their  only  safety,  therefore, 
consisted  in  being  freed  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  [The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  read  the  opinion  in  question.] 
Such  being  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on  the 
estates  of  that  body,  he  asked  whether 
they  were  justified  in  pressing  it  ?  He  did 
not  say  it  might  not  be  called  for  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  but  it  would  be  the  gross- 
est injustice  in  enforcing  it  here.  The 
House  should  consider  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  this  case.  Here 
was  an  enormous  estate,  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Society,  in  considera- 
tion of  their  laying  out  large  sums  of 
money  upon  it.  This  was  by  the  act  of 
the  Crown,  when  a  large  tract  of  the  coun* 
try,  in  or  near  Londonderry  and  Coleraine, 
was  placed  at  its  disposal  by  the  forfeiture 
of  its  former  owners.  An  appeal  was 
made  to  the  corporation  of  London,  and 
the  plantation  was  to  be  undertaken  by 
the  Irish  Society  and  the  large  companies. 
The  latter  bodies  had  since  laid  out  large 
sums  in  the  purchase  of  other  properties. 
It  was  desirable,  also,  that  this  property 
should  remain  under  the  control  of  the 
Irish  Society,  so  as  to  ensure  ito  good  go- 
vernment, and  the  welfare  of  the  people 
on  it.  There  were  provisions  in  the  leases 
which  only  allowed  the  Irish  Society  to 
enter  on  the  property  at  a  certain  period, 
if  the  tenant  had  not  complied  with  the 
engagements  entered  into  by  him.  There 
would  be  the  danger  of  great  inconveni- 
ence, and  a  stoppage  to  improvements,  if 
the  Irish  Society  had  not  the  power  of 
making  their  lessees  carry  out  the  condi- 
tions and  objects  of  the  plantation.  This 
was  the  first  opportunity  he  had  had,  and 
that  at  the  close  of  a  laborious  Session,  of 
protesting  against  the  forfeiture  of  pro- 
perty belonging  to  the  Irish  Society  and 
the  corporation  of  London  under  this  Bill. 


In  doing  bo,  he  conld  not  avoid  expressing 
his  surprise  that  the  provision  should  be 
endeavoured  to  be  enforced  at  a  time  wheii 
the  Government  were  calling  npon  English 
capitalists,  and  the  corporation  of  London, 
to  come  forward  and  assist  in  the  regene- 
ration of  Ireland.  This  was  at  a  time 
when  the  parties  now  to  be  affected  were 
anxious  to  promote  the  welfare  of  Ireland^ 
and  when  the  landlords  of  that  country 
were  unable  to  help  the  peasantry,  who 
were  in  a  starving  condition,  and  who  also 
were  unable  to  maintain  any  rents.  The 
corporation  of  London  were  then  making 
great  exertions  for  the  furtherance  of  im* 
provements,  and  for  the  extension  of  ci- 
vilisation in  Ireland,  and  they  ought  to  be 
protected  by  law  in  the  employment  of 
their  capital,  instead  of  being  injuriously 
dealt  with,  as  they  would  be  under  this 
Bill.  The  moment  was  selected  for  this 
proceeding  to  repeal  the  charters  granted 
by  James  I.  and  Charles  II.,  as  if  it  was 
feared  any  bodies  would  dare  to  undertake 
improvements  in  Ireland.  This  measurei 
he  repeated,  was  nothing  but  an  act  of 
spoliation  of  the  worst  kind,  and  trans- 
ferred the  property  from  such  wise  and 
moderate  landlords  as  the  Irish  Society, 
to  a  number  of  large  tenants,  who  were  at 
present  required  by  the  covenants  of  their 
leases  to  improve  the  property,  but  who,  if 
this  measure  was  passed,  would  not  be 
compelled  to  look  to  the  interests  of  the 
tenants  immediately  under  them.  The 
Irish  Society  had  also  promoted  the  moral 
and  religious  instruction  of  the  popidation 
on  their  estates  without  religious  distinc- 
tion, and  had  advanced  every  measure  for 
the  improvement  of  their  condition.  The 
Irish  Society  constantly  held  courts  to  see 
if  any  thing  could  be  done  for  the  benefit 
of  the  part  of  the  country  with  which  they 
were  connected.  At  the  present  moment, 
when  he  looked  at  the  thin  condition  of  the 
House,  and  at  the  number  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers present,  he  could  hope  to  make  little 
impression  on  it.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  might  have  some  mis- 
giving when  he  voted  to  take  the  control 
of  their  property  from  the  Irish  Society, 
and  give  it  to  himself  and  others  who  had 
a  personal  interest  in  the  matter;  and  no 
doubt  nothing  but  the  most  enlarged  views 
and  patriotic  feelings  induced  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  overcome  his  objections  to  the 
course  which  he  had  taken.  All  tha£  the 
Irish  Society  asked  was  to  be  insured  the 
means  of  being  allowed  to  carry  out  the 
conditions  of  the  charters  of  pk^tatioDi 
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which  they  had  sworn  to  do.  Did  Irish 
Gentlemea  forget  that  they  were  going  to 
dispossess  the  Irish  Society  of  what  was 
fixed  in  them  hy  the  charters  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  conditions  of  which  had  heen  faith- 
fully performed  on  the  part  of  this  society  ? 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word,  **  that "  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  **  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee.'* 

Mr.  GRATTAN  regretted  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  made  the  ob- 
servations which  he  did  on  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and,  above  all,  as  he  intended  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  and  learned.  Gentleman.  He 
regretted  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  laid  on  the  table  the  charters  un- 
der which  the  Irish  Society  held  their  pro- 
perty. The  Bill  was  most  injurious  to 
that  body,  and  so  it  would  prove  to  many 
private  landlords.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  charters  granted 
by  the  Stuarts,  as  if  they  were  the  produc- 
tion of  peculiarly  wise  monarchs.  Now, 
these  monarchs  were  only  remarkable  in 
this  way,  namely,  the  first  was  a  bad 
poet;  the  second  never  spoke  the  truth; 
the  third  was  always  with  women;  and  the 
fourth  was  a  coward,  and  ran  away.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  anxious 
to  be  enabled  to  prove  the  extent  to  which 
the  Irish  Society  would  be  injured;  he 
therefore  thought  the  House  ought  to  ac- 
cede to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  clear  all,  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session,  when  they  were 
within  a  few  days  of  the  prorogation. 
Every  attention  should  be  paid  to  the  city 
of  London,  and,  above  all,  at  a  time  when 
it  was  going  to  Connemara  to  take  posses- 
sion of  Mr.  Martin's  property  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improvement;  and  he  hoped  the 
gentlemen  who  went  over  for  that  purpose, 
would  be  hospitably  received  in  Ireland. 

Sir  J.  YOUNG  said,  that  he  had  every 
respect  for  such  a  respectable  body  as  the 
Irish  Society;  but  he  could  not  understand 
why  it  should  be  excepted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  given  notice  of  many  spe- 
cial clauses  under  which  the  Irish  Society 
and  the  corporation  would  be  exempted 
from  its  provisions;  but  he  had  proposed 
an  Amendment  directed  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  This  would  aflfect  all 
landowners,  and  the  Irish  Society  had  no 
greater  claim  to  be  excepted  than  private 

ntl^njon.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
he  course  of  his  observations, 


turned  round  and  said  he  should  be  de- 
feated, as  he  saw  so  many  Irish  Members 
present;  and  the  inference  he  seemed  to 
draw  was,  that  they  were  all  bad  land- 
lords, while  the  corporation  was  the  only 
good  one.  He  (Sir  J.  Young)  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  there  were  hundreds  of 
Irish  proprietors  who  were  quite  as  good 
landlords  as  the  society  alluded  to.  He 
would  go  further,  and  would  say  that  there 
was  not  a  county  in  Ireland  in  which  there 
were  not  numbers  of  tenants  better  off,  and 
lodged  in  better  houses,  and  the  farms 
better  cultivated,  than  was  the  case  on  the 
estates  of  the  Irish  Society.  He  knew 
many  large  owners  of  property  who  were 
a  great  deal  better  landlords — ^who  were 
better  landlords  than  the  Irish  Society  had 
ever  been,  or  coidd  ever  be.  The  great 
improvements  effected  on  the  property  of 
that  body,  had  been  effected  by  the  ten- 
antry under  the  perpetual  leases  held  by 
them,  and  these  would  be  extended  if  this 
Bill  passed.  If  the  clause  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  adopted,  it  would 
appear  to  be  a  very  invidious  distinction. 

Sm  R.  A.  FERGUSON  said,  as  he  had 
been  so  personally  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  he  felt  called  upon 
to  make  a  few  observations.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  spoken  as  if  an 
enormous  property  belonged  to  the  corpora- 
tion. This  was  not  so,  for  the  enormous  tract 
was  of  the  extent  of  about  8,000  acres  in 
and  near  Londonderry  and  Coleraine.  The 
matter  was  one  entirely  between  the  Irish 
Society  and  the  tenants  on  its  property. 
It  had  been  declared  that  the  Irish  Society 
had  granted  leases  of  their  property  on  the 
most  beneficial  terms.  Now,  the  fact  was, 
they  had  been  compelled  to  grant  leases  in 
perpetuity  about  eighty  years  ago,  after  a 
dispute  had  arisen  on  the  subject  which 
had  lasted  for  a  long  period.  If  this  had 
not  been  done,  the  whole  would  have  beea 
ruined,  and  the  whole  settlement  lost.  Bot 
this  was  not  a  piece  of  liberality  on  the 
part  of  that  society;  for  it  imposed  an  in- 
creased rent  and  other  charges  on  the  ten- 
ants to  the  amount  of  36  per  cent,  and 
hampered  the  tenants,  on  the  leases  so 
gi-anted,  with  all  sorts  of  vexatious  provi- 
sions. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said 
there  had  been  no  case  of  litigation  be- 
tween the  tenants  and  the  society.  He 
could  mention  cases  of  the  kind  in  which 
the  society  had  been  defeated.  As  for 
there  being  no  case  of  forfeiture,  it  arose 
from  the  circumstance  that  the  Court  of 
Chancery  decided  that  the  society,  having 
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promised  or  given  leases  in  perpetuity  to 
the  tenants,  could  not  come  in  to  eject 
them.  Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Memher 
mean  to  say  that  the  Irish  Society  had 
well  managed  its  affairs,  and  was  in  a 
prosperous  condition  ?  By  their  folly  and 
extravagance,  they  last  year  had  to  pay 
6702.  for  the  interest  of  the  money  they 
had  horrowed;  and  that  deht  was  gradu- 
ally increasing.  All  that  the  tenantry  on 
the  property  of  the  Irish  Society  asked 
was,  that  the  same  privileges  should  he 
extended  to  them  which  were  given  hy  all 
other  landlords.  When  these  leases  were 
granted,  the  estate  was  estimated  at  2,5002. 
a  year  rental;  hut  it  had  since  heen  so  im- 
proved hy  the  tenants,  that  it  was  now 
assessed  to  the  poor-rates  at  40,0002.  a 
year.  He  conceived  it  to  be  impossible, 
with  any  fairness,  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  Irish  Society  and  other  land- 
lords. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  regretted  the  de- 
bate  had  been  allowed  to  proceed  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Alderman  the  Member 
for  Southwark,  the  head  of  the  Irish  So- 
ciety, and  the  other  Members  of  the  cor- 
poration. He  therefore  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned." 

Mr.  law  said,  that  he  had  given  no- 
tice of  a  Motion  for  the  society  to  be 
heard  by  counsel  against  the  Bill,  on  the 
second  reading;  but  that  stage  had  been 
taken  at  midnight,  without  any  notice  to 
him. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  hoped, 
in  a  few  words,  to  show  the  propriety  of 
not  acceding  to  the  Motion  just  made.  The 
Bill  had  been  delayed  in  consequence  of 
the  illness  of  the  Lord  Chancellor;  but  it 
had  been  sent  down  from  the  other 
House  after  it  had  received  the  most  at- 
tentive consideration.  He  had  had  seve- 
ral opportunities  of  proceeding  with  this 
Bill  in  Committee,  in  the  morning  sit- 
tings; but  he  had  postponed  doing  so  in 
consequence  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
being  anxious  to  be  heard  in  opposition  to  it, 
and,  in  conformity  with  an  arrangement 
made  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  day  had  been  fixed  upon  for  the  de- 
bate. With  respect  to  the  other  Members 
connected  with  the  corporation  of  London 
and  this  society  not  being  present,  there 
would  be  ample  opportunities  of  hearing 
them  at  its  future  stages.  He  confidently 
appealed  to  the  House  not  to  allow  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment  to  be  adopted,  the 


only  effect  of  which  would  be  to  defeat  the 
Bill.  The  question  raised  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  entirely  one  for  the 
Committee,  as  it  applied  to  the  details  and 
not  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  ques- 
tion involved  in  this  measure  had  not  been 
introduced  for  the  first  time,  and  the  city 
of  London  had  no  right  to  complain  that 
they  had  no  opportunity  of  stating  their 
views  on  the  Bill.  No  one  would  say  that 
the  House  of  Lords  was  in  favour  of  con- 
fiscation, or  unwilling  to  hear  parties  who 
said  they  had  grounds  of  complaint  to  state 
against  a  measure.  The  Bill  had  been  de- 
layed for  a  considerable  time  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  the  city  of  London  had  ample 
opportunities  of  interposing. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  said,  it  was  a  matter 
of  regret  that  no  one  connected  with  the 
Irish  Society  was  present.  He  had  had 
opportunities  of  inspecting  the  accounts  of 
the  Irish  Society,  and  he  was  satisfied  no 
property  could  be  better  managed.  As  it 
was,  four-fifths  of  the  rental  received  was 
laid  out  in  the  improvement  of  the  property 
and  in  benefiting  the  tenantry.  He  be- 
lieved the  Irish  Society  to  be  entitled  to 
every  indulgence  and  support,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  liberal  treatment  of  their  ten- 
antry.  Coming  as  he  did  from  the  west 
of  Ireland,  he  was  anxious  to  encourage 
the  introduction  of  capital  with  habits  of 
business  and  improvement,  as  was  proposed 
under  the  auspices  of  the  city  of  Loudon. 
He  feared  this  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of 
deterring  English  capitalists  from  interfe- 
ring with  Irish  property. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  the  Members  of 
the  Irish  Society  could  be  heard  at  a  future 
stage  of  the  Bill;  therefore,  the  present 
Motion  appeared  to  be  a  most  vexatious 
mode  of  defeating  this  Bill.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  that  in  the  south  of  Ireland, 
where  this  tenure  was  well  known,  the  ten- 
ants were  most  anxious  that  the  Bill 
should  pass,  and  the  landlords  were  not 
opposed  to  it.  In  fact,  all  classes  in  Ire- 
land believed  that  it  would  confer  great 
benefit  on  them.  [Mr.  F.  French  :  Make 
it  permissive.]  It  was  very  well  for  the 
hon.  Member  now  to  ask  to  make  it  per- 
missive, when  he  had  just  stated  that  it 
should  be  postponed  until  certain  Aldermen 
could  come  down  to  the  House.  The  pro- 
ceeding adopted  was  a  factious  mode  of  de- 
feating the  Bill  by  a  mere  side  wind. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  he  had 
no  personal  interest  in  the  matter,  but  he 
thought  the  Irish  Society  ought  to  have  a 
fan:  opportunity  of  being  heard.   He  would 
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not  persist  in  his  Amendment  for  adjourn- 
ing the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  1, 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  proposed  the  altera- 
tion of  certain  words,  to  make  the  mea- 
sure permissive  instead  of  its  being  compul- 
sory. 

Mr.  law  supported  the  proposition. 
The  House  had  refused  to  acknowledge 
in  the  case  of  copyholds  the  principle  that 
a  proprietor  should  be  compelled  to  part 
with  his  property;  and  why  should  they  in 
the  present  instance  compel  a  landlord  to 
give  the  fee-simple  of  his  land  to  a  tenant, 
whether  he  was  willing  or  not  ?  There 
was  gross  injustice  in  such  a  proposal. 
He  objected  also  to  the  monstrous  propo- 
sition that  a  landlord  should  be  obliged  to 
pay  the  costs  incurred  in  defending  his  pro- 
perty before  the  Court  of  Exchequer  or 
Chancery,  and  that  the  Remembrancer  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  should  have  the 
power  of  conveying  that  man*s  estate  in 
his  name,  and  against  his  will. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  would 
say  nothing  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
costs,  as  that  was  embraced  in  another 
clause.  The  question  before  them  was, 
whether  it  should  be  compulsory  on  the 
original  lessor  to  commute  a  leasehold 
tenure  into  a  fee-simple.  Now,  the  real 
owner  of  the  estate  was  the  lessee,  the 
lessor  having  no  right  whatever  to  the  pro- 
perty. They  had  heard  much  of  the  Irish 
Society;  but  estates  held  under  this  tenure 
were  no  more  the  property  of  the  Irish  So- 
ciety than  copyhold  property  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlord.  The  real  owner  of 
the  property  was  the  lessee,  with  the  per- 
petual right  of  renewal.  Now,  this  view 
of  the  case  did  away  with  all  those  charges 
of  injustice  which  were  brought  against  the 
Bill.  It  was  not  correct  that  the  Copyhold 
Enfranchisement  Bill  was  thrown  out  on 
the  principle.  It  was  rejected  because  the 
details  of  the  Bill  were  found  not  to  be  in 
harmony  with  the  principle.  It  might  as 
justly  bo  said  that  the  owner  of  the  ma- 
nors in  England  was  the  owner  of  the  soil 
that  belonged  to  the  copyhold  tenant,  as  to 
say  that  the  lessor  of  those  lands  in  Ire- 
land was  the  owner  of  those  lands. 

Mr.  UUME  had  objected  to  the  com- 
pulsory power  given  in  the  Copyhold  Es- 


tates Bill  for  England,  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth,  and  they 
were  now  going  to  place  the  tenants  of  a 
certain  description  in  Ireland  in  such  a 
situation  that  they  would  be  able  to  com- 
pel the  landlords  to  change  the  tenure  of 
their  property.  Surely  if  in  England, 
where  the  landlords  were  to  receive  com- 
pensation, the  House  would  not  yield,  it 
was  monstrous  to  make  the  Irish  Society 
subject  to  such  enactments,  when  it  would 
not  get  the  slightest  benefit  from  the 
change.  This  was  a  more  stringent  pro- 
vision than  he  had  ever  before  seen  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  Under  this  Bill,  alsOy 
the  costs  were  to  be  paid  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Court  of  Chancery  or  the  Re- 
membrancer, by  either  the  landlord  or  the 
tenant.  This  was  a  monstrous  injustiee» 
for  by  it  the  costs  might  be  thrown  on  the 
unwilling  party.  It  was,  in  short,  an  act  of 
confiscation.  The  only  question  was,  whe- 
ther it  should  be  compulsory  on  the  origi- 
nal lessor  or  the  person  who  represented 
him  to  commute  the  leasehold  tenure  into  a 
fee-simple  upon  the  payment  of  a  fee-fiarm 
rent.  Now,  the  real  owner  was  not  the 
lessor  but  the  lessee,  who  had  a  perpetual 
right  to  the  renewal  of  his  lease,  which 
right,  it  had  been  decided,  in  a  great  num- 
ber of  cases,  could  not  be  taken  away  from 
him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  case  of  copyholds.  The 
case  was  perfectly  analogous  with  the  pre- 
sent. The  property  held  in  Londonderry 
by  the  tenantry  on  the  estates  alluded  to» 
was  no  more  the  property  of  the  Irish  So- 
ciety than  a  copyhold  estate  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  lord  of  the  manor.  He  was 
entitled  to  certain  rights  and  fees,  but  he 
could  not  get  possession  of  the  property  or 
receive  the  rents.  So  it  was  in  Ireland. 
In  such  cases  as  the  Irish  Society,  they 
were  compelled  to  grant  new  leases  for 
ever,  and  because  they  kept  up  the  word 
lease,  it  had  given  rise  to  an  erroneous  no- 
tion of  the  Bill.  The  Copyhold  Estates 
Bill  was  not  thrown  out  the  other  day 
because  it  was  compulsory  in  its  enact- 
ments, but  because  its  details  would  not 
caiTy  the  object  in  view  into  effect.  He 
denied  that  the  Irish  Society  were  the  real 
owners  of  the  land,  but  the  lessees  who 
held  under  them,  and  to  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  the  real  advantages  of  uieir 
position. 

Captain  JONES  regretted  to  heir  the 
hon.  and  learned  Recorder  say  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
had  a  personal  interest  in  the  mattei;*     The 
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hon.  Baronet  might  hold  property  under 
the  Iriah  Society  as  a  trustee,  but  he  had 
no  interest  in  the  matter.  He  (Captain 
Jones)  was  also  connected  with  London- 
derry  and  supported  the  Bill,  but  he  had 
no  personal  interest  in  the  matter. 

Amendment  negatived  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  as  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  the  objection  to  the 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill,  introduced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth,  was,  that  it  was  compulsory  on  the 
landlord  and  not  on  the  tenant.  As  he 
read  this  clause,  it  was  open  to  the  same 
objection.  He  conceived,  that  with  regard 
to  this  as  well  as  the  other  Bill,  the  House 
should  proceed  on  something  like  fixed 
principles.  It  appeared  that  it  was  only 
where  the  reversionist  was  called  upon  by 
the  tenant,  that  the  deed  of  enfranchisement 
would  be  granted.  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  very  hard  upon  a  reversionist,  who  had 
many  of  these  lessees  on  his  estate,  that  he 
should  be  compelled  by  some  of  them  to 
convert  their  tenures  into  perpetuities,  while 
others  of  his  tenants,  because  they  refused 
to  make  the  application,  would  keep  up  the 
old  tenure.  He  thought  the  power  should 
be  given  to  both  parties. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  was 
sorry  to  say,  the  clause  was  open  to  the 
objection  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net. It  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  make 
such  an  arrangement  as  was  desirable,  as 
had  been  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  present  Bill  would  en- 
able any  one  tenant  to  go  to  the  lessor, 
and  compel  an  enfranchisement  subject  to 
a  fee-farm  rent.  The  reason  why  the 
course  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  not  been  adopted  was,  that  such 
difficulties  would  arise  as  to  the  details 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  carry 
them  into  effect. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  asked  whether  the 
provisions  of  this  clause  were  the  same  as 
those  in  the  Church  Temporalities  Bill  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought 
they  were  the  same,  but  he  would  not  at 
once  pledge  himself  on  the  subject. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he  had  objected 
to  the  Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill,  be- 
cause it  was  a  one-sided  measure;  and  he 
now  foimd  this  Bill  was  open  to  the 
same  objection.  He  thought  there  ought 
to  be  equal  powers  ou  both  sides.     The 


provisions  in  the  Bill  should  be  altered, 
so  as  to  effect  this  object. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
Clause  should  be  reconsidered  before  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Ayes  71;  Noes  21:  Majority  50. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  also  Clauses 
2  to  38. 

The  other  clauses  were  also  agreed  to 
after  a  long  and  desultory  conversation. 

Mr.  law  then  proposed  the  introduc- 
tion of  an  additional  clause.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  it  was  painful 
to  him  to  think  that  he  was  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  present  who  was  con- 
nected with  the  corporation  and  the  Irish 
Society,  and  he  had  attended  day  after 
day  in  that  House  to  protect  the  interests 
of  both  those  bodies.  As  the  legal  adviser 
of  the  corporation,  he  was  bound  not  to 
shrink  from  the  duty  of  defending  their 
interests.  He  should  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  as  to  this  last  effort  he  should 
make  to  except  the  Irish  Society  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill : — 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  That  nothing  in  this  Act 
contained  shall  extend,  or  be  construed  to  extend, 
to  prejudice,  diminish,  alter,  or  take  away  any 
of  the  rights,  privileges,  powers,  or  authorities 
vested  in  or  enjoyed  by,  or  duties  or  liabilities 
imposed  upon,  the  Society  of  the  Governor  and 
Assistants,  London,  of  the  New  Plantation  in 
Ulster,  within  the  realm  of  Ireland,  under  or  by 
virtue  of  any  Charter  or  Charters  heretofi>re 
granted  to  them  by  the  Crown,  or  of  any  Statute 
or  Statutes  in  anywise  relating  thereto." 

Brought  up,  and  read  1°. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  Second  Time." 

Alderman  SIDNEY  felt  bound  to  state 
that  the  corporation  of  London,  as  well  as 
the  Irish  Society,  had  been  treated  very 
strongly  at  the  present  moment,  when  they 
were  about  to  purchase  land  to  a  very 
great  extent  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
improvement.  Was  this  the  time  to  take 
from  them  the  management  of  their  own 
capital  ?  As  the  trust  for  the  plantation 
was  originally  imposed  upon  them,  he  con- 
ceived they  were  justified  in  asking  the 
House  to  be  excepted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Act. 

Sir  R.  A.FERGUSON  said,  there  was 
no  difference  between  the  leases  in  perpe- 
tuity granted  by  this  society,  and  those 
given  by  any  other  owner.  It  was  about 
eighty  years  since  the  Irish  Society  had 
been  compelled  to  grant  leases  in  perpe- 
tuity. 

Colonel  DUNNE  could  conceive  an  op- 
position to  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  il 
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was  objectionable  on  principle,  or  because 
it  was  a  onc-slded  measure,  but  bo  could 
not  conceive  why  there  should  be  an  excep- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Irish  Society.  He 
considered  the  effect  this  Bill  would  have 
on  that  Society  was  one  of  the  best  parts 
of  the  Bill. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  10  ; 
Noes  88  ;  Majority  70. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morrow. 

CUSTOMS  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  CHANCELLOR 
OF  THE  EXCHEQUER  for  the  House  to 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  object  of 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  appeared  to 
him  to  be  objectionable.  The  proposed 
mode  of  keeping  accounts  was  unsatisfac- 
tory, as  under  it  they  would  find  it  impos- 
sible to  ascertain  the  real  amount  of  con- 
sumption, except  they  deducted  the  quan- 
tity of  articles  exported  from  the  quantity 
imported.  If,  under  such  circumstances, 
the  official  accounts  were  not  more  accu- 
rately prepared,  and  delivered  at  an  earlier 
period,  thoy  would  bo  comparatively  use- 
less. There  was  another  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  he  conceived  was  also  objection- 
able. He  alluded  to  the  clause  which  pro- 
posed the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  em- 
broidery. It  was  proposed  to  reduce  the 
duty  of  20  per  cent  now  paid  on  embroid- 
ery and  needlework  from  foreign  countries 
to  15  per  cent,  and  from  British  posses- 
sions to  5  per  cent.  In  1846,  when  the 
new  tariff  was  under  consideration,  the 
present  duty  was  imposed,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  that  sufiiciont  reason  existed 
to  reduce  it  now.  The  duty  paid  on  fo- 
reign ombroidery  and  needlework  imported 
in  1840  was  61,524?.,  and  in  1846  it  was 
76,320/.  After  the  passing  of  the  tariff 
by  which  the  duties  were  reduced,  the 
duty  for  the  year  1846,  on  the  same  ar- 
ticles, was  116,346/.,  and  in  1848  it  was 
1 10.184/.  The  class  of  persons  who  would 
bo  more  jmrticularly  affected  by  this  pro- 
posal, wore  those  who  at  present  could 
hanlly  obtain  adequate  means  of  subsist- 
ence. When  the  difficulties  of  those  poor 
women  wore  increased  in  this  way,  many 
of  them  might  be  driven  into  the  streets  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  food  by  the  most  re- 
volting moans  to  a  mind  of  the  slightest 
delicacy.  Under  such  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
abide  by  the  duty  imposed  on  those  articles 
bjtlie  tariff  of  1846. 


The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  only  article  affected  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
corn,  but  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
enter  upon  a  corn-duty  debate. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  not 
intended  to  excite  a  corn-law  debate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tee  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  charge  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  attempting  to  do  so.  The  only  article 
to  which  the  clause  alluded  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend  was  com.  No  other  article  subject 
to  the  payment  of  duty  could  be  brought 
under  it.  As  for  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  embroidery  and  needlework  from 
20  to  15  per  cent,  he  did  not  anticipate 
the  results  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  notorious  that  the  class  of  persons 
referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  worked  for 
very  low  wages,  and  he  did  not  belioTe 
that  protection  would  do  them  much  good, 
or  that  the  present  reduction  of  duty  would 
make  any  difference  to  them.  The  reason 
for  the  reduction  of  the  duty  was,  that  for- 
merly embroidery  and  needlework  paid 
the  same  duty  as  certain  silk  goods.  A 
great  number  of  articles  which  came  from 
India,  which  were  manufactured  in  a  pecu- 
liar way,  were,  until  recently,  admitted  as 
silk  goods;  but  the  Custom-house  had  de- 
cided that  strictly  and  legally  speaking 
they  came  under  the  head  embroidery  and 
needlework,  and  therefore  had  to  pay  the 
20s.  duty.  He  alluded  to  India  shawls, 
and  some  other  articles  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter. Under  these  circumstances,  it  was 
deemed  desirable  to  place  them  on  the 
same  footing  that  they  formerly  were.  .He 
believed  the  proposed  change  would  have 
a  very  slight  effect. 

The  Houso  then  went  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill. 

On  Clause  12  being  put, 

Mr.  THORNELY  expressed    a   hope 
;  that  the  Government  would  propose  a  mea- 
sure to  sweep  away  the  absurd  restrictions 
;  on  commerce  imposed  by  the  quarantine 
'  laws.     After  the  admirable  report  on  the 
'  subject,  drawn  up  by  the  Board  of  Health, 
there  could  be  no  excuse  whatever  for  re- 
taining them.    This  should  be  done  without 
any  reference  to  negotiations  with  foragn 
countries,  as  was  the  case  with  respect  to 
frc>e  trade  and  the  repeal  of  the  navigation 
laws.     The  people  of  this  eoantiy  ahnost 
unanimously  wished  to  get  rid  of  these 
laws. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  wished  he  coold  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  uni- 
versal feeling  of  the  countiy  heing  in  fii- 


897 


Bagged 


{July  24} 


Schools. 


vour  of  getting  rid  of  these  laws.  The 
hoD.  Gentleman  must  know,  from  his  con- 
nexion with  Liverpool,  that  many  of  the 
merchants  of  that  place,  trading  with 
places  on  the  Black  Sea,  were  exposed  to 
the  most  disgraceful  regulations  which 
could  he  devised  hy  the  ingenuity  or  malice 
of  man,  under  the  name  of  quarantine  re- 
gulations, and  under  the  pretext  of  pro- 
tecting the  health  of  the  persons  living  on 
the  coast  of  that  sea.  The  whole  ohject 
was  on  the  part  of  the  Russians  illegally 
to  exclude  all  intercourse  of  strangers  with 
Wallachia  and  Moldavia.  He  knew  on 
one  occasion  that  some  Members  were  pre- 
pared to  bring  the  circumstances  under 
the  notice  of  the  House;  but  a  number  of 
English  merchants  trading  on  the  Black 
Sea  urged  those  hon.  Gentleman  to  desist 
from  their  intentions,  as  it  might  further 
impede,  or  altogether  stop,  all  trade  in 
that  quarter. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  subject  was  one  well  de- 
serving of  attention  ;  but  as  this  clause 
merely  facilitated  the  taking  of  goods  out 
of  quarantine,  the  occasion  was  not  a  fa- 
vourable one  for  the  discussion  of  the  whole 
question. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed  through  Committee. 

House  resumed. 

RAGGED  SCHOOLS. 

Lord  ASHLEY  then  rose  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  state  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  juvenile  population  of  the  metro- 
polis. If  he  were  asked  why  he  had  brought 
forward  his  Motion  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  he  must  plead  as  his  excuse 
his  utter  lack  of  opportunity  to  lay  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House,  owing  to  the  inter- 
position of  other  business  day  after  day. 
But  he  nevertheless  entertained  a  very 
strong  desire  that  he  should  have  it  in  his 
power  to  do  so,  not  only  on  account  of 
those  whose  claims  he  represented,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  House  to 
what  profitable  use  the  small  grant  he  had 
obtained  last  Session  had  been  turned,  and 
the  prospects  of  success  their  past  experi- 
ence might  encourage  them  to  cherish. 
He  had  another  reason,  besides,  for  press- 
ing the  subject  on  the  attention  of  the 
House — that  he  was  anxious  to  excite 
some  interest,  and  perhaps  discussion,  on 
the  preventive,  as  contrasted  with  the  re- 
formatory system.  Prison  discipline  seem- 
ed a  favourite  topic  for  all  writers  and 
speakers;  and  endless  inquiries  had  been 
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entered  into  with  respect  to  the  separate, 
the  solitary,  and  the  associated  system  of 
punishment,  and  with  respect  to  summary 
jurisdiction  and  flogging  and  confinement. 
But  he  thought  that  there  was  really  a 
system  preliminary  to  them  all,  and  one 
which  was  economical  and  efficient.  If  he 
could  show  that  the  preventive  system 
was  not  only  economical  and  efficient,  but 
also  truly  humane,  he  would  show  enough 
to  rouse  every  well-wisher  of  the  people  to 
a  sense  of  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
whether  viewed  with  reference  to  policy  or 
religion.  Last  year  he  stated  the  number 
of  that  class  whose  interests  he  then  at- 
tempted to  represent  at  30,000.  He  be- 
lieved that  estimate  was  very  much  under 
the  mark.  He  then  described  the  temp- 
tations to  which  they  were  exposed,  and 
the  great  dangers  which  threatened  so- 
ciety from  the  existence  of  that  class.  In 
the  statement  he  should  have  to  make  that 
night,  he  would  not  be  able  to  show  any 
great  improvement  in  these  details.  Any 
such  improvement  must  arise  from  the  ap- 
plication of  another  principle.  So  long  as 
people  were  left  in  their  present  sanitary 
state,  confined  in  courts  and  alleys,  their 
dens  and  lurking  places — so  long  as  they 
were  crowded  together  in  the  styes  from 
which  they  found  it  impossible  to  escape, 
even  so  long  they  could  not  hope  for  any 
improvement  in  the  social  and  physical 
condition  of  the  people.  But  what  he 
wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  was  the  increase  of  schools,  the 
improvement  of  the  pupils,  and  the  well- 
grounded  prospects  for  the  future.  He 
wished  to  show  the  condition  of  the  me- 
tropolis ;  and  for  that  purpose  would 
state  the  number  taken  into  custody  by 
the  metropolitan  police  in  1847,  as  con- 
trasted with  the  number  taken  into  cus- 
tody in  1848.  In  1847,  41,479  males 
were  taken  into  custody,  of  whom  8,405 
were  under  20  years  of  age,  3,228  be- 
tween 10  and  15,  and  306  under  10.  In 
1848,  42,933  males  were  taken  into  cus- 
tody; of  whom  8,776  were  under  20  years 
of  age,  3,604  between  10  and  15,  and  312 
under  10.  The  total  increase  in  1848  of 
males  taken  into  custody  was  1,454,  of 
whom  one  half  was  under  20  years  of 
age.  But  of  those  who  had  been  taken 
into  custody  under  10  years  of  age — 
the  class  which  chiefly  attended  the  ragged 
schools — there  had  been  an  increase  of  only 
six.  The  whole  number  of  males  taken  into 
custody  between  10  and  20,  a  period  of 
10  years,  was  12,691  ;  between  25  and 
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60,  a  period  of  26  years,  18,691;  only 
one-third  more.  But,  looking  at  the  num- 
her  of  those  tried  and  eonyicted,  there 
appeared  a  great  disproportion.  Between 
10  and  20,  the  males  tried  and  convicted 
were  1,237,  whereas  the  males  tried  and 
convicted  between  25  and  60  were  only  1,059. 
The  same  rule  prevailed  in  Manchester, 
to  which  he  simply  referred  as  a  very 
large  town,  the  retwus  being  character- 
ised by  the  same  accuracy  as  those  for  the 
metropolis.  There  were  taken  into  cus- 
tody in  Manchester  1,037  males  between 
10  and  20,  and  2,167  between  25  and  60. 
But  there  were  tried  and  convicted  165 
hetween  10  and  20;  193  between  26  and 
60.  Now,  these  returns  showed  the  prepon- 
deratmg  amount  of  juvenile  delinquency. 
They  showed  also  the  possibility  of  apply- 
ing the  preventive  system.  The  crimes 
were  perpetrated  at  a  period  of  life  when 
the  parties  were  open  to  the  best  influences, 
and  were  most  capable  of  receiving  perma- 
nent impressions.  It  was  also  clear  that 
the  seeds  of  crime  were  sown  in  early  life, 
and  would  not,  if  they  were  then  rooted 
out,  grow  up  into  rank  maturity.  Being 
anxious  to  ascertain  the  opinions  of  per- 
sons best  acquainted  with  the  subject,  he 
circulated  among  persons  having  the  charge 
of  ragged  schools,  missionaries,  and  others, 
this  question,  "  Do  many  adult  males  be- 
come criminals  for  the  first  time  after  20 
years  of  age?"  From  43  committees  he 
received  the  answer,  "Very  few.'*  One 
said,  '*  A  small  proportion,  and  these 
chiefly  through  drunkenness  and  want  of 
employment.  In  London,  many  country 
people,  and  the  Irish,  become  criminals 
after  20  years  of  age,  and  those  chiefly 
from  the  above-mentioned  causes.'*  An- 
other said,  •*  I  should  say  not  one  in  fifty.*' 
Another,  **  I  believe  that  among  the  low- 
est classes  of  society  hardly  any  become 
criminal  for  the  first  time  after  20  years  of 
age.'*  Such  were  the  conclusions  to 
which  those  persons  were  led,  whose  opin- 
ion ho  had  sought  as  being  most  conversant 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  poorer  classes. 
Now,  what  was  the  condition  of  those  to 
whom  he  wished  the  preventive  system  ap- 
plied ?  That  large  class  roaming  over  the 
streets  of  London,  in  habits,  manners,  feel- 
ings, and  pursuits  totally  unlike  anything 
with  which  people  were  acquainted  in  ordi- 
nary life,  formed  a  seed-plot  for  three- 
fourths  of  the  crimes  of  fraud  and  violence 
which  prevailed  in  this  metropolis;  and 
what  he  said  of  the  metropolis  he  said  of 
every  great  city  in  the  empire.     A  short 


time  ago  he  was  anxious  to  perceive  with 
his  own  eyes  what  was  the  condition  of 
these  people — ^what  was  the  state  of  their 
abodes,  their  lairs,  their  retreats  for  the 
night.  He  and  others  perambulated  the 
metropolis.  They  dived  into  its  recesses. 
The  House  would  be  surprised  to  hear 
what  was  the  condition  in  which  they 
found  those  young  people.  Most  of  them 
were  living  in  the  dry  arches  of  houses  not 
finished,  inaccessible  except  by  an  aperture 
only  large  enough  to  admit  the  body  of  a 
man.  When  a  lantern  was  thrust  in,  six 
or  eight,  10  or  12  people,  might  be  found 
lying  together.  Of  those  whom  they  found 
thus  lodged,  they  invited  a  great  number 
to  come  the  following  day,  and  then  an  ex- 
amination was  instituted.  The  nomber 
examined  was  33.  Their  ages  Taried 
from  12  to  18,  and  some  were  younger; 
24  had  no  parents;  six  had  one;  three 
had  step-mothers;  20  had  no  shirts;  nine 
no  shoes;  12  had  been  once  in  prison; 
three  twice;  three  four  times;  one  eight 
times;  and  one  (only  14  years  old)  12 
times.  The  physical  conditicm  of  these 
children  was  exceedingly  horrible;  thej 
were  a  prey  to  vermin;  they  were  troahled 
with  itch;  they  were  begrimed  with  dirt; 
not  a  few  were  suflering  fit>m  sickness; 
and  two  or  three  days  afterwards  two  died 
from  disease  and  the  effects  of  starvation. 
He  had  privately  exammed  eight  or  ten. 
He  was  anxious  to  obtain  from  them  the 
truth.  He  examined  them  separately, 
taking  them  into  a  room  alone.  Me  said, 
"  I  am  going  to  ask  you  a  variety  of  ques- 
tions, to  which  I  trust  you  will  give  me 
true  answers,  and  I,  on  my  part,  will  un- 
dertake to  answer  any  question  you  may 
put  to  me."  They  thought  that  a  fair 
bargain.  He  put  to  several  of  them  the 
question,  *'  How  often  have  you  slept  in  a 
bed  during  the  last  three  years?"  One 
said  perhaps  12  times;  another  three 
times;  another  could  not  rememher  that 
he  ever  had  done  so.  He  asked  them  how 
they  passed  the  night  in  winter.  They 
said,  *'  We  lie  ei^ht  or  ten  together  to  keep 
ourselves  warm.  He  entered  on  the 
subject  of  their  employments  and  modes 
of  living.  They  fairly  confessed  they 
had  no  means  of  subsistence  but  h^^ng 
and  stealing.  The  only  way  of  earning 
a  penny  in  a  legitimate  way  was  by  pick- 
ing up  old  bones.  But  they  fairly  acluiow- 
ledged  for  themselves  and  others  scattered 
over  the  town,  with  whom  they  professed 
themselves  acquainted,  that  they  had  not 
and  could  not  have  any  other  means  off  sub* 
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Bistence  tban  by  begging  and  Btealing.  A 
large  proportion  of  these  young  persons 
were  at  a  most  dangerous  age  for  society. 
He  had  formerly  met  one  very  remarkable 
instance  of  a  boy,  past  17.  He  was  struck 
at  discovering  that  the  boy  knew  the  French 
language,  and  asked  an  account  of  his  life. 
He  said  he  had  been  in  France  at  the  time 
of  the  revolution,  and  had  fought  in  the 
barricades.  He  and  his  mbther  had  gone 
to  Paris  some  four  or  five  years  ago.  He 
there  got  into  some  employment;  but,  as 
the  political  atmosphere  became  warm,  he 
yielded  to  its  influence,  and  being  enticed 
by  French  boys,  his  companions,  he  join- 
ed in  the  general  warfare,  fought  at  the  bar- 
ricades, was  taken  prisoner,  tried,Bentenced 
to  punishment;  and,  at  the  expiration  of 
his  sentence,  shipped  for  England.  There 
were  hundreds  and  thousands  of  others 
in  London,  as  capable  of  being  employed 
for  the  worst  purposes  as  the  Garde  Mo- 
bile of  Paris.  And  therefore  it  was  that, 
for  the  peace  of  society,  no  less  than  its 
honour,  ho  would  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject.  Again,  what 
was  the  moral  condition  of  those  persons  ? 
A  large  proportion  of  them  (it  was  no  fault 
of  theirs)  did  not  recognise  the  distinctive 
rights  of  meum  and  tuum.  Property  ap- 
peared to  them  to  be  only  the  aggregate  of 
plunder.  They  held  that  everything  which 
was  possessed  was  eonmion  stock;  that  he 
who  got  most  was  the  cleverest  fellow,  and 
that  every  one  had  a  right  to  abstract  from 
that  stock  what  he  could  by  his  own  inge- 
nuity. Was  it  matter  of  surprise  that 
they  entertained  those  notions,  which  were 
instilled  into  their  minds  from  the  time 
they  were  able  to  creep  on  all  fours — that 
not  only  did  they  disregard  all  the  rights  of 
property,  but  gloried  in  doing  so,  unless 
they  thought  the  avowal  would  bring  them 
within  the  grasp  of  the  law.  To  illustrate 
their  low  state  of  morality,  and  to  show 
how  utterly  shameless  they  were  in  speak- 
ing on  these  subjects,  he  would  mention 
what  had  passed  at  a  ragged  school  to 
which  14  or  15  boys,  having  presented 
themselves  on  a  Sunday  evening,  were 
admitted  as  they  came.  They  sat  down 
and  the  lesson  proceeded.  The  clock 
struck  eight.  They  all  rose  and  went 
out,  with  the  exception  of  one  who  lag- 
ged behind.  The  master  took  him  by 
the  arm  and  said — **  You  must  remain; 
the  lesson  is  not  over."  The  reply  was, 
"We  must  go  to  business."  The  mas- 
ter inquired  what  business?  "Why, 
don't   you  seo  it's    eight  o'clock.    We 


must  go  catch  them  as  they  come  out  of 
the  chapels."  It  was  necessary  for  them» 
according  to  the  remark  of  this  boy,  to  go 
at  a  certain  time  in  pursuit  of  their  call- 
ing. They  had  no  remorse  or  shame  ia 
making  the  avowal,  because  they  believed 
that  there  were  no  other  means  of  saving 
themselves  from  starvation.  He  recollected 
a  very  graphic  remark  made  by  one  of 
those  children  in  perfect  simplicity,  but 
which  yet  showed  the  horrors  of  their  po- 
sition. The  master  had  been  pointing 
out  to  him  the  terrors  of  punishment  in 
after-life.  The  remark  of  the  boy  was — 
*'  That  may  be  so,  but  1  don't  think  it  can 
be  any  worse  than  this  world  has  been  to 
me."  Such  was  the  condition  of  hundreds 
and  thousands.  It  was  necessary  for  the 
peace  of  society  that  those  horrors  should 
be  mitigated;  but,  looking  to  higher  con- 
siderations, every  one  must  feel  the  duty 
as  well  as  the  necessity  which  required 
that  means  should  be  taken  to  carry  the 
knowledge  of  the  Gospel  to  those  classes. 
There  were  two  modes  of  dealing  with  those 
cases  :  first,  to  wait  till  they  committed 
crime;  then  to  bring  them  to  justice,  and 
either  transport  them  or  confine  them  in 
gaol.  The  other  was  to  take  a  preventive 
course,  and  anticipate  the  gaoler  and  the 
hangman  by  a  system  of  wholesome  disci- 
pline. It  had  been  said  in  various  instances 
that  the  case  was  a  hopeless  one,  and 
there  was  nothing  but  punishment  for 
such  as  these.  He  distrusted  prison  disci- 
pline altogether,  he  had  no  faith  in  it  as  a 
preventive,  or  as  a  mode  generally  of  re- 
forming individuals.  Could  hon.  Members 
fail  to  observe  how  prison  discipline  had 
increased  in  severity  of  late  years,  and  yet 
crime  had  not  decreased  in  proportion  ? 
Nor  could  it  decrease  in  proportion;  nei- 
ther would  their  prison  discipline  become 
effective  for  its  purpose.  That  system 
might  possibly  become  effective  in  certain 
cases — in  the  cases  of  those  who  had  of- 
fended in  wantonness,  or  who,  on  quitting 
gaol,  had  resources  of  their  own,  or  friends 
on  whom  to  rely.  But,  for  the  great  mass 
of  those  who  passed  through  the  gaols, 
and  who  were  afterwards  discharged  to  re- 
commence the  struggle  of  life,  what  was 
usually  known  as  the  reformatory  system 
had  no  effect  beyond  the  walls.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  question  the  utility  of 
the  institution  at  Pentonville,  least  of  all 
whilst  it  had  the  advantage  of  the  services 
of  the  present  chaplain,  of  whose  exertions 
for  the  reformation  of  offenders  it  was  im- 
possible to  speak  too  highly.  Pentonville 
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prison  had  produced  some  remarkable  and 
gratifying  instances  of  reformation;  but  in 
almost  all  those  cases  the  parties  reformed 
had  found  profitable  employment  in  the  colo- 
nies. To  understand  how  prison  discipline 
failed  as  a  reformatory  system,  it  was  only 
necessary  to  reflect  on  the  fate  of  a  person 
committed  to  gaol.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  the  long  detention  before  trial, 
followed  in  some  cases  by  imprisonment 
after  conviction.  Now,  it  was  well  known 
that  persons  so  circumstanced  usually 
came  out  of  prison  ten  times  worse  than 
they  were  when  they  entered  it.  The  tes- 
timony of  those  who  could  speak  with  au- 
thority was  conclusive  upon  this  point. 
The  chaplain  of  the  Preston  House  of  Cor- 
rection, said — 

"In  1840,1  stated  that,  'whether  led  astray 
for  a  moment  by  bad  companions,  or  assailed  by 
overpowering  temptations,  or  driven  by  distress 
and  hunger,  or  trained  to  vagabond  and  thievish 
practices,  and,  in  all  cases,  with  a  mind  totally 
unformed  by  education  and  uninfluenced  by  reli- 
gion, the  child  of  14,  or  10,  or  even  eight  years 
old,  is  now  turned  into  a  yard  or  *  day-room,*  ten- 
anted by  40  or  60  older  criminals.  Once  here, 
his  ten*ors  of  a  prison  soon  vanish  before  the 
levity  and  merriment  of  his  new  companions. 
He  finds  them  great  objects  of  admiration  ;  and 
many  are  the  plunderers  who  can  relate  the  most 
attractive  stories  of  successful  and  daring  robbery. 
Excited  by  these  tales,  he  soon  becomes  ambitious 
of  imitating  the  heroes  of  them.  He  is  instruct- 
ed in  the  arcana  of  the  dreadful  calling  which  he 
has  entered  upon  by  some  adept  in  the  craft,  and 
thus  a  few  weeks,  or  even  a  few  days,  before  trial 
have  sufficed  to  convert  the  child,  who,  until  the 
verdict  pronounced  at  that  solemnity,  was  ac- 
counted innocent  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  into  a 
hardened  profligate,  prepared  and  tutored  for  a 
course  of  iniquity,  and  determined  to  run  it. 
I  could  furnish  a  hundred  histories  of  misery  and 
crime  springing  from  the  pestiferous  society  of  the 
untried  felons*  ward." 

It  was  notorious  that,  in  many  of  these 
prison  yards,  the  inmates  were  initiated 
into  all  the  details  connected  with  thieving. 
It  was  customary  to  have  all  the  charac- 
ters of  a  thieves'  drama  enacted  by  boys. 
This  account  was  given  by  one  of  the 
youngsters:  "Wo have, ''said he,  "after five 
o'clock,  our  time  to  ourselves;  then  there 
13  the  pickpocket,  the  gentleman,  the  lady, 
the  policeman,  and  the  magistrate.  The 
gentleman  walks  about  with  a  pocket- 
handkerchief  hanging  out  of  his  pocket; 
and  the  lady,  with  her  chains;  they  then 
show  us  the  best  and  newest  way  of  doing 
the  business."  The  chaplain  of  Pentonville 
Prison  remarked  that — 

"  It  is  not  possible  to  convey  to  the  mind  of  the 
reader  any  adequate  idea  of  the  extent  of  the  cor- 
ruption of  mind,  feeling,  and  character,  or  of  the 


completeness  of  the  education  in  crime,  which 
goes  on  in  the  common  gaols  of  the  country,  espe- 
cially before  trial.*' 

Lord  Denman  was  of  the  same  opinion.  In 
his  evidence  given  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  his  Lordship  said — 

''  I  am  not  reconciled  to  summary  convictions, 
but  I  highly  approve  of  frequent  courts  to  try 
petty  offenders  of  all  ages  promptly  on  the  spot.*' 

.  .  .  "As  long,  however,  as  juvenile  offen- 
ders are  mixed  up  in  our  gaols  with  adults,  no 
effectual  improvement  can  take  place." 

He  heartily  concurred  with  Lord  Denman 
in  his  suggestion  respecting  the  establish- 
ment of  courts  for  the  trial  of  petty  offences, 
and  in  his  objection  to  increase  summarj 
convictions,  because  he  wished  the  punish- 
ment of  crime  to  be  as  tedious  and  expen- 
sive as  possible,  being  of  opinion  that  no 
remedy  would  be  applied  until  the  griev- 
ance became  intolerable.  Now,  even  on 
the  very  youngest,  the  fear  of  imprison- 
ment had  oftentimes  little  or  no  inflaenee; 
true  it  was  that  the  prospect  of  the  first 
imprisonment  was  fearful  to  their  imagina- 
tions, and  this  feeling  would  greatly  aid  the 
preventive  system;  but  the  second  had 
fewer  terrors,  and  all  in  succession  after- 
wards were  less  and  less  apprehended.  Many, 
indeed,  of  the  lads  sought  the  prison  as  a 
refuge  for  their  wants,  pressed  as  they  were 
by  constant  and  hopeless  necessity.  He 
would  now  for  a  moment  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  what  he  coneeiTed  to 
be  the  various  causes  of  juvenile  crime. 
Their  name  was  legion;  but  the  first  great 
cause  was  the  example  and  neglect  of  pa- 
rents. Next  came  the  various  temptations 
to  which  children  were  exposed,  A  fertile 
source  of  crime  was  the  reckless  exposure 
in  or  on  the  outside  of  shops  of  articles  of 
value,  and  particularly  of  food,  which  pre- 
sented an  almost  irresistible  temptation  to 
hungry  children.  The  number  of  penny 
theatres  was  another  cause  of  crime,  and  a 
still  more  fertile  source  of  evil  were  the  ca- 
sual wards.  No  less  than  42  thieves  ont  of 
150,  whom  he  once  exan^ined,  confessed 
that  the  commencement  of  their  career  of 
theft  was  attributable  to  the  corrupting  in- 
fluence to  which  they  had  been  exposed  in 
the  casual  wards  of  various  unions.  Those 
wards  might  be  necessary;  but,  neverthe- 
less, it  could  not  be  denied  that  they  tempt- 
ed numbers  of  children  to  leave  the  booses 
of  their  parents;  and,  when  once  they 
quitted  their  homes,  they  oftentimes  neTer 
again  returned  to  them.  In  some  cases 
the  commission  of  crime  might  be  attri- 
buted to  an  inherent  spirit  of  wantomiess, 
m  others  it  was  referable  to  want  of  eda« 
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cation,  in  others,  again,  to  want  of  employ- 
ment, and  in  many  instances  to  a  combina- 
tion of  both  causes.  In  a  few  cases,  the 
commencement  of  a  criminal  career  might 
be  traced  to  oppression  on  the  part  of  em- 
ployers, and  in  some  it  was  the  result  of 
absolute  want.  Now,  he  would  assert 
that  the  preventive  system  was  not  only 
more  economical,  certain,  and  humane, 
but  that  it  was  the  only  one  possible.  The 
prison  had  failed;  criminals  were  not  re- 
duced in  number;  or,  if  they  were,  it  was 
by  the  operation  of  means  that  partook 
more  of  a  preventive  than  a  penal  charac- 
ter. He  would  contrast  the  eflFects  pro- 
duced by  the  system  pui-sued  at  Park- 
hurst  and  Pentonville  prison  with  those 
which  proceeded  from  the  scheme  which 
the  House  of  Commons  sanctioned  last 
year  upon  his  recommendation.  It  was  not 
his  intention,  he  repeated,  to  deny  that 
both  the  Parkhurst  and  Pentonville  estab- 
lishments had  done  good.  But  he  wished 
to  know  in  how  many  instances  a  perma- 
-nently  beneficial  effect  had  been  produced 
upon  persons  who,  having  quitted  those 
places,  had  returned  to  their  old  haunts, 
and  been  driven  to  their  old  shifts  to  find 
employment.  It  was  almost  impossible, 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  present  day, 
for  those  convicted  of  crime,  and  bearing 
its  brand  on  their  forehead,  to  recover  a  po- 
sition in  society  when  driven  to  their  old 
haunts  and  their  old  companions,  exposed 
to  their  old  temptations,  and  beset  by  their 
old  necessities.  The  story  which  he  was 
about  to  relate  to  the  House,  would  furnish 
the  strongest  evidence  of  the  truth  of  that 
proposition.  In  the  course  of  last  year  he 
received  an  invitation  from  150  of  the  most 
notorious  thieves  in  London,  asking  him 
to  meet  them  in  some  place  in  the  Mino- 
ries,  and  to  give  them  his  advice  as  to  the 
best  mode  by  which  they  might  extricate 
themselves  from  their  miserable  way  of 
life.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  accede  to  the 
request,  and  went  to  the  place  appoint- 
ed, where  he  found,  instead  of  150,  not 
fewer  than  250  thieves  assembled  in  a 
room.  He  entered  into  conversation  with 
them,  and  addresses  were  made  by  seve- 
ral, the  substance  of  which  was,  **  We  are 
tired  of  our  mode  of  living;  existence  is  a 
burden  to  us;  we  never  know  from  sunrise 
to  sunset  whether  we  shall  have  a  full  meal, 
or  any  meal;  we  can  get  no  employment 
— ^we  have  nothing  but  sorrow  before  us; 
give  us  your  counsel  as  to  how  we  shall 
extricate  ourselves  from  our  miserable 
position/'     He  replied,  it  was  a  most  diffi- 


cult question  to  solve — that  at  the  pre- 
sent day,  so  great  was  the  competition  for 
employment,  that  there  were  always  three 
candidates  for  one  situation — and  that  it 
was  unlikely  that  a  person  who  was  stained 
by  crime  would  be  preferred  to  three  per- 
sons of  untainted  character.  Thereupon  a 
man  rose  and  said — 

"  What  you  say,  my  Lord,  is  most  true.  All 
in  this  room  haye  made  attempt  after  attempt  to 
get  into  some  honest  employment,  but  we  have 
found  that  our  tainted  characters  beset  us  every- 
where. My  own  case  is  a  proof  of  this.  I  ob- 
tained a  situation,  and  held  it  for  five  or  six 
months.  I  was  satisfied  with  my  employer,  and  he 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  me.  One  day  there 
was  a  knock  at  the  door  ;  I  opened  it,  and  in 
walked  a  policeman.  He  asked  for  my  employer, 
and,  when  he  saw  him,  said,  '  Do  you  know  that 
you  are  employing  a  convicted  felon  ? '  My  em- 
ployer said  he  was  not  aware  of  it,  but  the  police- 
man assured  him  it  was  the  fact,  and  then  my 
master  turned  round,  and  dismissed  me  from  his 
service.  Thus  I  was  driven  back  to  my  old  courses, 
and  I  declare  to  God  that  the  impossibility  of  ob- 
taining employment  compels  me  and  many  others 
to  lead  the  lives  we  do." 

Now,  the  reformatory  system  might  suc- 
ceed with  discharged  criminals  if  they  were 
not  pressed  by  actual  necessity;  but  when 
they  were  placed  in  that  position  it  was  in- 
efficacious, for  in  those  circumstances  hu- 
man nature  could  not  resist  the  tempta- 
tion that  overwhelmed  them.  He  knew 
of  one  instance  of  a  discharged  ofi^ender 
triumphing  over  temptation;  but  he  was  a 
man  of  such  determined  character,  that  in 
order  to  persevere  in  the  course  of  reform- 
ation which  he  had  entered  on,  he  endured 
the  most  wonderful  privations — in  fact,  he 
lived  the  life  of  a  martyr;  but,  by  God's 
blessing,  he  ultimately  overcame  all  difficul- 
ties, and  was  now  in  comfortable,  nay,  com- 
paratively, affluent  circumstances.  The 
scheme  which  the  House  sanctioned  last 
year,  had  produced  as  much  permanent 
advantage  at  an  expense  of  1,5002.  as 
could  have  been  derived  from  the  system 
in  use  at  Parkhurst  and  Pentonville  at  an 
expenditure  of  150,0002.  or  200,0002.  His 
scheme  was  to  hold  out  a  system  of  emigra- 
tion as  a  reward  of  merit  to  a  certain  num- 
ber of  children  attending  the  ragged 
schools.  This  scheme  was  doubly  advan- 
tageous. It  benefited  not  only  those  who 
emigrated,  but  those  who  remained,  by  in- 
citing them  to  join  the  schools,  and  perse- 
vere in  a  course  of  good  conduct,  in  order 
to  qualify  themselves  for  the  reward  held 
out.  In  this  manner  society,  as  well  as 
the  individual,  was  benefited.  Can  the 
same  be  said  of  any  prison  results  ?  Has 
the  reformation  of  any  one  prisoner  been 
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stealing;  he  wms  connected  with  a  g^ng  of 
thieres  in  Dack-Une,  and  slept  nnder  emits 
and  on  the  steps  of  doc^rs.  The  third  hoy, 
aged  15,  lired  bj  begging  and  stealing;  he 
had  lired  for  days  together  on  the  rotten 
apples  in  the  Boroogh-marhet.  Perhaps 
the  lloose  would  here  permit  him  to  read 
some  extracts  irom  letters  written  bj  emi- 
grants who  had  arriTed  at  Australia.  A 
boT  addressed  his  mother  thus  : — 
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the  signal  for  others  without  the  walls  to 
follow  his  example  f  A  few  extracts  from 
letters  written  bv  some  of  the  bojs  who 
had  emigrated  on  the  ere  of  their  depar- 
ture from  England  might  proTe  interest- 
ing to  the  House.     One  boj  wrote — 

"  I  &««-::?«  Ton.  should  it  pleafe  God  to  ypcuv 
ET  Lf-*  ani  b>?5  mr  ininrtrr,  ii  is  my  intention 
n<:  oi^v  to  remit  to  Enzl^nd  something  for  the 
ccp(P>n  of  nizz^  sebooU,  but  endearoor  to  stir 
ui»  o'bera  to  do  the  iame."  ! 

'  .     ,      ^        ^    ,         ,   r  '  ^-Briffcane.FridaT.De^ttberW.  1848. 

Four  ot  the  best-behared  bojs  were  pre-  \  -  Dear  Mocber— I  write  tbe»  few  lines  to  yov, 
sen  ted  with  a  suitable  outfit  and  free  pas-  hoping  to  find  jou  in  good  health,  u  it  leaves  bm 
sage  from  prirate  sources,  to  the  new  co- ,  »« I«>^ni.  I  have  amred  with  afety  in  the  co- 
loDT  of  Moreton  Bar,  in  Australia.  The  I'^^f;  ^^^L!  long  a=d  w^risome  royage.  lam 
- .     J  J  V      1         1    J  1.         m  tL^  defWH  now.  m  Brtshane.     I  am  enngvd  as 

gratitade  expressed  bj  those  lads,  ere  thev  ^  shepherd,  or  to  be  c^netallr  uiefiii,  to  go  to  a 
embarke«i,  was  most  pleasing,  and  before  •  place  called  Wide  Bar,  iSv  miles  fbrtker  np  Uw 
they  let;  England,  when  it  was  clear  that  ■  bush.  The  blacks  are  not  Terr  wild  in  the  towas, 

theV  would    nerer   sec   their   benefactors  |  *;°^  ^^^  *t  "*"'  '*'  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^  "*  ^"^i 

1  t.    ^\.    r  n      '      1  .^      ^    .1.      ther  catch  £ancan:<ks  and  eat  them.     Parrots  and 

agam,  thev  wrote  the  following  letter  to  the  •  ^^^,^  ^^  \„  name«>as  he«  ;  the  aati^ 

C  ommittee  : —  j  wiU  catch  them  for  too,  and  gire  them  to  yoo,  if 

"■  Genilemen — ^We  could  not  think  of  leavinir  '  J<*^  P'^^  them  a  piece  of  bread  or  toboceo.     I  fiir- 


got  to  tell  you  how  mnch  wages  I  am  to  reeeiTe ; 
,  it  is  12/.  per  rear,  and  mr  rations  and  washing.  I 
'  am  Terr  happj  at  present,  thank  God.  So  bo 
.  more  at  present  from  rovr  aflectiooato  soq« 


Enir'iand   without   expressing  to   yon  our  mo«t 

li^artT  iliAiiks  for  all  roar  care  of  us  since  we  . 

were  zduiiii^  into  the  Refuje.     We  thank  tou 

fjrour  j»r<:.i<.'Ction,  our  education,  and  so  worthr  a  . 

ma«t'-r  :  and  for  oar  food  and  clothing.    We  hope  I 

so  to  behave  as  to  comfort  all  tout  hearts.     We  ■4-n       i^       vji.  -j  ^__ 

mav  forret  «me  we  once  knew  ;'we  ncTcr  can  for-  :  f^  «niilar  letter  had  been  recetred  fitHD  ft 

get  the  Committee."  j  boj  named  Fljnn,  who  went  out  at  the 

The  fo^lowing  letter  was  addressed  to  hmi    ..  ^j^^  ^^        ..  ^  ^^  ^^  .     J^^  ^ 
as  chairman  of  the  committee  for  the  boTS   ^^^  besides  all  his  food,  lodging,   waah- 

ing,  kc.      Another  letter  was  in  these 


bv  three  bovs  who  had  emiinated : — 


"  GrsTesend,  April  8.  1849. 
"  We  write  to  inform  ron  we  arc  arrived  sale  at 
Gravescnd,  and  are  quite  well.  We  cannst  ex- 
fires^  our  gratitude  to  your  Lordship  for  your 
kiridDf^s  u»vards  us,  especially  when  we  reflect 
on  our  past  lives.  When  Mr.  Nash  took  us  under 
hi*  care,  ho  promised  he  would  never  leare  us, 
and  he  nc^ver  did,  but  he  often  told  us  to  you  we 
were  irtd'bted  for  rarged  schools.  May  God  bless 
your  L'^r-if'h'p,  may  God  bless  Mr.  Nash  and  every 
racrfff*d  s-ehr^ol  teacher  ;  and  we  beg  one  favour  of 
yon.  that  you  will  open  more  schools,  such  as  Mr. 
Nash's  Dormitory,  at  Westminster,  for  there  are 
inany  poor  I  oys  that  would  be  very  glad  to  get  in 
tht-m  ;  and  we  do  promise,  through  God's  grace, 
to  conduct  ourselves  with  the  strictest  propriety, 
and  ojw/n  a  Sunday  school  in  Australia.  You  said 
you  would  pray  for  us,  so  we  will  for  you.  every 
day  of  our  lives,  and  tell  the  people  in  Australia 
what  kiiid  friends  you  are  to  poor  boys.  We  are 
your  Lordship's  obedient  servants.'* 

Now,  this  was  a  sketch  of  their  biography. 
One  of  the  boys  who  signed  the  letter  was 
aged  1 6 ;  he  had  long  lived  in  a  pigsty, 
and  was  taken  from  it  to  the  Refuge;  he 
had  been  seen  seven  times  in  prison,  and 
when  rescued  from  his  miserable  position 
was  resolved  to  commit  such  a  robbery  as 
would  entitle  him  to  the  benefit  of  trans- 
portation. Another  of  the  boys,  aged  17, 
had  lived  all  his  lifetime  by  begging  and 


terms : — 

**  Ipswich,  Moreton  Bay,  December  S6, 1848. 
"  I  have  a  good  situation  as  a  gentkniaiili  wr- 
vant.  I  hare  2«^/.  a  year,  boari,  lodgiag,  pimtjr 
to  eat  and  drink.  I  hare  had  a  merry  ChrklBBS 
of  it.  There  it  plenty  of  work  for  everybody.  Wa 
were  no  sooner  at  the  depGt  than  we  were  all 
hired.*" 

One  of  the  girls  wrote — 

**  I  found  the  country  better  than  I  eneetad  it 
was.  I  like  the  place  very  much.  All  Iwuh  it. 
that  my   sister    Susan  had  come  out  with  me. 

.  .  .  My  dear  teacher — I  am  happy.  ,  . 
I  have  got  a  good  place,  for  my  mistreee  »  more 
like  a  mother  to  me.  'Though  \  am  thoMamk  «f 
miles  from  you  and  all  my  friends,  yet  yoa  are 
always  in  my  mind,  and  the  old  wall  of  the  poor- 
school." 

Contrast  the  moral  and  social  Condi tum  of 
these  children  now  with  what  it 
Those  were  samples  of  the  effects  prodii 
by  the  emigration  scheme.  What  had 
been  tlic  effect  upon  society  at  lai^gre  ?  In 
order  to  ascertain  that  point,  a  aeiiea  of 
questions  had  been  proposed  to  the  Com- 
mittees of  various  ragged  schoola  in  Loq- 
don.     The  qnostions  were  as  foUowa  :— 

**  1 .  Has  the  plan  of  emigration  necedoi  to  last 
year  by  the  GoTernment  been  the  meant  of  itiMa- 
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lating  the  increase  of  schools,  and  the  attendance 
and  order  of  the  ragged  class  ?" 

The  answer  was  unanimously  "  Yes."  The 
next  question  was — 

"  To  insure  all  the  henefits  that  ragged  schools 
are  capable  of  conferring,  is  it  not  desirable  that, 
wherever  possible,  the  reformed  vagrants  should, 
either  by  employment  or  removal  elsewhere,  be 
kept  from  returning  to  their  old  haunts  and  com- 
panions V 

The  answer  was  the  same.  Then  the  third 
question  was — 

<<  Do  they,  in  general,  desire  one  or  the  other?" 
The  answer  was  the  same.  He  then 
asked — 

"With  such  inducements,  a  fiiir  provision  of 
school-room,  and  an  adequate  supply  of  proper 
teachers,  would  there  be  any  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing the  attendance  of  three  times  as  many  chil- 
dren as  are  now  receiving  instruction  ?" 

The  answer  was  uniformly  that  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  at  all.  He  thereupon  put 
this  question — 

**  Would  it  therefore  be  practicable  to  grapple 
with  the  existing  race,  and  so  greatly  reduce  Juve- 
nile delinquency  ?" 

The  answer  was  uniformly  **  Yes."  By  that 
the  House  might  see  the  effect  produced 
on  society  at  large  by  this  system,  and 
when  they  considered  that  it  was  produced 
by  a  sum  of  1,500/.  only,  he  thought  he 
had  proved  his  point.  It  had  effected  as 
much  good  as  their  system  of  prison  disci- 
pline'with  an  expenditure  of  200,000?. 
In  relation  to  this  point,  he  was  very  much 
struck  by  the  testimony  of  one  man  who 
had  dven  himself  up  to  a  vicious  course  of 
life;  lie  visited  one  of  the  schools,  and 
asked  to  be  shown  over  it;  after  seeing  it 
he  said — "  I  approve  of  this  very  highly, 
and  I  shall  subscribe  a  guinea  a  year." 
The  answer  was — *'  How  can  you  do  so; 
wc  know  what  you  are ?"  To  which  here- 
plied — **  It  is  perfectly  true  :  I  know  what 
I  am;  but  if  such  institutions  as  this  had 
existed  when  I  was  a  boy,  I  never  should 
have  come  to  my  present  disgraceful  condi- 
tion."  That  was  the  testimony  of  one  of  the 
greatest  thieves  in  the  metropolis.  Now, 
emigration  was  preferable  to  employment 
at  home :  first,  because  it  abated  the  ter- 
rible competition  of  the  present  day;  next, 
because  it  removed  the  young  people  far 
from  their  former  haunts  and  temptations, 
and  in  another  view,  because  they  were 
thereby  relieved  from  the  infliction  of  ex- 
cessive labour.  They  might  depend  upon  it 
that  one  great  cause  of  juvenile  delinquency, 
where  the  delinquents  had  been  in  employ- 
ment, was  the  excessive  toil  to  which  they 
were  subjected,  and  from  which  they  fled  to 


dishonesty  as  their  only  resource.  Two  cases 
of  that  excessive  toil  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge, fair  specimens  of  the  whole  appren- 
tice-system. From  the  ragged  school  they 
had  apprenticed  a  boy  to  a  shoemaker.  B!e 
(Lord  Ashley)  saw  him  the  other  day;  the 
boy  made  no  complaint;  but,  on  inquiry, 
he  found  that  the  boy  began  work  every 
morning  at  half-past  five,  and  continued 
working  until  half-past  ten  at  night.  He 
said  to  the  boy — "  This  is  pretty  severe, 
but  I  conclude  you  have  the  Sunday  to 
yourself?"  The  boy  answered —** No, 
only  Sunday  afternoon,  as  I  am  kept 
at  home  to  nurse  the  baby."  That 
boy  might  resist  the  temptation,  but 
19-20ths  of  those  who  were  so  exposed 
would  flee  from  their  master's  house  and 
take  themselves  to  an  evil  course  of  life. 
The  other  case  was  that  of  a  little  girl,  who 
was  also  apprenticed.  He  found  that  she 
was  engaged  from  four  o'clock  in  the  mor- 
ning until  ten  or  eleven  at  night,  and  so  far 
from  hamg  Sunday  to  herself,  she  rose  on 
that  day  at  half-past  Ave,  and  was  engaged 
until  half-past  four  in  washing.  He  wished 
now  to  consider  the  arguments  for  and 
against  this  proposition.  One  argument 
that  he  had  neard  against  this  scheme 
was,  that  if  they  did  this  for  the  children 
of  the  metropolis,  they  would  be  called  on 
to  do  the  same  for  the  children  of  the  other 
great  towns  in  the  country.  That  was  per- 
fectly true,  but  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that  if  they  were  to  expend  upon  such  a 
project  100,000?.  a  year,  they  would  save 
ten  times  that  amount  in  criminalprosecti- 
tions  and  penal  expenditure.  The  next 
point  was,  that  it  would  tempt  the  parents 
to  neglect  their  children,  and  to  abandon 
their  duty  to  be  performed  by  the  State. 
He  was  of  a  different  opinion.  In  the  first 
place,  a  very  large  proportion  of  those  clul- 
dren  had  no  parents  at  all.  He  desired 
the  House  to  observe  that  hct.  In  the 
second  place,  not  a  small  proportion  of 
them  were  the  children  of  convicts;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  the  parents  of  many  of 
the  children  were  so  poor  that  it  was  next 
to  impossible  they  could  make  any  pron- 
sion  at  all  for  them.  He  would  read  an 
extract  from  the  last  report  published  a 
short  time  ago  by  the  London  City  Mis- 
sion : — 

"  The  poverty  of  those  who  avail  themselves  of 
the  benefits  of  this  institution  (Olasshouse-yard) 
is  such,  that  the  average  number  of  srtieles 
brought  by  each  washer  is  less  than  seven,  even 
when  the  &mily  apparel  is  included ;  and  the 
matron  has  frequently  to  lend  them  dresses  to  wear 
while  they  wt^  those  they  tske  from  their  baoks. 
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ono  instance,  had  the  parents  been  in- 
duced, by  such  expectations,  to  abandon 
their  children.  Was  the  inducement 
strong  enough  ?  Did  it  exonerate  them 
from  the  charge?  When  they  took  the 
vagrants  into  the  ragged  school,  and  held 
out  the  hope  of  emigration,  it  was  coupled 
with  these  conditions— conditions  required 
of  every  candidate  for  emigration  from  the 
Government  grants,  or  from  any  fund  under 
the  control  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Ragged 
School  Union : — 

"  Sound  health;  regular  attendance  for  at  least 
six  months  in  a  ragged  school ;  the  ability  to  write 
a  sentence  from  dictation  ;  to  work  the  four  sin- 
gle rules  of  arithmetic  ;  to  read  fluently  ;  to  re- 
peat the  Lord's  prayer,  and  the  Ten  Command- 
ments ;  showing  a  comprehension  of  their  mean- 
ing, and  answer  a  few  simple  questions  on  the  life 
of  our  Saviour.  To  these  must  be  added  a  certi- 
ficate of  regular  attendance  in  some  industrial 
class  for  at  least  four  months,  or  a  competent 
knowledge  of  some  handicraft,  or  practical  occu- 
pation, which  would  serve  as  an  equivalent  for 
such  industrial  training." 

Now,  along  with  all  this,  the  child  must 
be  maintained,  and  maintained,  too,  during 
the  process,  by  its  parents  or  guardians; 
they  must  bear  their  share  in  effecting 
the  reformation,  in  preserving  the  good 
conduct,  in  supplying  the  necessities  of 
the  young  candidates  ;  and,  so  far  from 
being  tempted  to  the  crime  of  deser- 
tion, they  had  been  oftentimes  them- 
selves reformed  by  the  process.  And  now. 
Sir,  revile  the  system,  and  criticise  it 
as  they  may,  these  ragged  schools  have 
been,  and  are,  the  solo  means  whereby  re- 
ligious and  secular  knowledge  is  imparted 
to  the  thousands  of  a  race  sunk,  whole 
fathoms  deep,  in  destitution  and  suffering. 
This  is  decidedly  the  opinion  of  that  intelli- 
gent gentleman,  Mr.  Tufnell,  the  Govern- 
ment inspector  of  schools,  who  was  en- 
gaged to  examine  the  young  pupils  or  can- 
didates for  emigration.  You  vote  100,000?. 
a  year  for  the  purposes  of  education ;  you 
might,  so  far  as  these  miserables  are  con- 
cerned, vote  one  hundred  pence;  they  can- 
not receive  any  portion  of  your  bounty — 
they  cannot  be  accommodated  to  the  sys- 
tem of  your  National  and  Borough-road 
schools.  What  other  means  exist  ?  We 
have  now  82  schools,  full  8,000  children, 
124  paid,  and  929  voluntary  teachers,  of 
whose  services  1  cannot  speak  with  ade- 
quate gratitude  and  respect.  In  weari- 
ness and  painfulness,  and  with  every  form 
of  self-denial,  they  surrender  themselves, 
body  and  soul,  to  this  noble  cause,  hoping 
to  excite,  in  others,  a  kindred  sympathy. 
But  they  are  not  successful;  the  sympathy 


with  the  cause  is  lamentably  small,  and 
especially  from  those  who  shoidd  be  the  very 
first  in  every  work  of  charity  and  religion. 
There  are,  thank  God,  some  glorious  ex- 
ceptions; we  owe  much  to  a  few  active 
laity,  some  pious  clergy,  and  a  munificent 
lady,  who  has,  alone,  sustained  nearly  one 
half  of  our  expenditure.  But  it  is  mani- 
fest that  we  must  not  confide  in  private 
benevolence;  it  has  the  power,  but  not  the 
will,  to  contend  with  the  evil.  It  is  then 
to  the  House  of  Commons  that  we  direct 
our  attention,  in  the  hope  that  the  Legis- 
lature will  take  up  the  duty  that  individuals 
seem  to  reject.  I  can  hardly  appeal  to 
your  feelings,  because  you  appear  to  me  to 
lie  under  an  obligation  to  consider  the  case 
of  these  desperate  sufferers.  **  Their  ene- 
mies drive  them  into  the  sea,  and  the  sea 
throws  them  back  upon  their  enemies;" 
and  yet  they  are  immortal  spirits,  as  pre- 
cious, body  and  soul,  in  the  sight  of  God, 
as  the  very  best  among  us  in  this  august 
assembly.  I  commit,  therefore,  the  issue 
to  the  representatives  of  the  kingdom,  be- 
lieving that  they  will  not  gainsay,  by  their 
actions,  what  so  many  of  them  profess  with 
their  lips,  when  they  pray  that  "  it  may 
please  God  to  defend,  and  provide  for  the 
fatherless  children,  and  all  that  are  deso- 
late and  oppressed." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  it  is  expedient  that  means  be  annually 
provided  for  the  voluntary  emigration  to  some 
of  Her  Majesty's  colonies  of  a  certain  number  of 
young  persons  of  both  sexes,  who  have  been  edu- 
cated in  the  schools  ordinarily  called  Ragged 
Schools,  in  and  about  the  Metropolis." 

Sir  G.  grey  had  no  wish  to  under- 
value the  importance  of  these  ragged 
schools,  which  he  had  on  a  former  occasion 
declared  to  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
interests  of  society,  and  which  provided 
the  means  of  educating  a  class  of  the  po- 
pulation who  had  peculiar  claims  to  their 
attention.  Great  credit  was  due  to  Mr. 
Sheriff  Watson,  of  Aberdeen,  and  other 
individuals  who  had  set  the  example  which 
had  been  followed  by  the  noble  Lord.  Ho 
would  not  enter  into  that  part  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  referring  to  prison  disci- 
pline, with  which  the  noble  Lord  could  not 
be  so  well  acquainted  as  with  the  ragged 
schools,  or  he  would  not  have  compared  the 
benefits  resulting  from  the  emigration  of 
children  belonging  to  the  ragged  schools 
with  the  results  of  the  prison  discipline  at 
Parkhurst  and  Pentonville — a  comparison 
which  had  no  foundation.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  the  boys  from  these  prisons  had 
relapsed  into  crime  when  they  were  thrown 
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loose  upon  sociotj.  But  it  was  not  the 
fact  that  these  lads  were  thrown  loose 
upon  society.  They  were  all  prisoners 
under  sentence  of  transportation,  and  they 
were  all  sent  ahroad  and  enahled  to  earn 
an  honest  living.  The  youths  sent  from 
the  ragged  schools  had,  no  doubt,  express- 
ed themselves  in  gratifying  terms  respect- 
ing their  position  in  the  colonies;  hut  when 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  permanent 
results  of  Parkhurst  and  Pentonville,  and 
of  the  emigration  from  the  ragged  schools, 
he  begged  to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
these  permanent  results  had  yet  to  be  test- 
ed. At  the  same  time,  he  believed  that 
these  lads  would  be  pennanently  benefited 
in  the  greater  number  of  cases,  as  was 
hoircircr  also  the  case  with  the  lads  sent 
from  Parkhurst  and  Pentonville.  He  was 
sorry  the  noble  Lord  had  held  out  to  the 
House  that  the  emigration  recommended 
by  him  would  estabHsh  any  such  system  as 
to  make  it  unnecessary  to  maintain  our 
prisons.  He  could  not  recommend  the 
House  to  adopt  the  view  of  his  noble 
Friend,  tlvat  by  a  large  system  of  emigra- 
tion, such  as  he  recommended,  any  sudden 
change  in  society  could  be  produced,  or 
that  the  House  could,  by  adopting  it,  an- 
ticipate that  gradual  progress  of  ameUora- 
tion  which,  by  other  means,  was  going  on 
in  this  country.  He  desired  to  see  ragged 
schools  extended  as  widely  as  possible;  but 
when  his  noble  Friend  said  that  '*  in  1848 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  juvenile  de- 
linquoncv;  see  what  prison  discipline  has 
done,"  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  might  say,  "  In 
1S4S  there  has  been  an  increase  of  juve- 
nile delinquency;  sec  what  ragged  schools 
have  done.*'  It  might  be  advantageous  to 
hold  out  the  prospect  of  emigration  to 
some  of  these  children;  but  his  noble 
Friend's  Motion  went  to  the  removal 
en  masse  of  a  large  class  of  persons  that, 
he  said,  constituted  the  nursery  of  crime. 
llh  noble  Friend  said  that  the  persons  for 
whom  emigration  was  to  be  provided  were 
not  to  be  considered  as  having  committed 
crime.  Bui  all  the  instances  he  had  given 
were  tho.-o  of  lads  who  got  their  living  by 
crime;  and  the  House  should  be  careful  of 
the  Jancror  of  establishing  a  prcmiiim  upon 
crime  by  asking  Parliament  to  pledge  it- 
self i.">  make  some  annual  provision  for  so 
CToa:  a  b":n  to  tbis  as  distinguished  fn-m 
olhor  classes  of  s«>cioty.  Last  year,  Par- 
Uamon:  plaoed  a  small  sum  at  the  disposal 
of  bis  noble  Friend,  acting  in  conjunction 
with  the  E migration  Commission:  and  a 
letter  was  addressed  bv  the  Under  Secre- 


tary for  the  Colonies  to  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Ashley),  which  he  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
would  read  to  the  House  : — 

"  There  are  evident  reasoni  why  the  privilete 
of  a  free  passage  could  not  with  safety  be  held 
out  to  a  greater  extent  than  as  a  prize  to  m  small 
number  of  the  most  deserving  and  regular  of  the 
children  who  oome  to  the  ragged  sehooli.  For 
the  benefit  is  one  which  in  reality  weald  be  mart 
acceptable  to  vast  multitudes  of  honeat  parent! 
and  children  for  whom  they  can  find  no  <»rtaln  or 
adequate  provision  in  this  coontry ;  and  to  look 
to  emigration  on  a  large  scale  as  a  means  of  e»> 
tirely  removing  the  class  of  ohildmi  wh0  am 
neglected,  would  be  to  hold  oat  a  diraei  rthinilni 
to  parents  to  cast  off  their  ehildien  in  order  to 
secure  for  them  this  great  boon.  It  ia  only  whilst 
the  indulgence  is  confined  in  its  charaoter  to  that 
of  a  prize  eonferred  upon  comparatively  lew  chil- 
dren, that  this  objection  can  be  escaped.  Consi- 
derations of  a  simiUr  nature  appear  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  show  that  the  meaanre  is 
not  one  which  could  with  propriety  be  made  the 
subject  of  an  annual  application  to  Parliament 
for  a  grant  out  of  the  public  fends.  The  ragged 
schools,  as  your  Lordship  is  aware,  have  hitherto 


been  entirely  supported  by  the  private  aabeerip- 
tions  of  benevolent  individuals;  and  while  the 
advantage  of  a  gratuitous  edacation  ia  not  extend- 
ed to  the  children  of  the  working  elaaMO  guns 
rally,  it  is  absolutely  necesnry  that  the  aingle 
exception  of  a  public  grant  should  not  be  m  ~  ' 
fevour  of  those  parenu  who  throw  aside 
children,  but  that  the  tchods  prorided  fer 
should  preserve  their  present  daraeter  of  < 
uble  institutions  maintained  eaelaitvdyhj  irolaa- 
tary  contributions.  The  same  reaaona  are  appli- 
cable against  asking  for  a  grant  of  paUic 
from  year  to  year  for  the  &neAt  of  thia 
lar  class  of  children,  as  distinguished 
who  are  better  uken  care  o£  by  tbcir  . 
The  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment« 
fore,  is,  that  for  the  feture  the  finding  of 
remove  to  the  colonies  the  most  meiitorio 
the  children  fattending  the  ragged  aehools  mart 
depend  on  the  same  volnntaiy  eonreea  as  the 
other  provision  for  thoee  institotieaa.  B«t^  «m- 
derstanding  frvm  your  Lordship  that  probably  an 
inconvenient  delay  would  attend  any  attempt  im- 
mediately to  raise  fends  for  the  parpooe  hj  m^ 
scription,  and  that  the  object  eoold  be  mere 
easily  accomplished  after  tome  mmpioa  of  a 
sue«tfssfel  emigration  of  the  childrsn,  the  Gowem- 
meat  is  unwilling  not  to  offer  some  aid  towaida 
commencing  the  experiment.** 

The  sum  voted  by  Pariiament  hst  jev 
was  1 ,5(X}L ;  but,  looking  to  the  ammeDtB 
by  whieh  his  noble  Friend  had  aaTocttted 
the  removal  of  what  be  had  described  ma  a 
dangerous  element  to  eocietj,  he  foimd 
that  there  were  30,0i»  childroi  in  tbe  me- 
tropolis alone,  the  cost  of  whose  emigimtioBt 
at  10^  a  head,  would  be  oOO.OOOf.  Then 
there  were  ciO.tW  children  in  the  wock- 
houses,  and  all  that  his  noUe  Friend  lad 
said  of  the  others  applied  to  them  aibo. 
lie  could  not  advise  Parliament  to 
upon  a  plan  of  emigration  which 
apply  to  these  cluses  alone.     Tli^ 
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val  to  the  colonies  could  only  be  a  part  of 
a  large  and  general  scheme  of  emigration, 
in  which  other  classes  of  the  community 
should  benefit.  The  children  of  the  me- 
tropolis must  not  only  participate  in  it,  but 
the  children  of  other  large  towns.  He  had 
received  communications  from  Glasgow, 
complaining  that  the  children  there  were 
not  admitted  to  participate  in  the  grant 
made  to  the  London  ragged  schools. 
They  would  be  bound,  therefore,  to  apply 
the  principle  equally  to  all  the  large  towns 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and 
also  to  the  rural  districts.  The  results  of 
the  grant  made  last  year  had  equalled  the 
expectation  of  his  noble  Friend,  and  now 
the  rest  must  be  left  to  the  charitable  as- 
sistance of  individual  benevolence.  The 
noble  Lord  denied  that  the  application  of 
the  grant  would  lead  parents  to  neglect 
their  children.  But  if  it  should  appear  that 
these  30,000  children  in  London,  and  those 
in  the  large  towns,  had  been  supplied  with 
the  means  of  emigration  because  they  were 
destitute  and  neglected,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive any  more  direct  premium  upon  pa- 
rents neglecting  their  children  in  order 
that  they  might  gain  the  benefits  of  this 
Parliamentary  grant.  The  value  of  these 
ragged  schools,  and  of  the  emigration  of 
the  better  conducted  children,  was  becom- 
ing so  well  known,  that  he  was  persuaded 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
from  private  benevolence  the  funds  neces- 
sary for  their  support.  But  if  Parliament 
interfered,  persons  would  be  deterred  from 
coming  forward  with  their  contributions. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  these  ragged 
schools  could  not  obtain  any  portion  of  the 
funds  voted  by  this  House  for  the  pur- 
poses  of  education.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  was 
present  at  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  settling  the  conditions  on  which 
assistance  might  be  given  to  the  ragged 
schools;  and  if  the  latter  could  be  brought 
under  the  rules  that  Parliament  had  laid 
down,  there  would  be  no  indisposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  of  Education  to 
give  these  schools  their  fair  share  of  the 
Parliamentary  grant.  His  noble  Friend 
had  asked  him  how  he  proposed  to  clothe 
and  maintion  these  neglected  children,  if 
ho  opposed  the  Motion.  Now,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  answer  that  question.  It  was 
not  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  provide  for 
the  maintenance  and  support  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  population ;  and  it  was  not  by 
providing  a  fund  for  the  emigration  of  a 
certain  class  that  they  would  enable  people 
to  bring  up  their  children  honestly  and  de- 


cently. His  noble  Friend  must  carry  his 
proposition  much  further,  or  he  would  do 
great  injustice  to  the  parents  of  those 
children  who,  although  well  brought  up, 
were  unable  to  obtain  employment  in  this 
country,  and  who  would  be  too  thankful 
to  have  them  sent  abroad  at  the  publio 
expense.  He  had  received  a  representa- 
tion from  the  foreman  of  the  grand  jury  at 
York  with  reference  to  persons  imprisoned 
for  sedition  and  crimes  connected  with  the 
state  of  the  country,  stating  that  those 
prisoners  were  convinced  of  the  errors  and 
follies  of  which  they  had  been  guilty,  and 
that  they  dreaded  being  thrown  back  upon 
the  society  in  which  they  had  mixed.  The 
grand  jury,  therefore,  asked  him  (Sir  G« 
Grey)  to  supply  the  funds  for  the  emigra- 
tion of  these  persons.  Now,  no  doubt,  in 
some  of  these  individual  cases  emigration 
would  be  beneficial;  but  he  had  to  ask  him- 
self whether  it  was  right  that  crime  should 
be  the  stepping-stone  by  which  these  per- 
sons should  attain  a  boon  which  many 
honest  and  industrious  persons  who  had 
never  committed  crime  would  gladly  pos- 
sess. He  had,  therefore,  replied,  that  he 
had  no  funds  at  his  disposal  which  would 
procure  the  means  of  emigration  for  these 
parties.  The  House  most  look  at  the  in- 
terests of  society  as  a  whole,  and  he  there- 
fore called  upon  them  to  oppose  the  Motion 
of  his  noble  Friend. 

Ma.  PAGE  WOOD  was  glad  the  ex- 
periment of  last  year  had  been  made,  and 
yet  he  did  not  see  his  way  to  any  extension 
of  the  grant,  or  to  its  being  voted  in  per- 
petuity. He  wished  the  case  of  orphans 
in  our  workhouses  could  be  considered  in 
relation  to  the  same  subject.  It  would  be 
very  desirable  if  any  attempt  oonld  be 
made  to  send  them  to  the  colonies.  It 
was  obvious  what  all  such  propositions  as 
the  one  before  the  House  would  lead  to. 
There  would  be  claims  made  from  the  Na- 
tional Schools,  from  the  British  and  Fo- 
reign Schools,  and  from  all  schools  con- 
nected with  the  Church  and  with  Dissent. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than  for 
the  Govei*nment  to  interfere  in  such  a 
manner  that  they  should  seem  not  to  prop 
up  the  honest  and  industrious,  but  those  of 
an  opposite  character.  A  friend  of  his,  a 
magistrate  in  Essex,  had  told  him  that  a 
widow  in  his  neighbourhood  who  was  bring- 
ing up  her  son  honestly,  said,  that  she  was, 
to  her  sorrow,  frequently  tempted  to  let 
her  poor  boy  take  something,  in  order  that 
he  might  be  sent  to  Chelmsford  gaol, 
where  tailoring  was  taught.     This  showed 
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that  there  were  difficulties  connected  with 
the  question,  and  should  warn  them  against 
heing  led  away  too  far  hy  their  henevolent 
feelings.  Ho  had  not  ohjected  last  year 
to  give  a  small  sum  for  the  aid  of  these 
schools.  A  small  gift  such  as  that,  oper- 
ated like  the  educational  grants  of  the  Go- 
vemment  in  encouraging  the  voluntary  ex- 
ertions of  others ;  and  he  should  not  have 
complained  if  a  similar  amount  had  heen 
asked  for  on  the  present  occasion,  though 
he  thought  it  hy  no  means  desirahle  that  it 
should  be  converted  into  a  constant  grant. 
If  any  constant  grant  were  made,  it  should 
not  proceed  from  the  public  purse,  but 
from  the  rates,  and  under  the  immediate 
control  of  those  who  contributed  to  the 
grant.  He  thought  some  little  burden 
thrown  on  the  ratepayers  might  act  as  a 
stimulus  in  making  them  look  after  the 
wretched  condition  of  the  poor  children 
in  their  districts.  With  respect  to  the 
ragged  schools,  the  noble  Lord  said  that 
they  had  not  met  with  that  general  support 
which  they  deserved  from  those  who  were 
able  to  assist  them;  but  the  reason  was, 
because  according  to  the  noble  Lord's  de- 
scription, the  same  strict  discipline  was 
not  maintained  in  the  ragged  schools  as  in 
the  National  and  British  and  Foreign 
Schools.  [Lord  Ashley:  No,  no!]  Why, 
on  a  former  occasion  the  noble  Lord  said, 
that  great  temper  and  management  were 
required  in  the  conduct  of  these  ragged 
schools,  and  he  praised  a  schoolmaster, 
who  was  tripped  up  by  a  scholar  and  had  a 
severe  fall,  for  affectmg  to  believe  that  he 
was  tripped  up  by  accident.  The  great 
advantage  of  the  ragged  schools  was,  that 
they  had  induced  persons  to  look  after  the 
necessities  of  that  hopeless  and  pariah  class 
of  children  who  now  attended  these  schools; 
and  he  could  not  speak  in  terms  of  too 
high  praise  of  the  noble  Lord  and  all  who 
had  assisted  him  in  inducing  them  to  come 
to  the  schools;  but  when  once  brought 
there  they  ought  to  be  treated  like  all  other 
children,  with  gentle  kindness,  but  at  the 
same  time  they  should  bo  subject  to  whole- 
some discipline.  He  should  not  have  said 
so  much  if  it  had  not  bojBn  for  his  strong 
desire  that  the  cause  which  they  had  at 
heart — the  providing  a  sound  religious  edu- 
cation— ^might  not  be  damaged  by  a  wrong 
step.  Voluntary  exertions  derived  a  sti- 
mulus from  a  slight  State  favour;  but  the 
moment  the  proper  limit  was  over-reached 
those  exertions  became  paralysed. 

Lord   ASHLEY   shortly  replied.     He 
denied  that  he  had  spoken  disparagingly 


either  of  the  discipline,  or  its  effects,  of  the 
Parkhurst  or  Pentonville  establishments. 
On  the  contrary,  he  had  expressly  stated 
that  these  institutions  had  produced  great 
reformatory  effects;  but  they  had  produced 
these  effects  only  in  those  cases  in  which 
work  was  provided  for  their  discharged  in- 
mates in  this  country  or  in  the  colonies — 
not  in  the  cases  where  the  convict  at  the 
close  of  his  period  of  imprisonment  was 
thrown  upon  the  world  again  to  re-fight 
the  great  battle  of  life.  He  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Oxiford,  who 
had  just  sat  down,  which  was  in  fact 
quite  a  perversion  of  what  he  (Lord 
Ashley)  had  wished  to  convey.  He  had 
never  praised  the  ragged  schools  because 
no  discipline  was  maintained  in  them. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  at  the  outset 
the  habits  of  the  children  were  so  wild  and 
lawless,  that  no  discipline  could  be  pre- 
served, for,  say  the  first  fortnight  or  three 
weeks.  But  he  had  added,  that  the  ge- 
neral result  was,  that  the  children  were 
soon  tamed  down,  and  brought  under  re- 
gular habits  of  discipline;  and  he  could  an- 
swer for  it  that,  in  a  vast  majority  of  cases, 
the  scholars  of  ragged  schools  were  as  or- 
derly, as  attentive,  and  as  much  attached 
to  their  masters  as  were  the  pupils  of  19- 
20ths  of  the  British  and  Foreign  or  the 
Borough-road  schools.  As  he  saw  that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  House 
against  the  proposition  which  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  them,  he  felt  that  it  would  be  in- 
decorous in  him  to  press  it  to  a  division; 
and  he  would,  therefore,  without  further 
trespassing  on  the  time  of  the  House,  at 
once  withdraw  his  Motion. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 
Mr.  HUME  rose  to  move  the  resolu- 
tions of  which  he  had  given  notice  with  re- 
spect to  the  colonies  of  British  Guiana.  At 
the  hour  at  which  he  rose,  and  in  the  thin 
House  which  he  addressed,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  go  into  the  question  fully,  but 
would  content  himself  with  laying  down 
those  principles  on  which,  in  his  opinion, 
the  House  ought  to  act  in  furtherance  of 
the  great  object  of  rendering  the  colonies 
of  this  kingdom  satisfied  with  and  benefited 
by  their  connexion  with  the  mother  coun- 
try. Such,  however,  had  been  the  course 
pursued,  that  we  had  not  only  rendered 
many  of  these  colonies  a  burden  to  the 
country,  but  had  interfered  with  their  na- 
tural advancement,  while  as  to  those  colo- 
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nies  in  the  western  hemisphere,  which  we 
had  so  much  prided  ourselves  on  possess- 
ing, they  had  actually  heen  reduced  hy  us 
to  a  state  of  ruin  and  heggary.  The  ob- 
ject of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  In- 
verness-shire, in  moving  for  the  Committee 
which  had  sat  upon  the  subject,  was  to 
bring  before  the  House  the  condition  of 
two  particular  colonies,  which  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  believed  to  have  suffered  from  a 
degree  of  misgovernment  which  had  brought 
ruin  on  the  colonies  themselves,  and  dis- 
grace on  the  mother  country.  It  was  with 
that  view  that  he  had  seconded  the  Motion. 
The  Committee  proceeded  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  that  colony.  By  a  large  blue 
book,  which  had  been  produced,  it  would 
appear  that  they  had  availed  themselves  of 
documents  furnished  by  the  Colonial  Office, 
but  which,  he  was  of  opinion,  taken  in  con- 
nexion with  the  absence  of  parties  from 
the  spot  to  substantiate  the  case,  were  in- 
sufficient for  the  purpose.  In  that  Com- 
mittee there  had  not  been  that  assistance 
rendered  which  there  would  have  been  had 
parties  conversant  with  the  grievances  com- 
plained of  been  present.  Owing  to  the 
absence  of  such  parties,  the  investigation 
had  necessarily  been  unsatisfactory.  The 
Committee  had  nevertheless  made  a  re- 
port, and  it  was  because  he  disagreed  with 
the  conclusions  which  it  contained,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  bring  the  case  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament.  He  complained  that 
that  report  was  inconsistent  with  the  facts; 
but,  as  it  was  the  report  of  the  majority, 
the  House  was  bound  to  receive  it.  What 
he  should  have  liked  would  have  been  a 
distinct  decision  with  respect  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  colonists  and  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment; but  he  could  only  characterise 
the  report  as  a  half-and-half  report,  meagre 
in  its  conclusions,  and  hardly  entitled  to  be 
called  a  report  at  all.  As  it  presented  the 
most  urgent  case  for  investigation,  the 
Committee  had  proceeded  with  Guiana  in- 
stead of  Ceylon.  It  was  said  at  the  time 
that  the  supplies  for  the  colonies  had  been 
stopped,  and  that  the  Colonial  Cabinet  and 
their  House  of  Commons  were  at  variance 
with  each  other.  It  would  have  been  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  have  taken 
a  wiser  course  between  December,  1847, 
and  the  present  time,  than  to  have  allowed 
the  Colonial  Office  and  the  colonists  to  have 
remained  in  a  state  of  wanton  antagonism 
and  opposition  with  each  other;  but  the 
decision  which  had  been  arrived  at  was  in- 
consistent with  both  law  and  fact — a  cir- 
cumstance which  he  could  only  account  for 


on  the  supposition  of  unwillingness  to  come 
to  a  positive  decision  on  the  subject.  The 
Committee,  in  their  report,  stated  that  on 
a  review  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
referred  to  them,  they  were  of  opinion  that 
the  Crown  was  entitled  to  insist  on  an  ad- 
herence to  the  civil  list,  drawn  up  in  pur- 
suance of  an  arrangement  in  1844,  for  the 
full  period  for  which  it  had  been  gi*anted; 
and  they  thought  that  no  attempt,  direct 
or  indirect,  to  set  that  arrangement  aside 
could  be  justified.  At  no  remote  period, 
they  said,  that  list  would  he  open  to  re- 
view; and  the  Committee  recommended  that 
when  vacancies  occurred  they  should  not 
be  filled  up  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
matter  in  dispute.  The  only  other  para- 
graph of  the  report  to  which  he  would  re- 
fer, was  the  one  in  which  the  Committee 
stated,  that  whilst  they  refrained  from 
offering  any  opinion  on  the  subject  of  con- 
stitutional reforms,  they  suggested  that 
any  changes  with  respect  to  British  Guiana 
should  be  effected  in  friendly  concert  with 
the  colonial  authorities,  and  that  a  greater 
control  over  public  affairs  should  be  con- 
ceded to  the  legislature  of  the  colony.  The 
first  point  to  which  he  would  address  him- 
self was  with  respect  to  the  reductions  in 
the  civil  list.  Were  the  colonists  justified 
in  making  the  reduction  in  the  civil  list  in 
the  altered  commercial  circumstances  which 
surrounded  them  ?  Now  the  Act  of  1846, 
which  reduced  the  price  of  their  commodi- 
ties to  so  low  a  point,  that  in  this  country 
they  sold  below  prime  cost,  was  the  cause 
assigned  by  the  colonists  for  their  ruin, 
and  supplied  a  reason  for  reduction  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  colony.  Earl  Grey,  as 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department,  con- 
trary to  both  reason  and  law,  refused  the 
request  of  the  colonists.  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
therefore,  arraigned  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  this  question 
of  the  civil  list,  as  not  only  being  deficient 
in  prudence,  but  as  being  positively  illegal. 
First,  with  respect  to  the  legal  part  of  the 
question.  A  similar  occurrence  had  takeii 
place  in  1840  and  1841.  The  colony  of 
Demerara  was  governed  by  a  Governor  and 
two  courts— one  a  Court  of  Policy,  consist- 
ing of  five  elected  members  and  five  official 
members;  the  other  consisting  of  the  whole 
Court  of  Policy,  and  five  or  six  other  elected 
members,  forming  a  Combined  Court.  In 
the  Court  of  Policy  the  Governor  presided, 
and  in  pursuance  of  the  orders  of  Earl 
Grey  the  official  members  were  always  to 
vote  with  the  Governor,  so  that  there  were 
five  votes  with  him,  and  five  with  the  electa 
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ed  members.  The  Governor  had  a  double 
vote,  so  that  in  every  question  brought  for- 
ward bj  the  Government  the  Governor  had 
a  casting  vote.  But  the  Court  of  Policy 
had  no  power  to  provide  or  to  pay  the 
money;  and  they  were  obliged  to  have  re- 
course to  the  Combined  Court,  which  con- 
sisted more  of  elected  than  of  official  mem- 
bers, and  in  which  the  colonists  had  a 
majority.  The  Combined  Court  was  like 
our  own  House  of  Commons.  The  esti- 
mates for  1848,  brought  in  December, 
1847,  were  opposed  by  the  elected  mem- 
bers as  being  too  large.  They  made  a 
powerful  appeal  to  the  Government  to  be 
allowed  to  prepare  to  avert  that  ruin  which 
they  stated  they  saw  impending,  by  being 
allowed  to  reduce  all  salaries  above  700 
dollars  25  per  cent.  They  requested  the 
sanction  of  Earl  Grey  to  the  proposal, 
which  they  deemed  a  prudent  and  a  wise 
one.  Earl  Grey  returned  a  decided  an- 
swer, that  he  would  not  allow  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  civil  list  to  take  place,  but  that 
the  court  might  make  all  and  any  other 
reductions  in  the  expenses  of  the  colonies 
they  pleased.  True,  the  civil  list  was  then 
only  30,0002. ;  but  the  colonists  never  for 
a  moment  doubted  that  Earl  Grey  would 
refuse  their  proposition.  The  arrival  of 
the  answer  of  Earl  Grey  was  expected. 
Governor  Light  promised  to  postpone  the 
estimates  until  the  15th  of  May,  in  order 
to  give  time  for  the  reception  of  the  reply; 
but  notwithstanding  that  the  arrangement 
was  made  an  order  of  the  day,  on  the  11th 
of  April  Governor  Light  brought  in  the 
estimates,  and  by  his  casting  vote  in  the 
Court  of  Policy  succeeded  in  carrying  them 
at  the  original  rate  fixed.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  first  complained  of  a  breach  of  faith 
in  Governor  Light  in  hurrying  on  the  esti- 
mates after  the  promise  he  had  given;  but 
when  the  answer  of  Earl  Grey  arrived,  he 
declared  that  no  reductions  should  take 
place,  alleging  the  bargains  which  had 
been  made,  and  stated  that  until  1854  no 
such  reductions  would  be  considered.  On 
referring  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  it 
would  be  seen  that  the  Colonial  Office  had 
acted  in  this  matter  with  heartlessness 
and  obstinacy,  Earl  Grey  having  directed 
that  the  whole  of  the  supplies  should  be 
collected,  and  not  a  portion  of  them.  The 
supplies  were  stopped  in  consequence,  Par- 
liament was  blocked  up,  and  the  colonists 
and  the  Colonial  Office  had  been  in  a  state 
of  antagonism  ever  since.  Now,  Earl 
Orey  had  no  objection  to  Lord  Harris 
making  such  reductions  in  Trinidad  as  he 


might  think  fit;  and  the  colonists  of  De« 
merara,  believing  themselves  to  be  in  the 
same  category  with  respect  to  the  depre* 
ciation  of  their  produce,  felt  that  injustice 
was  done  in  the  refusal  to  grant  them  the 
same  privilege.  It  would  appear,  from 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  this 
affair,  that  the  Colonial  Office  could  not  be 
induced  to  contemplate  the  dreadful  state 
of  that  colony  by  allowing  the  inhabitants 
to  make  the  desired  reductions  in  their  civil 
list.  In  1841,  when  a  similar  occurrence 
took  place,  and  the  supplies  for  the  civil 
list  were  stopped,  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  who  was  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  finding 
himself  at  a  loss  what  course  to  pursue,  and 
being  ignorant  of  the  law  on  the  question, 
directed  Mr.  (now  Sir  James)  Stephen,  a 
gentleman  of  great  research  and  ability, 
to  draw  out  a  case  for  the  opinion  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  who  were  then 
Dr.  Dodson,  Sir  Thomas  Wilde,  and  Sir 
John  (now  Lord)  Campbell.  These  gen« 
tlemen  gave  clear  and  distinct  answers  tg 
the  questions  submitted  to  them.  It  waa 
rather  singular  that  in  1840  the  same 
means  were  had  recourse  to  as  recently. 
When  the  Governor  found  that  the  Com- 
bined Court  would  not  pay  the  civil  list  in 
1840,  the  Court  of  Policy  carried  an  ordi- 
nance granting  the  continuance  of  the  civil 
list.  The  ordinance  came  home  to  Eng- 
land, and  the  noble  Lord  then  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  department  directed  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  to  say  whether 
it  was  vahd  or  not.  The  answer  to  this 
question  was,  that  the  ordinance  would  be 
useless,  unless  the  Combined  Court  sup- 
plied the  money.  The  Combined  Court 
did  not  do  that,  and  Sir  Henry  M'Leod 
proceeded  to  British  Guiana,  in  oi*der,  if 
possible,  to  settle  the  dispute  between  the 
Governor,  the  Court  of  Policy,  and  the 
Combined  Court.  Sir  Henry  M*Leod  car- 
ried out  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  as  a  guide  to  him  in  his  opera- 
tions. The  opinion  of  the  law  officers  was 
dear.  The  Crown  had  no  control  over 
revenue,  except  over  a  capitation  tax  oa 
slaves.  The  question  then  came,  how 
was  the  money  to  be  provided  ?  The 
answer  given  was  clear.  As,  since  the 
acquisition  of  the  colony  to  the  period  of 
giving  the  opinion,  the  Court  of  Policy 
was  declared  to  have  the  power  to  fix  the 
estimates,  and  the  Combined  Court  to 
provide  the  ways  and  means  and  vote  the 
money,  if  the  Combined  Court  refused  to 
vote  the  money*  the  only  means  of  getting 
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redress  was  to  come  to  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. Now,  the  colony  at  this  moment 
had  come  to  the  very  point  he  had  de- 
scribed. The  Combined  Court  had  re- 
fused to  vote  the  money,  and  a  dispute  dif- 
ficult of  settlement  had  arisen.  In  1840 
the  elected  Members  had  been  induced  to 
agree  to  the  civil  list  on  the  understanding 
that  they  were  to  have  the  advantage  to  be 
derived  from  the  immigration  of  labour. 
Matters  continued  in  this  state  until  1844, 
when  the  Government  sought  an  extension 
of  the  civil  list,  which  would  have  expired 
in  1847.  The  colonists  complained  that 
the  promises  of  the  Government  had  been 
broken.  They  said  that  certain  vagrant 
laws  had  not  been  passed  according  to  pro- 
mise, and  that  many  other  facilities  for  the 
improvement  of  the  colony  (which  they 
had  been  led  to  expect)  had  been  denied 
them.  In  1844  they  said  they  had  the 
protection  of  the  English  market,  which 
they  thought  would  have  been  continued 
to  them.  Certainly  it  was  singular  that 
after  the  abolition  of  slavery  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  attempted  to  raise  the 
civil  list.  With  respect  to  protection,  he 
had  not  complained  of  its  withdrawal 
from  the  colony,  although  he  had  urged 
that  its  operation  should  have  been  gra- 
dual, and  that  the  colonists  should  have 
been  enabled  to  obtain  labour  neces- 
sary to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  The 
treatment  of  the  colony,  however,  had 
been  heartless  and  severe;  and  the  refusal 
of  reduction  by  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  department,  was  culpable 
in  the  highest  degree.  What  was  the 
noble  Earl's  ground  of  defence?  The 
noble  Earl  said  the  colonists  agreed  to 
continue  payment  of  the  civil  list  till  1854. 
They  did;  but  on  the  arrival  of  the  immi- 
gration ordinance,  passed  at  the  same  time, 
in  England,  it  was  rejected.  The  conse- 
quence was  another  ordinance,  which  never 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Combined 
Court.  The  noble  Earl  also  contended 
that  it  would  be  wrong  to  make  any  reduc- 
tion in  salaries  granted  on  certain  condi- 
tions, and  for  a  certain  time;  but  the  colo- 
nists insisted  that  the  legal  ordinance  only 
extended  to  1847.  The  new  ordinance 
passed  in  1844  was  not  a  legal  ordinance. 
On  Governor  Walker  succeeding  Governor 
Light  he  summoned  the  Combmed  Court, 
and  their  first  vote  was  a  reduction  in  the 
civU  list  from  39,0002.  to  26,0002.  The 
Governor  objected  to  the  reductions,  but 
the  vote  passed  in  due  form.  After  this 
had  been  done,  Governor  Walker   sua* 


pended  the  Combined  Court,  and  it  re« 
mained  suspended  until  the  arrival  of  Mr. 
Barkly.  It  was  not  supposed  that  Mr. 
Barkly  was  furnished  with  any  definite  in- 
structions. The  manner  of  that  gentle- 
man's reception  must  have  been  very  gra- 
tifying; and  he  was  looked  upon  by  the 
colonists  as  a  friend  who  would  settle  all 
their  differences.  Governor  Walker  wil- 
lingly received 'Supplies  for  three  months; 
but  after  the  receipt  of  Earl  Grey's  let- 
ter, he  said  that  for  the  future  he  could 
only  accept  as  a  whole.  Matters  remained 
in  this  situation  until  Mr.  Barkly  arrived. 
From  his  speech  it  did  not  appear  whether 
he  had  received  any  instructions  or  not. 
Under  Governor  Barkly  the  colonial  legis- 
lature proceeded  to  the  other  votes;  and 
they  went  through  them,  to  what  extent 
he  did  not  know,  because  the  Government 
refused  to  lay- the  information  on  the  table, 
although  he  had  repeatedly  asked  for  in- 
formation, and  given  notice  of  his  Motion 
several  weeks  ago;  and  he  could  only  sup- 
pose they  were  afraid  to  lay  the  documents 
on  the  table  for  fear  of  giving  information. 
But,  speaking  from  the  reports  in  the 
papers  sent  home  from  the  colony,  it  ap- 
peared that  one  of  the  elected  members 
asked  Governor  Barkly,  the  supplies  being 
stopped,  how  he  was  paying  the  salaries, 
and  where  he  got  the  money  from  ?  There 
was  money  in  the  chest,  and  the  elected 
members,  believing  that  the  Governor  had 
applied  that  without  their  authority,  de- 
clared that  he  was  acting  illegally  and  un- 
constitutionally, and  wished  to  enter  their 
protest  against  the  proceeding.  The  Go- 
vernor would  not  allow  them  to  protest, 
nor  permit  the  discussion  to  go  on,  but 
shut  the  door,  and  the  colonists  again  com- 
plained that  he  >as  adding  insult  to  injus- 
tice, not  even  allowing  them  to  discuss  the 
matter  in  the  Combined  Court.  They 
therefore  complained,  and  had  sent  homo 
the  petition  that  had  been  presented,  set- 
ting forth  their  grievances;  and  in  this 
extraordinary  state  matters  had  gone  on 
up  to  the  12th  of  May,  since  which  he  was 
not  sure  that  he  had  any  later  accounts. 
He  had  read  to  the  House  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee,  all  the  witnesses  examined 
before  which  recommended  a  reform  in  the 
constitution  of  that  colony.  The  colonists 
wished  to  do  away  with  the  old  Dutch 
practice,  and  to  have  a  representative 
body,  with  a  responsible  government,  and 
the  Committee  recommended  that  a  change 
should  be  made  consistent  with  the  feelings 
of  the  colony.    Governor  Barkly,  finding 
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Premier,  formerly  proposed  certain  altera- 
tions in  the  sugar  duties,  Lord  Sandon 
(now  Earl  of  Harrowby)  proposed  an 
Amendment  that  was  very  important,  as 
showing  the  animus  of  the  House  at  the 
time,  and  how  likely  it  was  to  lead  the 
colonists  to  believe  that  the  arrangement 
was  to  be  permanent.  He  would  not  then 
say  anything  as  to  his  own  views  of  the 
merits  of  the  question  ;  he  had  simply,  at 
the  request  of  the  petitioners,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  matter  of  fact.  Lord  Sandon's 
Amendment,  then,  was  to  the  effect  that, 
considering  the  efforts  and  sacrifices  that 
Parliament  and  the  country  had  made  for 
the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade,  in  the 
earnest  hope  that  our  exertions  and  exam- 
pic  might  lead  to  its  mitigation  and  final 
extinction  by  other  countries,  that  House 
was  not  prepared,  especially  with  the  pre- 
sent prospect  of  the  supply  of  sugar  from 
the  British  possessions,  to  adopt  measures 
for  the  reduction  of  the  duties.  An  hon. 
Baronet  who  sat  near  him  (Mr.  Hume) 
seconded  this  Amendment,  stating  that  he 
considered  it  the  best  way  of  dealing  with 
a  proposal  that  involved  the  ruin  of  most 
valuable  possessions,  and  a  disregard  of 
the  sacred  duties  of  humanity.  The 
Amendment  was  carried  by  317  to  281, 
being  a  majority  of  36  against  any  altera- 
tion of  the  sugar  duties  ;  and  the  colonists 
wished  him  (Mr.  Hume)  to  state  that  when 
they  assented  to  so  largo  a  civil  establish- 
ment, they  did  so  on  the  understanding 
and  with  the  perfect  confidence  that  they 
would  be  secured  the  continuance  of  the 
advantages  they  then  enjoyed  with  respect 
to  protection  on  their  sugar.  It  was  only 
due  to  a  colony,  situated  at  a  great  dis» 
tance,  28  estates  in  which,  according  to 
the  last  mail,  had  been  abandoned,  24  more 
having  passed  into  the  hands  of  the  re- 
ceiver, in  addition  to  24  others  which  ap- 
peared in  the  appendix  of  the  report — it 
was  only  justice  towards  a  distant  colony, 
placed  in  such  circumstances  of  distress, 
that  he  should  lay  these  things  before  the 
House.  After  the  sudden  change  in  our 
commercial  legislation,  to  refuse  to  allow 
the  colonists  to  make  such  reductions  in 
their  expenditure  as  would  enable  them  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  their  altered  po- 
sition, he  thought  a  most  heartless  and 
reckless  course  of  procedure,  and  one  with- 
out the  least  consideration  for  the  feelings 
of  the  colonists.  On  that  ground  he 
brought  forward  this  Motion,  and  he  was 
sorry  the  House  was  not  fuller,  as  he  was 
anxious,  at  any  rate,  to  have  an  expression 
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of  the  feeling  of  the  House  at  large  on 
this  important  question.  He  was  sorry 
that  it  had  been  delayed  so  long,  but  he 
was  not  personally  answerable  for  that. 
He  thought  he  had  now  stated  in  brief  all 
the  leading  circumstances  of  the  case  of 
this  unfortunate  colony,  which  was  ad« 
mitted  by  Sir  H.  Light  to  be  in  a  state  of 
utter  ruin — all  the  planters  being  ruined  ; 
and  yet  the  Government  obstinately  per- 
sisted in  keeping  up  a  state  of  things 
which  they  could  easily  prevent.  He  had 
shown  that  the  ordinance  which  Earl  Grey 
wished  to  maintain  regarding  the  civil  list, 
was  illegal  and  worthless  in  the  opinion  of 
the  law  oflScers  of  the  Crown  ;  and  he 
had  also  shown  that  the  plea  that  the  sala- 
ries of  existing  officers  might  not  be  re- 
duced had  no  pretence  for  a  foundation, 
for  the  salaries  were  only  secured  to  the 
end  of  1847,  not  a  single  officer  having 
taken  office  subject  to  a  new  appointment. 
On  all  these  grounds,  then,  it  appeared  to 
him  the  House  was  called  upon  to  affirm 
as  its  opinion  the  resolutions  which  he  had 
now  to  move.  His  object  was  to  induce 
the  House  to  say  that  the  Colonial  Office 
should  not  interfere  to  prevent  the  colo- 
nists from  making  reductions  in  their  ex- 
penditure if  they  thought  fit  ;  but  that 
the  colony  should  be  placed  in  the  situa- 
tion which  Canada  occupied,  having  re- 
sponsible officers  appointed  by  the  people, 
and  having  the  means  of  knowing  on  the 
spot  what  were  the  capabilities  and  wants 
of  the  colony,  and  being  allowed  to  admi- 
nister to  these  wants  as  the  Canadians 
possessed  the  power  of  doing.  In  Canada 
he  believed  that  peace,  good  order,  and 
prosperity  would  be  the  consequence  of 
the  responsible  government.  The  Houses 
of  Parliament  there  were  now  acting 
in  peifect  unison  with  the  Governor,  and 
everything  was  now  proceeding  with  the 
utmost  harmony;  whereas  in  the  unfortu- 
nate colony  now  under  consideration,  for 
twenty  years  a  pernicious  and  ruinous 
state  of  disunion  and  antagonism  between 
the  constituted  authorities  had  prevailed. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  it  appears  by  the  Evidence  taken  before 
the  Select  Committee  on  British  Guiana,  that  thai 
Government  has  been  carried  on  for  the  last  ten 
years  in  opposition  to  the  expressed  views  and 
opinions  of  the  Elective  Members  of  the  Colonial ' 
Legislature,  and  that  the  supplies  are  now  stopped 
in  the  Colony  by  continued  opposition,  to  the 
great  injury  of  the  Colony : 

"  That  this  Ilouse  is  of  opinion,  that  the  time 
has  arrived  when  the  Public  Expenditure  of  the 
Colony  should  bo  reduced  as  desired  by  the  Colo- 
nists ;  and  also  for  the  establishment  of  a  respon^ 
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and  priyileges  which  their  constitution  in- 
tended they  should  enjoy — rights  and  pri- 
yileges which  the  law  officers  of  this  Crown 
had  pronounced  that  they  had  a  right  to 
enjoy — privileges  which  were  secured  to 
them  hy  the  articles  of  capitulation  when 
the  colony  hecame  ours.  The  first  witness 
examined  hefore  the  Committee  was  a  gen- 
tleman who,  for  the  last  ten  years,  had 
heen  the  Governor  of  the  colony.  The 
Committee  were  aware  that  Sir  Henry 
Light  enjoyed  a  high  official  reputation  at 
the  Colonial  Office.  He  was  deemed  to  he 
the  model  of  a  colonial  governor  hy  that 
department.  He  was  descrihed  in  an  offi- 
cial document  as  a  man  of  very  great 
ahility  and  of  extraordinary  vigilance  and 
activity.  The  Committee  was  aware  that 
he  had  had  conferred  upon  him  the  distin- 
guished honour  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath, 
which  was  notified  to  him  hy  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  the  most  flattering  terms.  He 
(Mr.  Baillie)  mentioned  these  circumstances 
in  order  that  the  House  should  understand 
how  much  he  appreciated  the  importance 
of  the  evidence  given  hefore  the  Commit- 
tee hy  that  gentleman.  Sir  H.  Light  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  for  the  10  years 
during  which  he  administered  the  affairs  of 
British  Guiana,  he  had  governed  it  contrary 
to  the  expressed  views  and  opinions  of  all  the 
elective  members  of  the  legislature;  and 
he  said  that  such  a  course  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  precedent,  and  it  was  the  only 
rational  mode  of  dealing  with  the  parties. 
He  (Mr.  Baillie)  confessed  that  when  he 
heard  the  evidence  of  Sir  H.  Light,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  that  gentleman  had 
justified  all  the  resistance  which  had  been 
ofi^ered  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  colony. 
He  could  not  conceive  a  greater  indignity 
or  a  grosser  insult  offered  to  a  body  of 
Englishmen  than  that  they  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  exercise  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  which  their  constitution  confer- 
red upon  them,  by  the  assumptions,  arts, 
and  trickery  of  the  Government.  He 
(Mr.  Baillie)  had  thought  this  to  be  so 
important  a  point  that  he  submitted  to  the 
Committee  a  resolution  very  similar  to 
the  first  i*esolution  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  had  on  the  present  occasion 
proposed  for  adoption.  The  Committee, 
however,  did  not  think  fit  to  entertain  it, 
or  to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  the 
subject.  There  was  another  grievance 
of  which  the  inhabitants  of  this  colony 
had  just  reason  to  complain  in  regard  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Governor.  The  Gover- 
nor, m  spite  of  the  most  urgent  remon- 


strances on  the  part  of  the  colonists,  re- 
fused to  allow  any  law  to  pass  for  the 
regulation  of  labour,  or  for  the  prevention 
of  paupers  and  squatters,  or  permit  any 
contract  for  labour  for  a  longer  period  than 
thirty  days,  under  the  pretext  that  it 
would  be  contrary  to  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  the  Governor  being  apparently 
ignorant  that  in  every  civilised  country  in 
the  world  such  contracts  existed.  In 
Scotland  no  farm  labourer  was  employed 
for  a  period  of  less  than  six  months.  In 
consequence  of  this  refusal,  the  inhabitants 
met  and  passed  certain  rules  and  regu- 
lations, to  which  they  bound  themselves 
to  adhere.  These  were  laid  before  the 
Committee;  and  they  were  perfectly  fair, 
just,  and  reasonable,  and  such  as  no  Eng- 
lish labourer  would  for  a  moment  have 
objected  to.  But  they  were  objected  to 
by  the  negroes,  and  a  general  strike  took 
place  throughout  the  colony.  A  deputa- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  blacks  waited  on 
the  Governor  to  ask  his  opinion  ;  he  de- 
nounced the  resolutions,  and  told  the  ne- 
groes that  they  were  not  bound  to  ob- 
serve them,  and  instructed  the  police  ma- 
gistrates not  to  enforce  them.  The  result 
was,  that,  supported  as  the  negroes  were 
by  so  great  an  authority,  the  planters 
were  obliged  to  succumb,  and  he  was 
warranted  in  asserting  that  the  ruin  and 
misery  which  had  fallen  upon  that  colony 
was  mainly  owing  to  the  conduct  thus 
pursued  on  the  part  of  the  Governor.  He 
now  came  to  the  question  of  the  civil  list; 
but  before  he  entered  upon  that  topic,  he 
begged  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  two 
points :  first,  the  express  reason  assigned 
by  Governor  Light,  in  the  year  1839,  for 
the  great  increase  in  the  civil  list ;  and, 
secondly,  the  mode,  manner,  and  circum- 
stances under  which  that  increased  civil 
list  was  ultimately  obtained.  In  1839, 
Governor  Light  wrote  a  despatch  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  requested  that  his 
salary  might  be  increased  from  3,500^.  to 
6,0002.,  and  also  an  increase  of  the  sala- 
ries of  the  other  officers  of  the  colony; 
and  he  placed  this  demand  upon  these 
grounds— first,  the  great  and  increasing 
prosperity  of  the  colony,  which  would  fully 
justify  increased  burdens  being  put  upon 
it ;  and,  secondly,  the  high  prices  of  aU 
the  necessaries  of  life  in  British  Guiana, 
as  compared  with  the  prices  in  the  island 
of  Antigua,  of  which  he  had  previously 
been  the  govemor.  This  despatch  was 
favourably  received  at  the  Colonial  Office, 
and  Governor  Light  waa  instructed  that 
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he  might  make  a  demand  for  an  increased 
salary  and  an  increased  civil  list  from  the 
Court  of  Policy.  But  when  he  made  that 
proposition  in  the  Court  of  Policy,  it  was 
violently  ohjected  to  by  the  colonists;  and 
the  present  chief  justice  of  the  colony 
designated  the  demand  as  being  most  un- 
just, and  if  granted  would  be  extremely 
onerous  upon  the  colonists.  A  resolution 
was  passed  to  that  effect.  The  conse- 
quence was,  the  Court  refused  the  propo- 
sition, and  the  increased  civil  list  was 
stopped.  In  passing  that  resolution,  the 
Court  of  Policy  acted  only  as  they  had  a 
right  to  act — for  no  one  disputed  that 
right;  but  because  they  did  so  act.  Gover- 
nor Light  adjourned  the  court  sine  diet 
whereby  60,000  dollars  were  lost  to  the 
colony.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  was  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  sent  the  governor  of  a 
neighbouring  colony  in  order  to  allay  the 
disputes  between  the  colonists  and  the 
Governor.  Now,  about  this  time,  a  gen- 
eral feeling  prevailed  that  immigration 
alone  would  save  the  colony  from  ruin. 
The  Government  at  home  being  aware  of 
this  feeling,  instructed  Sir  U.  Macleod 
that  he  might  tell  the  Court  of  Policy 
that  if  they  would  grant  a  civil  list,  they 
should  have  an  immigration  ordinance; 
but  that  if  they  refused  to  grant  a  civil 
list,  no  immigration  ordinance  should  be 
issued.  That  was  expressly  stated  in 
evidence  by  Governor  Light,  who  said  it 
was  a  bribe  held  out  to  the  colonists,  by 
means  of  which  they  hoped  to  obtain  a 
civil    list    as    large    as    was    necessary. 

I  Mr.  Hawes  :  Where  was  that  evidence  ?] 
)o  do  you  dispute  it  ?  [Mr.  Hawes  : 
Yes.]  It  is  in  the  evidence,  and  I  will 
produce  it  presently.  Well,  the  result 
was  that  Sir  H.  Macleod  was  enabled  to 
pass  in  an  instant  a  civil  list,  and  the 
Government  passed  an  immigration  ordi- 
nance. But  when  the  necessary  docu- 
ment for  raising  an  immigration  loan  on 
the  credit  of  the  colony  was  presented  at 
the  Colonial  Office,  it  was  rejected,  and  so 
the  matter  remained  for  four  years.  In 
1844  the  Colonial  Office  at  length  con- 
sented to  sanction  the  loan,  upon  condition 
that  the  colony  granted  the  civil  list  for 
an  additional  period  of  seven  years;  and 
thus  the  Crown  obtained  a  civil  list  to  be 
▼oted  for  fourteen  years  instead  of  seven. 
He  confessed  he  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  it  was  most  dishonourable  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  the  Government  thus 


to  stipulate  with  the  colonists  for  a  civil 
list.  If  the  Government  considered  that 
immigration  was  a  measure  calculated  for 
the  well-being  of  the  colony,  they  ought 
to  have  granted  it  without  stipulating  for 
increased  pay  to  the  public  servants. 
Therefore,  he  proposed  a  resolution  to 
the  Committee  to  that  effect ;  but  it 
was  not  adopted  by  the  Committee.  He 
now  came  to  the  close  of  the  year  1847» 
when,  in  consequence  of  the  reduced  price 
of  colonial  produce,  certain  resolutions  were 
agreed  to  in  the  Court  of  Policy,  setting 
forth  that  on  account  of  the  distress  and 
the  exhausted  state  of  the  resources  of  the 
colony  it  had  become  a  matter  of  necessity 
that  an  extensive  reduction  should  be  car- 
ried out  in  every  branch  of  the  annual  ex- 
penditure; and  they  authorised  a  reduction 
to  the  extent  of  one-fourth.  A  Motion 
founded  on  these  resolutions  was  sent  to 
Earl  Grey.  He  would  not  weary  the  House 
by  going  into  details.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that  the  proposition  was  rejected  by  Earl 
Grey,  on  the  ground  that  he  conceived  the 
faith  of  the  Crown  and  the  colony  was 
pledged  to  the  public  servants  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  civil  list  for  a  certain  period, 
and  that  for  that  period  it  must  be  main- 
tained. Now  the  Colonial  Office  appeared 
not  to  have  remembered  that  the  first  rea- 
son advanced  by  Sir  H.  Light  in  1839,  in 
order  to  obtain  an  increase  of  the  civil  list»  * 
namely,  the  increasing  prosperity  of  the 
colony,  was  altogether  illusory  and  without 
foundation;  and  that  the  second  reason, 
namely,  the  great  increase  in  the  cost  of 
living,  no  longer  existed,'  it  having  been 
proved  before  the  Committee  that  the 
prices  of  provisions  at  this  moment  were 
lower  than  they  were  in  Antigua  at  the 
time  to  which  Sir  H.  Light's  comparison 
referred.  The  Colonial  Office  also  appeared 
not  to  have  reflected  that  they  had  allow- 
ed the  Governor  of  Trinidad  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  the  public  officers  in  a  greater 
proportion  than  was  asked  for  in  British 
Guiana ;  for  while  in  British  Guiana  the 
proposed  reduction  was  only  25  per  cent, 
the  Governor  of  Trinidad  reduced  the  sa- 
laries 33  per  cent — notwithstanding  that 
in  Trinidad  the  rate  of  taxation  was  not 
more  than  20s.  per  head,  whereas  in  Bri- 
tish Guiana  it  was  about  40s,  There  could 
not  be  a  doubt  that  the  bitter  feelings  en- 
gendered in  this  dispute  were  greatly  in- 
creased by  the  manner  in  which  the  appeal 
of  the  Combined  Court  was  rejected  bj 
Earl  Grey,  as  well  as  by  the  statement 
which  he  made  about  the  same  period  to 
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the  House  of  Lords  with  respect  to  the 
prosperous  condition  of  the  colony.  Hon. 
Members  who  had  read  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  must  be  aware  that 
the  statement  of  Earl  Grey  to  the  House 
of  Lords  with  respect  to  the  colony  created 
great  excitement  in  the  colonial  legisla- 
ture, and  that  an  animated  discussion  took 
place  on  the  subject.  The  Governor  was 
asked  whether  he  had  furnished  the  infor- 
mation contained  in  Earl  Grey's  statement, 
and  he  replied  that  he  had  not;  and  more- 
over that  he  always  furnished  Earl  Grey 
with  correct  information,  as  it  was  his  duty 
to  do,  with  respect  to  every  thing  that  took 
place  in  the  colony.  The  statement  of 
Earl  Grey  to  which  he  referred  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

'*  He  had  also  seen  it  stated  in  the  local  news- 
papers, that  on  the  east  coast  of  Demerara,  where 
a  contemplated  reduction  of  25  per  cent  in  wages 
had  taken  place,  it  had  been  met  cheerfully  and  in 
perfect  good  humour  by  the  negroes,  who  would 
submit  to  the  reduction  of  wages  when  they  saw 
it  was  necessary ;  but  who,  when  they  saw  the 
planters  anxiously  competing  for  their  labour, 
would  endeavour  to  get  the  last  &rthing  they 
could  obtain.  The  consequence  of  that  reduction 
was,  that  at  once,  and  without  the  expense  of  im- 
migration, the  colony  obtained  the  advantage  of  an 
increase  of  one-fourth  to  its  working  population. 
If  that  were  the  case,  would  any  man  tell  him 
that  the  system  of  protection  was  to  the  advantage 
of  the  planter  ?  Ue  (Earl  Grey)  held,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  if  protection  were  admissible  on  the 
grounds  of  the  general  interests  of  the  country,  it 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  planter  himself 
that  we  should  adhere  to  the  wise  determination 
which  Parliament  came  to  in  1846." 

Now,  the  colonists  were  naturally  indig- 
nant at  this  statement,  when  they  knew 
that  there  was  not  one  single  word  of  truth 
in  it.  Indeed,  it  was  proved  in  the  Com- 
mittee, that  at  the  very  time  Earl  Grey 
made  that  statement,  he  had  a  despatcin 
from  the  Governor  of  British  Guiana  four 
days  in  his  possession,  which  despatch  ar- 
rived by  the  same  packet  as  the  news- 
paper he  had  quoted,  and  informed  him 
that  as  matters  then  stood  in  the  colony, 
half  the  estates  would  be  thrown  out  of 
cultivation,  unless  the  prices  of  labour  were 
reduced.  That  despatch  also  contained  an 
enclosure  respecting  a  tour  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the 
labourers  to  return  to  their  work,  but  which 
did  not  specify  a  single  instance  of  success. 
When  this  subject  was  last  discussed  in 
that  House,  he  (Mr.  Baillie)  was  accused 
of  using  harsh  language  in  speaking  of 
Earl  Grey  with  reference  to  the  statement 
he  had  made  to  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
therefore  felt  himself  called  upon  before  the 


Committee  to  justify  the  language  he  then 
used.  He  told  the  Committee  that  if  in 
their  opinion  his  charge  against  Earl  Grey 
was  not  clearly  and  fairly  proved,  he  hoped, 
in  justice  to  Earl  Grey,  they  would  pass  a 
resolution  to  that  effect;  but  if  in  their 
opinion  the  charge  was  fairly  proved,  he 
trusted  they  would,  in  justice  to  him,  pass 
the  following  resolution,  which  he  had  pre- 
pared : — 

"  That  additional  difficulties  in  the  arrange- 
ment of  this  dispute  have  been  engendered  by  the 
statements  made  by  Earl  Grey  on  the  8th  of 
February,  1848,  announcing  to  Parliament,  on  the 
authority  of  a  colonial  newspaper,  that  the  most 
satisfactory  arrangements  as  to  labour  actually 
existed  in  British  Guiana  between  the  employers 
and  the  employed  ;  it  having  been  proved  to  your 
Committee  that  Earl  Grey  was  at  that  very  time 
in  possession  of  despatches  which  had  arrived  by 
the  same  packet  as  the  newspaper  in  question  from 
the  Governor  of  the  colony  (of  which,  however,  he 
made  no  mention)  stating  that,  *  as  matters  stood 
on  the  Slst  of  December,  1847,  half  the  estates  of 
the  colony  must  go  out  of  cultivation.'  '* 

Upon  that  resolution  the  Committee  de- 
clined to  express  any  opinion,  although  it 
must  be  admitted  it  contained  a  grave 
charge  against  the  Secretary  of  State.  He 
invited  the  Committee  to  state  whether  in 
their  opinion  the  charge  was  true;  and  not 
a  single  Member  ventured  to  say  that  he 
did  not  believe  it  to  be  true.  In  fact,  no 
person  answered  him  when  he  made  his 
statement.  He  had,  therefore,  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  bring  the  case  before  the 
House.  He  asked  the  House  what  would 
be  their  feelings  if  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment— say  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department — were  to  receive  a 
despatch  from  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers for  Ireland,  informing  him  that  in  the 
union  of  Castlebar  there  had  been  8,000 
deaths  from  famine ;  and  if,  after  receiv- 
ing that  despatch,  a  debate  should  take 
place  on  the  subject,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  get  up  and  say  that  he 
had  received  a  most  satisfactory  communi- 
cation with  respect  to  the  state  of  Ireland; 
that  he  had  just  seen  a  copy  of  a  Castle- 
bar newspaper,  in  which  he  had  found  a 
paragraph  stating,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  success  of  their  free-trade  measures, 
famine  had  been  banished  from  the  coun- 
try, that  provisions  were  abundant,  and 
that  the  poor  were  all  well  fed,  at  little 
cost  to  the  proprietors  of  the  soil — if  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment were,  under  such  circumstances,  to 
make  such  a  statement  to  the  House, 
what  would  be  the  feelings  and  opinions  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  subject?     Would 
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they  think  that  confidence  should  be  any 
longer  placed  in  such  a  Minister,  or  that 
he  should  continue  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  lives  and  fortunes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  ?     And  yet  the  case  he  had  stated 
to  the  House  with  regard  to  the  Secretary 
of  State    for  the   Colonies  was    exactly 
parallel — the  only  difference  being,  that  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  the  people  were  repre- 
sented in  that  House,  whereas,  in  the  other 
case,  the  people  were  inhabitants  of  a  dis- 
tant colony  who  were  not  represented  at 
all.     He  said  before,  that  the  Committee 
refused  to  adopt  his  resolutions.     Indeed, 
they  rejected  both  the  resolutions  which  he 
proposed,  and  the  resolutions  which  were 
proposed  by  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies.     [Mr.  Hawes  :    My  resolutions 
were   never  proposed  at  all.]      He  (Mr. 
Baillie]  believed  that  they  were  submitted 
and  afterwards  withdrawn.     By  way,  he 
supposed,  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty 
in  which  the  Committee  were  placed,  one 
Member  proposed  to  adopt  the  resolutions 
of  Sir  R.   Peel,  even   before  they  were 
drawn  up.     The  Committee,  however,  did 
sot  listen  to  that  proposal,  and  the  resolu- 
tions were  fairly  laid  before  the  Committee 
before  they  were  adopted.     He  begged  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was  of  deep 
importance  to  the  interests  of  the  colony  ; 
it  involved  the  question  of  self-government; 
the  question  whether  the  colonists  should 
in  future  bo  allowed  to  manage  their  own 
financial   affairs,  or  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  should  be  allowed  to  interfere  as 
heretofore,  and  not  only  dictate  to  them 
on   that   subject,   but   actually  use  their 
great  and  powerful  influence  in  order  to 
compel  their  acquiescence.     England  had 
of  late  rendered  her  name  odious  by  her 
conduct  in  foreign  affairs  in  almost  every 
country  of  Europe.     She  had  exhibited  an 
arrogant  desire  to  interfere  and  dictate  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  the  weaker  and  less 
powerful  countries  of  Europe  ;  whilst,  at 
the  same  time,  she  exhibited  an  anxious 
desire  not  to  take  offence  from  the  power- 
ful and  the   strong.      Witness   her  con- 
duct with  regard  to  Spain,  Portugal,  and 
Kaples,  and  her  conduct  with  respect  to 
France,  Prussia,  and   the  United  States. 
He  begged  the  Govei-nment  not  to  teach 
the  colonies  that  they  were  acting  a  simi- 
lar part  in  their  tiealings  with  them  ;  that 
they  had  been  compelled  to  grant  to  the 
threats  of  the  people  of  Canada — the  pow- 
erful and   the  strong — the  enjoyment  of 
those  rights  and  privileges  which  they  re- 


fused to  the  prayers  and  remonstrances  of 
the  humble  and  the  weak ;  and  that  if 
they — the  colonists — ^would  obtain  redress 
for  the  evils  which  they  laboured  under, 
they  could  not  hope  to  obtain  their  object 
by  an  appeal  to  the  justice  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  as  in  this  instance,  but  by  aa 
appeal  to  arms,  as  in  the  case  of  Canada. 

Mr.  hawes  said,  he  was  relieved  from 
the  necessity  of  going  at  great  length  or 
much  detail  into  the  question  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  brought 
before  the  House,  because  he  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness-shire 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  all 
those  charges  and  complaints  before  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  which  the  Government  offered  no 
opposition  in  any  respect — to  which  every 
facility  was  offered  by  them,  and  every  pos- 
sible document  calculated  to  aid  them,  in 
the  possession  of  the  Colonial  Office,  freely 
and  spontaneously  given.  Having  made 
these  charges  and  complaints — none  of 
them  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  much  charity 
— ^they  found  themselves  in  a  minority  in 
the  Committee;  and  when  they  found  that 
to  be  the  case,  they  thought  it  necessary 
to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  House  in  op- 
position to  the  report  of  the  Committee.  If 
the  case  was  to  rest  entirely  on  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
and  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness- 
shire,  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  might  be  apprehen- 
sive of  the  result;  but  statements  so  void  of 
accuracy  and  so  little  calculated  to  give  the 
House  correct  information,  it  had  not  been 
his  fortune  often  to  hear.  After  they  had 
sat  for  months  on  the  Committee,  and 
had  heard  all  the  evidence,  they  seemed 
to  have  left  it  with  precisely  the  same 
opinions,  and  not  to  have  imbibed  a  par- 
ticle of  information  from  the  inquiry. 
Had  either  hon.  Gentlemen  stated  the 
origin  of  the  dispute  to  the  House,  or  the 
grounds  stated  by  the  colony  for  asking  the 
Government  to  alter  an  Act  of  Parliament? 
for  in  that  light  on  act  of  the  Court  of 
Policy  (the  competent  legislature  of  the 
colony)  was  clearly  to  be  considered.  That 
act  of  the  Court  of  Policy  established  a 
civil  list,  not  to  the  amount  of  39,000^.,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose stated,  but,  in  point  of  fact,  to  a  con- 
siderably smaller  amount.  Every  statement 
he  (Mr.  Hawes)  made  on  this  point  on  a 
former  occasion,  had  been  fully  borne  out 
by  evidence;  and  he  should  take  the  liberty 
to  repeat  it.  The  civil  list  was  nominally 
39,000^.;  but  of  that  4,500^.  was,  he  was 
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sorry  to  say,  paid  out  of  the  imperial  trea- 
sury; a  reduction  of  1 ,009^.  was  to  be  made 
for  pensions  which  had  fallen  in,  and  a  fur- 
ther reduction  of  9,000^  for  charges  on 
account  of  the  ecclesiastical  establishment, 
which  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  colonial 
revenue,  so  that,  in  effect,  the  whole  of 
the  civil  list  was  not  more  than  24,000  or 
25,000i.  The  charge  for  the  clergy  was 
placed  on  the  civil  list  by  the  colony,  as 
the  Committee  papers  showed  sent  to  the 
Home  Government.  The  revenue  of  the 
colony  was  not  less  than  227»000L  a 
year;  and  out  of  that  revenue  a  civil  list 
of  the  above  amount  was  set  aside  by 
the  Court  of  Policy  for  the  payment  of 
the  officers  who  conducted  the  government 
of  the  colony.  The  origin  of  the  dispute 
was  certain  resolutions  of  the  Court  of 
Policy,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  In- 
vernesa-shire  had  referred.  He  was  anxi- 
ous to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
them,  that  they  might  thoroughly  under- 
stand the  course  that  the  dispute  had  run, 
and  the  conduct  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  with 
reference  to  it.  These  resolutions  stated 
— he  gave  the  substance  of  them — that 
the  colony  was  solely  agricultural,  and  de- 
pendent on  the  markets  of  Europe.  That, 
in  consequence  of  the  competition  from 
slave-grown  sugar,  to  which  they  had 
been  exposed  by  the  measures  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  the  value  of  their  pro- 
perty had  declined.  On  the  first  objection 
they  grounded  the  necessity  of  reducing 
the  civil  list.  They  went  on  to  say^  the 
revenue  was  declining,  the  colony  im- 
poverished, and  that  they  were  unable 
to  pay  the  civil  list  aa  it  was  imposed 
on  them.  The  first  question  the  House 
had  to  ask  was,  whether  the  civil  list 
had  been  embodied  in  an  Act  of  the 
Court  of  Policy;  and,  if  so,  was  it  exces- 
sive; and  was  the  colony  in  that  state  of 
decline,  and  its  revenues  so  fallen,  as  to 
justify  a  reduction?  Would  it  be  believed 
by  those  who  had  heard  the  statements  of 
those  two  hon.  Gentlemen — such  close  al- 
lies on  this  question — so  remarkably  con- 
sistent in  opinion  on  all  matters  connected 
with  protection  to  sugar — that  in  evidence 
before  the  Committee,  out  of  the  mouths  of 
their  own  witnesses  it  was  plainly  and  un- 
deniably stated  the  revenue  of  the  colony 
up  to  last  year  had  not  fallen  at  all;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  had  rather  increased  ?  If 
the  state  of  the  revenue  formed  no  just 
ground  for  reducing  the  civil  list,  and  if  it 
waa  shown  in  evidence  bj  adverse  witneasea 


that  the  revenue  had  not  fallen,  what  pre> 
tenoe  could  there  be  to  justify  the  decision 
at  which  they  were  asked  to  arrive  ?  To 
that  view  of  the  case  there  waa  no  an- 
swer. Had  the  revenue  dechned?  No. 
Did  the  Act  of  Pariiament,  gradually  di- 
minishing the  protective  duties  on  sugar, 
justify  a  reduction  of  the  civil  list  ?  Cer- 
tainly not.  The  hon.  Gentleman  declared 
his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
lonies refused  to  make  any  reduction  when 
it  was  first  proposed.  They  must  have  spent 
their  time  most  unprofitably  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  either  they  had  not  heard  or 
had  forgotten  the  despatches  which  had 
been  read.  [Mr.  Baillie  :  I  said,  he  refused 
at  first.]  He  would  quote  an  extract  from 
the  first  despatch  of  his  noble  Friend  in 
February,  which  would  not  bear  out  that 
statement.  It  stated,  and  truly,  thai 
the  object  of  the  civil  list,  voluntarily  re- 
newed in  1844,  was  to  place  the  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  beyond  the  reaoh 
of  circumstances  calculated  to  affect  ihetc 
incomes;  and  that  the  Government  bar- 
ing effected  that  object,  left  six-sevenths 
of  the  revenue  of  the  colony  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Combined  Court.  His  noble 
Friend  stated,  that  he  waa  not  aware  of 
any  circumstances  in  the  present  state  of 
the  colony  whidi  could  justify  the  Crown 
in  reducing  the  salaries  which  had  been 
secured  by  the  civil  list.  If  there  wero 
any  circumstanees  to  justify  a  reduction, 
Eari  Grey  would  not  refuse  it  He  (Earl 
Grey)  then  went  on  to  show  the  rsvenne 
had  be^i  increasing  yearly  up  to  1846, 
and  that  there  was  no  reason  to  snppoae 
there  had  been  any  decHne  up  to  Septem- 
ber, 1848,  when  the  supplies  were  stqined. 
Earl  Grey  had  dealt  with  the  ease  faufy* 
But  was  that  all  his  noble  Friend  had  done? 
In  a  subsequent  despatch,  he  distinctly 
gave  his  assent  to  reductions  of  salary  as 
vacancies  occurred;  and  since  then  he  had 
stated  that,  though  his  present  impres- 
sions were,  that  the  finances  ef  the  coknj 
were  not  in  a  condition  to  render  redno- 
tions  necessary,  and  that  the  salaries  were 
not  too  high,  the  reasons  for  a  different 
conclusion  should  receive  his  most  care- 
ful consideration.  What  conclusion  had 
the  Committee  come  to  ?  Had  they,  afWr 
hearing  all  the  evidence,  and  all  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen could  say,  declared  the  salaries 
should  be  redueed,  or  that  the  {dedge  gir^ 
to  the  servants  of  the  Crown  shonld  be 
abandoned  ?  Quite  the  contrary;  they  took 
precisely  the  same  grotmds  us  bia  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  9sA 
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declared  it  was  not  competent  to  tbe  Com- 
bined Court  to  alter  the  civil  list.  Their 
report  was  clear  and  distinct  on  that  point; 
they  stated — 

**  Upon  a  roTiew  of  the  seyeral  circnmstances 
above  adverted  to,  your  Committee  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Crown  is  entitled  (if  considerations  of 
good  fiuth  and  of  public  policy  require  it)  to  insist 
upon  an  adherence  to  the  civil  list  arrangement 
made  in  1844  for  the  full  period  for  which  the 
oivil  list  was  granted,  and  that  no  attempt  to  set 
aside  that  arrangement,  either  by  direct  or  indi- 
rect means,  can  be  justified." 

He  wished  to  know  the  difference  between 
the  conclusion  to  which  the  Committee  had 
come  after  full  inquiry,  and  that  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies. Was  it  no  justification  of  his  noble 
Friend,  in  having  decided  on  the  best  in- 
formation before  him  that  the  civil  list 
should  not  be  reduced  on  the  ground  as- 
signed, that  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
after  a  long  and  laborious  investigation, 
had  arrived  at  a  precisely  similar  result  ? 
When  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  had  abandoned  his  resolutions,  he 
begged  to  say  that  they  were  never  pro- 
posed to  the  Committee,  though  printed 
for  consideration;  for  having  heard  from 
the  most  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Committee-— one  beyond  all  doubt  entitled 
to  the  greatest  weight — resolutions  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  preferred  to  his  own,  he  at  once 
adopted  them,  and  he  was  quite  ready  to 
bear  any  blame  which  might  attach  to  him 
for  having  preferred  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
rather  than  the  hon.  Members  for  Montrose 
and  Inverness-shire.  When  the  Committee 
presented  their  report,  his  noble  Friend  im- 
mediately sent  a  despatch,  dated  Jdne  1, 
1849,  to  Governor  Barkly,  of  which  the 
following  was  an  extract : — 

"  Having  thus  expressed  to  you  the  views  which 
I  have  been  led  to  take  of  the  proceedings  adopted 
by  yourself  and  the  Combined  Court  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  question  concerning  the  civil 
list  should  be  left  in  statu  quo  pending  the  inquiry 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
now  take  the  earliest  opportunity  after  the  report 
of  that  Committee  having  been  made  to  the  House, 
of  transmitting  to  you  a  copy  of  their  report,  and 
requesting  that  you  will  lay  it  before  the  Com- 
bined Court.  I  trust  that  the  Combined  Court  will 
receive  the  decision  of  the  Committee  as  to  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  under  the  civil  list  ordinance 
as  determining  that  question,  and  that  they  will 
join  with  me  in  a  cordial  desire  that  all  differences 
out  of  it  should  be  forgotten.  I  can  assure  them 
that  they  will  find  on  my  part  tho  utmost  solici- 
tude to  co-operate  with  them  in  acting  upon  the 
views  of  the  Committee  as  to  the  necessity  of 
economy  (which  are  entirely  in  accordance  with 
my  own,  as  expressed  in  my  despatches)  and  in 
making  such  arrangements  as  may  most  contri- 


bute to  the  future  prosperity  of  the  colonj,  and 
most  tend  to  the  obliteration  of  any  porsonid  feel- 
ings which  may  have  been  excited  in  the  courae 
of  these  unfortunate  discussions." 

That  was  the  principle  upon  which  Earl 
Grey  proposed  to  act ;    and  he   thought 
himself  entitled  to  remind  tho  House  that 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry  did  report  in 
the  teeth  of  the  opinions  expressed   and 
the  statements  made  as  well  by  the  hon. 
Member    for   Inverness-shire,    as    by    tho 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  and  of  those 
who  supported  them  throughout  that   in- 
quiry.    Then,  again,  there  was  a  point  of 
some  importance  on  which  he  thought  that 
Earl  Grey  had  been  somewhat  unfairly  at- 
tacked, and  that  related  to  the  opinions 
which    he   entertained  on  the  subject   of 
economy.     It  would  be  a  gross  misrepre- 
sentation to  describe  Earl  Grey  as  unfa- 
vourable to  economy.     There  had  been  no 
case  of  wise  economy  which  had  not  at  all 
times  commanded  his  cordial  and  earnest 
support.      But   then   his   opponents,    not 
content  with  imputing  to  him  a  want  of 
economy,  charged  him  with  inconsistency 
for  having  pursued  one  course  with  refer- 
ence to  Trinidad,  and   quite   another   in 
the  case  of  British  Guiana.     It  was  said 
that  ho  granted  that  redress  to  the  former 
which  he  refused  to  the  latter;  and  this 
was  contended  for  as  warmly  as  if  there 
subsisted  any  analogy  between  the  one  and 
the  other,  when  the  two  cases  were  wholly 
different,  inasmuch  as  no  guarantee  what- 
ever had  been  given  to  the  officei-s  employ- 
ed in  the  civil  establishments  at  Trinidad 
— no  security  had  been  given  to  them  for 
the  continuance  of  their  offices  and  sala- 
ries during  a  period  of  ten  years.     There 
was  no  legislative  Act  establishing  a  civil 
list.     Lord  Harris,  with  the  wisdom  and 
ability  which  distinguished  his  government, 
did  certainly  propose  the  reduction  of  pub- 
lic expenditure  in  Trinidad,  and  he  having 
made  to  Earl  Grey  a  proposition  recom- 
mending a  change  of  that  nature,  and  hav- 
ing  supported  his   advice  by   statements 
and  reasonings  of  much  weight.  Earl  Grey 
concurred   with  him,    and  reduction    was 
sanctioned;  the  main  feature  of  the  Trini- 
dad case  being  that  the  expenditure  ex- 
ceeded the  income,  while  in  British  Guiana 
the  case  was   the  reverse  —  the   income 
was  equal  to  the  expenditure.     The  cases 
were    not   only  different,  but   there    was 
not    the    slightest    resemblance    between 
the  two.     He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Inverness-shire,  and  likewise  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  had  spoken  of 
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a  breach  of  faith  having  been  committed, 
as  any  man  with  the  least  information 
on  the  subject  must  have  known  that  there 
existed  not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for  any 
such  charge.  The  evidence  entirely  nega- 
tived the  allegation.  In  the  report  on  the 
table,  and  in  the  evidence  appended  to  it, 
they  would  find  the  most  ample  proofs 
that  all  the  idle  talk  about  breach  of  faith 
was  mere  misrepresentation ;  and  let  it 
be  remembered  that  the  evidence  by  which 
that  charge  had  been  answered  was  the 
evidence  of  witnessess  not  brought  for- 
ward by  him,  but  by  the  Gentleman  who 
wanted  to  make  out  a  case  of  grievance. 
[It  was  understood  that  Mr.  Baillie  de- 
nied this.]  Well,  he  begged  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon  if  he  imputed  any- 
thing of  that  sort  without  sufficient  foun- 
dation ;  but  if  it  had  not  been  done  by 
him,  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  must 
have  been  the  person  to  whom  the  Com- 
mittee was  indebted  for  getting  up  that 
part  of  the  evidence.  From  that  part  of 
the  evidence  then  before  him,  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
— he  meant  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Sandbach — nothing  could  be  more  mani- 
fest than  that,  so  far  from  the  colony  hav- 
ing any  the  least  reason  to  complain  of  a 
breach  of  faith,  it  was  the  Crown  that  had 
to  complain  of  a  breach  of  faith.  If  any 
conditions  were  made,  those  conditions  had 
been  by  the  Government  completely  ful- 
filled. Money  had  been  paid,  and  loans 
had  been  effected  to  promote  emigration ; 
but  the  book  on  which  he  laid  his  hand 
clearly  and  most  distinctly  showed  that 
there  never  had  beeil,  at  any  time,  the 
least  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose was  very  candid  in  one  part  of  his 
speech;  for  he  admitted  that,  before  the 
Act  of  1846  respecting  sugar,  there  was 
on  that  article  a  protecting  duty,  and  that 
now  British  Guiana,  by  reason  of  the  pro- 
spective loss  of  that  protecting  duty,  was 
not  able  to  meet  her  engagements,  or, 
in  other  words,  was  not  able  to  pay  her 
civil  list;  and  the  hon.  Member  said  this, 
because  he  believed  that  the  existence  of 
protecting  duties  was  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  inhabitants  of  Brit- 
ish Guiana  to  maintain  their  civil  list  at 
the  point  at  which  they  had  undertaken 
that  it  should  be  preserved.  According 
to  him,  it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
raise  the  price  of  sugar  to  consumers  in 
England,  in  order  to  maintain  the  revenue 


of  British  Guiana.  But  what  was  the  real 
state  of  the  facts  ?  Protection  had  been 
prospectively  only  withdrawn  by  an  Act  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  And  was  that  a 
ground  for  saying  that  a  solemn  compact 
was  to  be  broken  ?  If  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  expenditure  of  the  colony  exceeded 
the  income  of  the  colony,  then  there  might 
be  a  case  for  the  reduction  of  salaries. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  said,  be- 
cause the  sugar  of  British  Guiana  was  low 
in  price,  that  therefore  they  must  commit 
a  breach  of  faith  with  the  officers  of  that 
colony.  Were  public  officers  to  be  re- 
warded upon  principles  which  were  to  be 
regulated  by  the  prices  of  commodities? 
If  so,  then  all  salaries  must  be  governed 
by  the  Price  Current,  If  it  could  be 
sho^vn,  as  he  conceived  it  had  been  shown^ 
that  the  colony  was  not  bankrupt — that 
the  revenue  was  not  declining — surely  every 
ground  for  reduction,  when  that  reduction 
involved  a  breach  of  faith,  had  been  com- 
pletely cut  away  from  those  who  pro- 
posed it.  If  it  were  thought  that  25,0001. 
was  too  great  an  amount  for  the  civil 
list  for  such  a  colony,  then  let  it  at  the 
proper  time  be  fixed  at  a  sum  under  that 
amount;  but  if  they  proceeded  upon  eco- 
nomical principles  alone,  let  them  remem- 
ber that  the  people  of  British  Guiana  had 
themselves  a  control  over  six-sevenths  of 
their  whole  revenue.  The  revenue  of  the 
colony  amounted,  in  round  numbers,  to 
227,000^.,  and  the  colonists  would  have 
done  better  in  looking  after  the  expendi- 
ture which  was  under  their  own  control, 
than  in  getting  up  a  mischievous,  reckless, 
and  ipjurious  quarrel  for  the  purpose  of 
embarrassing  the  Government  in  revenge 
of  the  Act  of  1846.  They  never  consid- 
ered what  could  be  effected  in  the  way  of 
economy  in  respect  to  the  money  under 
their  own  control.  He  stated  that  on  the 
authority  of  Sir  H.  Light  and  Lieutenant 
Governor  Walker.  So  far  from  the  trade 
of  the  colony  having  declined,  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  had  actually  increased  since 
1846.  If  he  took  from  the  year  1845  to 
1848  inclusive,  it  appeared  that  an  average 
of  28,500  tons  of  sugar  had  been  produced 
annually  in  the  first  three  years,  and  that 
32,000  tons  was  the  average  for  the  years 
1847  and  1848.  This  did  not  look  like 
that  impoverishment  of  the  colony  which 
had  been  spoken  of.  Upon  another  sub- 
ject adverted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  Governor  Barkly,  finding  that 
the  Court  of  Policy  was  a  mere  oligarchical 
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body,  which  possessed  very  little  influence 
in  the  oolonj,  and  elected  by  Terj  small 
oonstituencies»  with  a  yerj  high  franchise, 
had  with  singular  propriety  introduced  a 
measure,  which  became  necessary  in  oon- 
Boquence  of  the  stoppMe  of  the  supplies, 
for  extending  the  constttueney.  The  eon- 
•Utuency  at  present  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  700  or  800.  Under  the  new 
measure  it  would  be  increased  consider- 
ably. Was  there  anything  wrong,  then, 
in  loobing  forward  to  the  support  of  a 
more  popularly  constituted  body  for  the 
0npport  of  the  civil  list?  If  it  was  so  sup- 
ported hereafter,  would  it  not  be  a  proof 
that  the  colony  was  not  on  the  side  of  the 
Court  of  Fdioy?  Governor  Barkly,  so 
far  from  being  unwilling  that  his  own  sa- 
lary should  be  reduc^,  declared  in  his 
very  first  speech  that  he  should  be  sorry  if 
luB  own  salary  stood  in  the  way  of  these 
reductions.  The  struggle,  therefore,  was 
the  mere  struggle  of  a  party  to  uphold 
their  influence  in  the  colony.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Inyemess-shire  had  alluded  to 
the  part  which  he  took  in  Committee  in 
reference  to  a  statement  made  by  Earl 
Gr^  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Here,  again, 
the  main  fact  was  kept  out  of  sight,  name- 
ly, that  Earl  Grey  spoke  ^m  information 
obtained  from  a  local  newspaper,  which 
bore  date  two  or  three  days  after  the  de- 
spatch of  the  Governor.  The  statement 
was,  that  in  a  particular  district  the  la- 
bourers had  returned  to  their  work,  and 
were,  in  fact,  working  at  a  reduction  of 
25  per  cent;  and  Earl  Grey,  in  arguing 
that  if  wages  were  reduced,  it  was  tanta- 
mount to  an  increase  in  the  number  of  la- 
bourers, referred  to  the  case  stated  in  the 
newspapers  as  an  example.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  said,  the  Government  had  made 
the  immigration  ordinance  a  bribe  for  the 
eivil  list.  In  that  case  an  accidental  phrase 
had  been  caught  hold  of — Governor  Light 
having  only  really  stated  in  his  evidence 
that  ^e  colonists  had  declared  that  they 
would  grant  anything  in  their  power  to 
obtain  immigrants ;  but  added,  Q.  98, 
which  the  hon.  Member  abstained  from 
quoting,  "  That  I  can  hardly  suppose  that 
you  would  imagine  I  should  bribe  those 
under  me  for  the  sake  of  a  civil  Hst.*' 
It  had  been  said  that  it  was  a  breach  of  faith 
not  to  allow  the  colonists  to  procure  labour 
from  any  part  of  the  world.  The  Member  for 
Montrose  was  in  favour  of  what  was  termed 
free  trade  in  labour;  but  there  was  evi- 
dence in  the  papers  that  what  the  colonista 


meant  was,  that  they  should  be  at  liberty 
to  go  to  the  slave  coast  of  Africa.  If  by 
free  trade  in  labour  was  meant  liberty  to 
buy  men  from  the  slave  coast,  he  confessed 
that  he  was  opposed  to  it,  and  he  believed 
a  majority  of  that  House  were  also  opposed 
to  it.  It  had  been  said  that  this  report 
was  the  report  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Tamworth.  Now,  he  was  most  desi- 
rous of  doing  justice  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire.  He 
begged  to  say  that  that  part  of  the  report 
which  went  to  reform  the  constitution  of 
British  Guiana,  and  extend  the  francfaiae, 
was  entirely  due  to  that  hon.  (^entleaiaD; 
and  he  was  happy  to  inform  him  that  al 
this  moment  tlie  Colonial  Office  and  tke 
Government  were  acting  in  the  spirit  of 
its  recommendation;  and  he  trtisted  that 
before  long  they  would  see  a  Francfaiae 
Bill  pass  which  would  secure  a  more  ex- 
tended constitution,  and  a  more  enlight- 
ened and  efficient  body  of  representatives 
in  that  colony. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  then  moved  the  ad* 
joumment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  rose  principally  to 
refute  a  calumny  of  the  grossest  kind. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  said  that  by  free  trade  in 
labour  was  meant  the  use  of  slave  labour. 
He  utterly  denied  that  such  was  the  ease* 
That  was  the  only  thing  in  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  which  he  thought  worthy 
of  notice.  The  alleged  facts  were  admit- 
ted. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to 
term  an  act  of  policy  an  act  which  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  had  declared  to  be  of 
no  value  whatever,  those  functionaries  hav- 
ing declared  that  the  colonists  were  right 
in  the  course  which  they  had  pursued.  He 
wbhed  to  see  the  colonists  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  responsible  government,  and  do 
longer  in  leading  strings.  If  a  rebellion 
took  place,  there  would  be  immediate  con- 
cessions. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  wished  the 
House  merely  to  know  what  they  were  to 
diride  upon.  An  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate had  been  moved  by  his  him.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Newark. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  public  time  was 
very  important  just  now,  and  that  ibis  de- 
bate bad  only  commenced  at  half-past 
nine  o'clock.  There  was^a  general  under- 
standing in  the  House  that  every  Member 
of  the  Committee  was  anxioua  to  make  a 
very  long  speech,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
deconed  expedient  that  they  did  come  to  a 
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conclusion  as  soon  as  possible.  Now,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  of  hia  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  an  extremely  convenient 
one»  and  the  Heuse  had  better  accede  to 
the  proposition  without  dividing  upon  it. 
As  yet  there  had  been  a  debate  of  only 
three  hours  upon  this  important  question. 
It  would  lead  to  a  very  prolonged  discus- 
sion, and,  therefore,  he  felt  that  it  had 
better  be  adjourned. 

Sir  J.  W.  HOGG  was  quite  satisfied 
that  the  House  should  go  to  a  division 
upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary. It  had  not  yet  been  m^itioned  in 
the  coiirse  of  this  debate  that  the  report 
which  was  carried  was  so  carried  by  a  mtf 
jority  of  8  to  3  ;  and  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was  re- 
jected by  a  majority  of  10  to  4. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  17  ;  Noes 
94:  Majority  77. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  July  25,  1849. 

M11VUTB&}    Public  Billb.— 1*  Clergy  Relief;  Defects  in 

Leases  Siupeosion ;  New  Fonst  and  Walttuun  Forest. 
2*  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) ;  Chapels  of  Ease  (Ireland) ;  New 
Zealand  Land  Conveyances;  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton) ; 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment ;  Judgments 
(Ireland). 
Beported, — Regimental  Benefit  Societies ;  House  of  Com- 
mons  0£Bces ;    Enlistment   (Artillery   and  Ordnance) ; 
Trustees  Relief;  Militia  Pay;  London  Coporations. 
3*  County  Rates,  &c. ;  Poor  Relief  (Cities  and  Boroughs) ; 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment;  Boroughs  Relief;  Stock 
in  Trade;  Advance  of  Money  (Athlone  to  Oahray  Rail- 
way); Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Inland  Posts 
(Colonies) ;  Land  Improvement  Amendment  (Ireland) ; 
Labouring  Poor  Act  Amendment  (Ireland). 

Pbtitioni  PnasKNTBD.  By  Lord  Brooghara,  Arom  the 
Inhabitants  of  Tobago,  coraplainii^;  of  Distress,  and  pray- 
ing for  Rdief.— By  Lord  Redesdale,  from  the  City  of 
London*  against  the  London  Corporation  Bill. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  had  been 
desired  by  one  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
to  state  the  highly  satisfactory  result  of 
county  courts.  Since  the  establishment  of 
these  courts  1,191,000^  had  been  paid, 
or  compounded  for,  or  paid  into  court,  and 
an  amount  exceeding  1,500,000/.  had  alto- 
gether been  disposed  of,  whilst  more  than 
a  sufficient  sum  had  been  produced  by  fees 
to  pay  the  whole  expenses  of  the  salaries 
of  the  judges  and  other  officers  of  those 
courts.  It  was  a  most  satisfactory  result 
of  this  great  experiment,  which  he  had 
suggested  in  the  year  1833, 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  25,  1849. 

Minutes.]    Pubuc  Birf»-  1"  Juvenile  Ofltadan. 

Reported.— Slave  Trade  ( Persian  Gulf) ;  Drainage  of  Landf  t 
Admiralty  Jurisdiction  in  the  Colonies ;  Bankrupt  Law 
ConsolidaUon. 
3^  New  Forest  and  Waltham  Forest;  House  of  Lordb 
Coits  Taxation  i  Nuisances  R«noval  and  Diseases  Pr^ 
vention;  Defects  in  Leases  Suspension;  Clergy  Relief { 
Cruelty  to  Animals ;  Protection  of  Women. 

FBTITI0N8  PKBaKNTCo.  By  Mr.  Hindley,  ftom  AtMom» 
under-Lyne.  for  the  Cleigy  ReUcf  BUI;  ako  for  theBaafe. 
rapt  Law  Consolidation  Bill ;  and  from  Lindley,  for  an 
AltecBtion  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  Mr.  Mostyn,  ftom 
Rhyl,  respecting  Htm  Welsh  Language  in  tbe  F^taMisbed 
Church  (Wales).— By  Mr.  Elliott,  from  the  Australian 
Agricultural  Company,  for  the  Promotion  of  Steam  Com* 
munication  with  the  Australian  OoljHdes. — ^By  Yisoount 
Lewisbam,  from  Rngeley,  for  tha  Hqpeal  of  the  Duty  cm 
Attorneys'  Certificates.— By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  ft«m 
Marylebone,  for  Repeal  of  the  Window  Duty.— By  tha 
Earl  of  Mardi,  from  Hailsham,  for  Agrieoltural  Reliell 
—From  Glasgow,  eomplainiag  of  Evasion  of  tha  Facto- 
ries Act«— By  Colonel  Thompson,  ftom  London,  for  He- 
oognition  of  the  Hungarian  Republic.— By  Sir  G.  Grey, 
from  Northnmberland  and  Durham,  respecUng  AoeideBrta 
in  Mines.— By  Mr.  Tufoell,  from  Davoopoft  and  Eail 
Ston^ouse,  against  the  Sale  and  Manufacture  of  Bzcad 
BilL— By  Sir  E.  Buxton,  txom  Laxfield,  for  the  Supprea> 
sion  of  the  Slave  Trade.— By  Mr.  E.  Howard,  ttaai4h& 
City  of  London,  for  the  Smoke  Prohibition  BilL 

NUISANCES  REMOVAL  AND  DISEASES 
PREVENTION  BILL, 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read« 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Lord  ASHLEY  brought  up  four  sup* 
plementary  clauses.  The  first  would  em- 
power the  Board  of  Health  to  inspect  and 
inquire  into  burial  grounds ;  the  second  to 
give  the  churchwardens  the  power  of 
making  an  agreement  for  further  inter- 
ments where  the  churchyards  became  of- 
fensive and  dangerous  to  the  public  health. 
The  board  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
subject  should  be  taken  up  on  a  grand 
and  comprehensive  scale.  They  expected 
to  be  able  to  place  before  Parliament  a 
large  scheme  with  respect  to  inti'amural 
interments,  as  soon  after  the  meeting  of 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament  aa  poa- 
sible.  To  this  subject  the  two  latter 
clauses  related. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  considered  tha 
clauses  to  be  satisfactory  as  far  as  they 
went ;  but  they  were  not  stringent  enough 
to  meet  the  nuisance  intended  to  be  cor- 
rected. He  impressed  upon  tbe  House  the 
fact  that  within  the  last  sixty  years 
3,000,000  human  bodies  had  been  buried 
within  the  limits  of  the  metropolis*  He 
trusted  that  steps  would  be  taken  to  brinC 
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the  scheme  of  the  commisBion  into  earlj 
operation. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  it  would  he  much 
hetter  to  leave  it  to  the  Government  to 
take  up  the  scheme  of  the  commission, 
when  prepared,  than  that  he  should  pro- 
pose its  adoption. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary that  this  suhject  should  he  dealt  with 
hj  Parliament.  A  complaint  was  made  in 
that  House  the  other  night  that  something 
had  not  heen  done  hy  the  parochial  autho- 
rities of  St.  Margaret's  in  reference  to 
their  hurial  ground,  in  consequence  of  an 
alleged  understanding  come  to  upon  the 
occasion  of  the  repair  of  the  church ;  and 
he  was  informod  a  few  days  since  that  the 
reason  was  because  of  the  uncertainty 
which  prevailed  as  to  what  the  law  might 
he  with  respect  to  intramural  interments. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  a  communica- 
tion made  to  him  hy  the  rector  of  St.  Mar- 
garet's corroborated  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  adding  that  he  had  received 
some  communications  with  reference  to  the 
statement  made  in  the  House  in  regard  to 
hurials  made  in  Bristol,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  representation,  that  the 
bodies  of  persons  who  had  died  of  cholera 
were  left  exposed,  to  the  peril  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  surrounding  houses,  was 
perfectly  unfounded ;  he  was  assured  the 
graves  were  all  nine  feet  deep,  and  the 
utmost  precaution  was  taken  to  prevent 
any  evil  result  to  the  neighbourhood. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  only 
wanted  to  impress  the  general  fact,  that 
we  were  approaching  the  time  when,  if 
something  effectual  was  not  done,  our 
crime  and  our  dirt  would  run  away  with 
us.  He  was,  therefore,  glad  to  see  the 
alliance  between  a  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  who,  he  trusted,  would 
be  two  Herculeses  to  cleanse  the  moral  and 
the  physical  Augean  stables  that  were 
before  us.  There  might  be  a  time  when 
the  mosaic  paddle  or  the  spear  sufficed  for 
sanitary  regulations ;  but  that  was  long 
gone  by,  and  the  comfort  of  existence  was 
concerned  in  keeping  pace  with  the  wants 
of  the  age. 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed. 

CLERGY  RELIEF  BILL. 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Q  ]     de,   and  Question  proposed, 
*'  -<      s       )  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 


Mr.  HAGGITT  moved  that  it  he  read 
a  third  time  that  day  three  months.  He 
considered  it  impossible  that  the  Bill  could 
pass  through  Parliament  this  Session;  and, 
at  any  rate,  he  objected  to  its  being  dis- 
posed of  now,  when  there  was  scarcely  a 
University  Member  in  town,  and  when  so 
many  other  Members  had  left.  The  Bill 
did  not  apply  to  any  practical  question,  as 
there  was  no  real  grievance  to  be  reme- 
died. He  was  convinced  that  no  clergy- 
man becoming  a  bond  fide  Dissenter,  or 
joining  the  Church  of  Rome,  would  ever  be 
molested  by  any  bishop.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill,  because  it  would  reduce  t|^  func- 
tions of  the  bishop  from  a  judicial  to  a 
mere  ministerial  capacity ;  and  also,  be- 
cause it  would  lead  to  the  abolition  of  the 
extreme  censure  of  the  Church,  namely* 
excommunication,  which,  though  rarely 
used,  was  still  in  existence.  Parliament 
in  former  days  never  thought  of  legislating 
on  ecclesiastical  subjects,  having  contented 
itself  with  sanctioning  that  which  the 
Church  had  previously  agreed  to,  and  he 
thought  that  the  reasons  that  then  existed 
for  abstaining  from  such  legislation  were 
in  equal  force  now. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  the  Bill  had  been 
carefully  considered  by  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, two  of  the  Members  of  which  repre- 
sented the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Dublin,  and  all  the  recommendations  of 
that  Committee  had  been  carefully  attended 
to.  As  to  the  time  of  the  Session,  he 
found  seven  or  eight  Bills  on  the  Paper  not 
80  far  advanced  as  this  one  was,  and  there- 
fore he  looked  upon  that  as  no  valid  objec- 
tion to  the  third  reading.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  there  was  no  practical  griev- 
ance to  remedy;  whereas  the  BiU  was 
brought  in  on  the  occurrence  of  an  actual 
practical  grievance.  The  mode  taken  by 
the  Bill  to  remedy  the  evil  complained  of, 
was  less  open  to  objection  than  any  other 
that  could  be  devised,  and  he  hoped  the 
Bouse  would  now  consent  to  the  third 
reading. 

Dr.  NICHOLL  urged  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  this  BiU,  as  there  was  no 
chance  of  its  being  passed  at  that  late  pe« 
riod  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  HAGGITT  observed,  as  the  gene- 
ral feeling  of  his  Friends  around  him  ap- 
peared to  be  against  a  division,  he  would 
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Trithdraw  his  Amendment.  His  great  ob- 
ject was  to  protest  against  this  Bill. 

Question,  •*  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3°,  and  passed. 

PROTECTION  OF  WOMEN  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
would  not  endeavour  to  pass  it  in  the  pre- 
sent Session.  He  objected  to  the  two  new 
clauses  which  had  been  added  to  the  Bill, 
directing  not  only  that  the  costs  of  the 
prosecution  should  be  paid,  but  that  the 
party  should  likewise  be  compensated. 
This  was  departing  from  the  ordinary 
course,  and  might  open  the  door  to  many 
vexatious  prosecutions  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  compensation. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  said,  that  he  would 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  three  months,  unless  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  postponed 
it  till  next  day.  Two  new  and  important 
clauses  had  been  added,  which  were  not 
yet  in  the  Bill,  and  it  was  only  right  that 
at  least  a  day  should  be  allowed  to  inter- 
vene. The  hon.  Gentleman  himself  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bill  was  so  altered  and 
perverted  by  amendments  that  had  been 
added,  limiting  its  operation  to  women 
under  twenty-one  years  of  age,  from  its 
original  character,  that  he  did  not  care  to 
pass  it,  and  yet  he  now  persisted  in  moving 
the  third  reading.  In  its  present  shape, 
it  was  a  Bill  to  prevent  the  procuring  of 
women  by  other  persons,  but  it  did  not  in 
the  least  degree  prevent  defilement  by  the 
seducer  in  person  —  or  what  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  described  as  legitimate  se- 
duction. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  •'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words,  ''upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  HENLEY  wished  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  to  state  what 
he  intended  to  do  upon  the  subject  of  costs, 
as  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield.  As  the  Bill  was 
now  framed,  it  might  be  entitled,  **  a  Bill 
to  support  a  society  for  the  suppression  of 
vice  at  the  expense  of  the  county  rates." 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  had  treated 
this  offence  as  other  offences  in  regard  to 


costs.  But  he  was  willing  to  strike  out  of 
the  clause  the  words,  "  compensation  for 
loss  of  time." 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  word  '  now  * 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  65  ;  Noes 
22:  Majority  43. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3°. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  he  could  not  al- 
low this  extraordinary  measure  to  pass 
without  saying  a  few  words  by  way  of  pro- 
testing against  it.  In  the  first  place,  he 
begged  to  observe  that,  as  it  came  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  it  consisted  of  only 
one  clause.  That  had  been  considerably 
altered,  and  within  the  last  forty-eight 
hours  two  other  clauses  had  been  added, 
and  now  they  were  asked  to  pass  the  Bill 
into  a  law.  In  the  next  place,  he  must 
say  it  appeared  to  him  that  to  attempt  to 
improve  the  morals  of  the  people  by  Act 
of  Parliament  was  a  great  mistake.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  if  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  and  others  who  interested  them- 
selves in  this  question,  would  endeavour  to 
set  a  good  example  to  the  community.  If 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  were  desirable  at  all,  it 
should  have  been  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  all  the  assistance  which  they  could 
command  to  render  it  as  perfect  as  pos- 
sible. But  he  protested  against  this  kind 
of  interference  altogether.  There  was  a 
certain  class  of  persons  who  were  never  at 
rest  unless  they  were  either  showing  in- 
tolerance to  their  neighbours,  or  making 
loud  professions  of  superior  sanctity.  That 
was  a  class  whom  he  always  looked  upon 
with  suspicion,  because  in  his  dealings  with 
them  he  had  invariably  found  them  the 
readiest  to  impose  upon  others,  and  the 
least  ready  to  do  justice. 

Mr.  roebuck  also  begged  to  enter 
his  protest  against  this  ill-considered  and 
crude  piece  of  legislation,  which  he  de- 
scribed as  the  result  of  a  species  of  cant 
which  was  almost  as  dangerous  as  vice. 

Mr.  MOWATT  had  also  felt  himielf 
obliged  to  oppose  the  Bill,  because  it  vras 
calculated  to  mislead  the  people  for  whose 
benefit  they  affected  to  legislate,  namely, 
the  parents  of  females  in  humble  life,  by 
teaching  them  to  dispense  with  the  moral 
education  and  training  of  their  children, 
and  lean  only  upon  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  SPOONER,  in  reply,  said  that 
there  had  only  been  a  few  verbal  alter- 
ations made  in  the  first  clause;  and  with 
respect  to  the  two  clauses  which  had  been 
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added  since  the  Bill  came  £rom  the  Lords, 
they  were  clauses  which  it  was  not  usual 
for  the  Lords  to  insert  in  Bills.  Whether 
it  was  competent  for  them  to  do  so,  he 
would  not  say.  With  respect  to  the  epi- 
thets *'  cant  "  and  '<  superior  sanctity  " 
which  had  heen  applied  to  the  promoters 
of  the  measure  by  the  hon.  Membo-s  for 
Sheffield  and  Montrose,  he  begged  to  say 
that  they  were  words  which  were  Tcry 
easily  used,  but  not  so  easily  justified.  If 
the  hon.  Members  meant  to  impute,  either 
to  his  right  rev.  relatire  or  to  himscdf,  thai 
they  made  any  pretensions  to  superior 
sanctity,  the  only  answer  he  would  make 
to  the  charge  was,  that  if,  upon  considera- 
tion, the  hon.  Members  forgave  themselves 
for  so  unjustifiaUe  an  attack,  he  and  his 
right  rev.  relatire  would  forgive  them  also. 

Mr.  roebuck  did  not  desire  to  im- 
pute any  thing  to  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  only  meant  to  say  that  the  House,  in 
passing  this  measure,  was  yielding  to  an 
unworthy  cry  out  of  doors. 

Amendm^its  made  ;  Bill  passed,  with 
amendments. 

BANKRUPT  LAW  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  in 
rising  to  move  that  Mr.  Speaker  leave  the 
chair  to  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  he 
hoped  he  should  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  on  this  subject,  which  was  one  of 
very  considerable  importance,  and  he  could 
only  expect  the  House,  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session,  to  take  what  he  had  to  say 
on  trust.  The  Bill  came  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  8th  of  June,  and 
was  read  a  second  time  on  the  18th  of  that 
month,  and  it  was  then  determined  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee ;  the  Members 
of  which  had  attended  upon  almost  every 
occasion,  and  had  attentively  examined  the 
details  of  the  Bill,  with  the  view  that  no- 
thing should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill 
which  in  any  way  tended  to  damage  it. 
The  Bill  came  down  in  the  shape  of  a  code 
with  schedules  annexed,  and  in  a  form  dif- 
fering from  the  ordinary  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  at  once  occurred  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  whether  the  form  of  the 
Bill  was  not  such  as  to  render  it  difficult 
of  working.  On  this  point  they  had  taken 
the  opinions  of  persons  conversant  with 
matters  of  the  kind,  without  troubling  the 
House  for  its  decision.  The  result  was,  it 
was  determined  by  the  Committee,  he  be- 
lieTed  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Laominster,  to  put  the  measure  in  the 


shape  of  an  ordinary  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  thought,  without  the  House  having 
given  directions  to  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  on  the  subject,  it  would  think 
that  their  proceedings  had  been  right. 
The  Committee  felt  that  it  might  lead  to 
difficulties  of  a  nature  which  should  be 
cautiously  avoided  if  they  allowed  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  to  be  diverted  from  the 
ordinary  forms  without  the  most  ample 
consideration.  The  Bill  which  came  from 
the  House  of  Lords  was  not  only  a  consoli- 
dation and  amendment  of  the  law  of  bank- 
ruptcy, but  it  also  contained  prorisiona  for 
the  creation  of  new  officers  for  the  p^- 
fonnance  of  new  duties,  and  to  which 
salaries  were  affixed.  It  occurred  to  the 
Committee  that  they  had  not  time  to  enter 
into  that  part  of  the  Bill,  and  they  deter-- 
mined  if  it  was  judicious  to  alter^  the  con- 
stitution of  the  court,  it  would  be  better  to 
have  this  done  by  a  second  Bill,  and,  in 
the  meantime,  the  administration  6i  this 
new  law  should  be  entrusted  to  the  old 
court.  The  Bill,  as  it  came  down  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  enacted  several  new 
acts  of  bankruptcy.  One  of  these  appeared 
to  the  Committee  to  be  of  an  alanBin|^ 
character,  and  which  they  thought  thej 
had  not  time  to  take  into  full  conaidamtion. 
It  was  one  which  enacted  that  all  secret 
transfers  of  property  should  be  considered 
as  acts  of  bankruptcy.  There  was  a  for* 
ther  act  of  bankruptcy  specified  in  the  Kli» 
with  which  the  Committee  were  not  satis- 
fied, to  the  effect  that  any  person  who 
should  levy,  by  execution  or  sale,  shovld 
be  held  as  having  caused  an  act  of  bank-* 
ruptcy  :  these  propositions  w»e  accord^ 
ingly  rejected  by  the  Committee.  The 
Committee  had  taken  great  care  to  adhere 
most  scrupulously  to  the  enactments  of  the 
old  law,  BO  as  not  to  unsettle  the  decisioiui 
of  the  courts.  The  amendments  whidi 
they  had  introduced  he  would  explun,  if 
necessary,  in  Committee.  All  that  he 
asked  was,  that  the  House  should  give  the 
Select  Committee  some  credit  for  anxiety 
to  do  nothing  to  impede  or  injure  the  trade 
of  this  great  country.  There  were  no 
doubt  introduced  into  the  measure  certain 
points  of  general  improvement.  Such 
were  the  clauses  introduced,  at  the  unani^ 
mous  desire  of  the  retail  traders  of  the 
metropolis,  giving  facilities  for  private  ar- 
rangements without  imposing  upon  the 
parties  the  necessity  of  coming  into  court. 
The  Committee  had  deemed  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  accede  to  these  alterations,  being 
certain  that  at  the  worst  they  could  do  no 
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harm.  In  asking  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  upon  the  Bill,  he  was  conscious 
that  he  must  ask  them  to  take  a  good  deal 
upon  the  faith  of  the  Committee.  There 
were  a  great  numher  of  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
but  the  numerical  majority  of  these  intro* 
duced  no  new  matter,  and  would  not  there- 
fore tend,  he  thought,  to  proToke  anything 
like  extended  discussion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  expressed  his  sense 
of  the  obligation  due  to  the  Committee  for 
the  extraordinary  labour  and  attention 
which  they  had  bestowed  upon  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  He  was  certain  that 
as  it  had  come  from  them  it  must  have 
received  many  essential  improvements,  and 
that  with  respect  to  many  of  the  points  to 
which  their  attention  must  have  been  di- 
rected, although  there  might  be  a  differ- 
dtace  of  opinion  as  to  these  points,  yet  that 
on  the  whole,  considering  the  present  state 
of  the  law,  the  Bill  before  them  had  come 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Committee  in  a 
shape  which  entitled  it  to  the  respect  and 
attention  of  the  House. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  was  glad  to  join  in 
any  tribute  of  applause  which  could  be 
paid  to  the  Committee,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  was  bound  to  say  that  that  which 
they  were  now  invited  to  do  required  more 
than  ordinary  deliberation.  They  were 
about  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
one  of  the  most  important  branches  of  the 
law  which  affected  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  this  country.  The  words  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  couched  this  invitation,  were  in 
themselves  startling.  They  were  invited 
to  enter  into  the  consideration  of  a  Bill 
containing  278  clauses,  embracing,  in  fact, 
the  whole  bankrupt  law,  and  mej  were 
told  that  they  must  be  content  to  take  a 

freat  deal  upon  the  faith  of  a  Committee. 
[e  hoped,  however,  that  adequate  expla- 
nations would  be  given  as  the  Bill  passed 
through  its  various  clauses  in  Committee. 
Admitting  the  obvious  advantages  of  a 
consolidation  of  the  law,  he  thought  that 
in  matters  of  such  vital  interest  great  care 
ought  to  he  taken  that  under  the  guise  of 
consolidation  there  was  no  chance  of  any- 
thing like  real  change  being  introduced. 
If  the  time  would  allow,  all  the  changes 
actually  effected  ought  to  be  fully  explain- 
ed to  the  House;  but  the  fewer  the  number 
of  these,  the  greater  would  be  his  con- 
fidence in  the  measure.    He  was  willing 


to  go  into  Committee,  but  he  hoped  (hat 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  pass  the 
Bill  as  a  mere  matter  of  form,  without 
attention  and  without  care.  He  was  in* 
formed  that  the  consolidation  clauses  were 
by  far  the  greatest  number,  and  that  the 
amendments  were  but  few.  In  that  case 
the  discussion,  of  course,  need  not  be  an 
extended  one. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
proposed  in  Committee  to  point  out  all  the 
important  alterations.  The  repealing  sche- 
dule had  been  adopted  from  the  Attorneys 
and  Solicitors'  Act  as  a  convenient  form  ; 
the  Committee  had  delegated  to  him  the 
duty  of  examining  it,  which  he  had  done 
carefully;  and,  with  one  or  two  verbal 
alterations,  it  might  be  taken  as  strictly 
correct. 

The  House  then  went  into  Conunittee. 

Clauses  I  to  5  were  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  6, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  a 
new  principle  was  introduced  in  the  mode 
of  commencing  proceedings.  Instead  of 
petition  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  peti- 
tion  would  he  to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 
with  an  appeal  to  the  Vice  Chancellor'e 
Court.  To  this  alteration  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  not  object. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Henley, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
that  the  remodelling  of  the  offices  was  to 
be  effected  by  another  Bill.  No  new  of- 
ficers were  appointed,  nor  were  any  addi* 
tional  duties  devolved  on  existing  officers, 
except  on  the  chief  registrar,  at  present  a 
sinecure.  By  a  subsequent  clause,  the 
7th,  power  was  given  to  abolish  two  com- 
missionerships  on  the  death  of  the  com- 
missioners ;  and  by  the  9th  to  malie  a 
redistribution  of  the  bankruptcy  districts 
in  the  country. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  asked  if  any  increase 
of  salaries  was  proposed,  or  new  fees  given 
for  additional  duties,  as  had  been  done  in 
another  court  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said* 
there  were  no  new  officers  created,  or  fl^w 
salaries  given.  Some  fees  were  reduced, 
and  new  modes  adopted  of  charging  the 
fees,  by  means  of  stamped  papers  issued 
from  the  board  of  inland  revenue.  Ail 
fees  would  go  to  the  funds  of  the  court, 
and  would  not  be  receivable  at  all  by  the 
officers.  Parties,  instead  of  paying  a 
lumping  fee,  as  at  present,  would  pay 
small  fees  as  the  business  was  done. 

Clause  agreed  to  ;  as  were  Clausee  7  to 
13. 
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On  Clause  14, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated, 
that  Claose  14  gare  power  for  a  special 
case  to  be  stated  to  Uie  Court  of  Eqnitj, 
as  was  now  done  to  courts  of  law. 

Clauses  agreed  to  ;  as  were  Clauses  15 
to  19. 

On  Clause  20, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated, 
that  certain  duties,  including  the  redistri- 
bution of  the  business,  had  been  given  to 
^e  senior  commissions,  only  because  it 
must  be  done  by  some  one.  Opportunity 
had  been  taken  of  reducing  the  number  of 
registrars  in  the  CTcnt  of  death. 

Clause  agreed  to ;  as  were  clauses  down 
to  124.     In  the  course  of  the  proceedings. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated, 
in  answer  to  questions,  that  in  future  there 
would  be  but  one  account  in  bankruptcy, 
instead  of  several,  as  at  present.  Fees 
were  now  paid  in  money,  which  had  given 
rise  to  some  dissatisfaction,  and  hence  the 
provision  for  their  payment  through  stamp- 
ed documents.  No  fees  at  all  would  be 
received  by  the  officers,  the  payments 
being  made  for  the  stamped  documents,  to 
the  board  of  inland  revenue.  This  applied 
to  the  whole  of  proceedings,  except  to  fees 
on  taxation  and  other  proceedings.  No 
claim  for  compensation  was  given  by  the 
Bill ;  it  was  simply  a  re-enactment  of  the 
old  law.  The  Bill,  when  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  had  comprised  provisions 
relating  to  the  bankruptcy  of  Members  of 
Parliament,  which  the  Committee  had 
struck  o«t,  as  not  coming  within  the  scope 
of  a  consolidation  of  the  bankrupt  laws. 
Clause  69  preserved  the  former  period  of 
15  days  between  the  commencement  of 
proceedings  and  the  issuing  of  a  fiat. 
Clauses  75  and  76  were  new;  they  made 
the  filing  of  a  declaration  of  bankruptcy 
in  India  an  act  of  bankruptcy  in  England. 
Clause  77  related  to  private  arrangements 
by  composition  deeds,  and  made  the  com- 
position deed  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  of 
which  any  creditor  might  avail  himself. 

"Mr.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  this  clause 
had  excited  much  discussion  in  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  felt  a  hardship  that  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  who  were  traders 
should  be  placed  in  a  different  position 
from  other  Members. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  Clause  78,  referring  to  summonses  in 
bankruptcy,  required  that,  in  addition  to 
the  affidavit  of  a  good  defence  on  the 
merits,  parties  should  give  two  securities 
to  answer  the  claim.     But  this  was  left 


in  the  discretion  of  the  commissioDers. 
Clause  86  gave  the  power  of  inflicting 
costs  where  a  party  was  vexatioosly  som- 
moned.  Clause  95  established  a  r^;ister 
of  petitions  from  the  country  in  the  office 
of  the  secretary  in  L<Midon.  This  was 
new  machinery,  but  would  involve  no  addi- 
tional expense.  Clause  112  referred  to 
intermediate  protection  b^ween  the  sur- 
render and  the  certificate.  There  were 
cases  where  such  protection  ought  not  to 
be  given,  as  in  die  cases  of  fraodnleDt 
debts,  defrauding  the  revenue,  hc.\  and 
in  these  cases  the  protection  was  refused. 
Clause  118  re-enacted  a  former  Act  against 
the  examination  on  oath  of  a  bankrupt  or 
his  wife  ;  a  bankrupt  might  be  examined, 
and  if  he  made  a  false  statement,  he  was 
subject  to  an  indictment  for  perjury. 
Clause  120  gave  the  power  of  arresting  a 
party  about  to  abscond.  Clause  124  was 
new;  where  a  party  admitted  a  debt,  on 
examination  in  bankruptcy,  und^  the  ad- 
vice of  his  attorney,  it  might  be  made 
conclusive  evidence  against  him  in  an  ac- 
tion for  the  debt. 

The.  remaining  clauses  and  schedoles 
were  then  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Bill  reported  as  amended. 

Committee  reported  progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  the 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To- 
morrow, without  putting  the  Question. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  26,  1849. 

MnroTKS.]  Pubuc  Bills.— 1*  Naimiee*  Reoioval  and 
Diseases  PrevenUoo ;  Geoexal  Board  of  HealUi  i  Metro- 
politan  Sewers;  Consolidation  Fund  (Appn^priation) ; 
Treasury  Instruments ;  Customs. 

2*  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland) ;  OoDectioD  of  Ratea 
(Dublin) ;  Dublin  ImproTement ;  PiloU^ ;  New  Fonat 
and  Waltham  ForesL 

Reported, — Dublin  Iroprorement ;  Bankruptcy  (Irdand); 
Royal  PaTilion  (Brighton) ;  New  Zealand  Land  Gonrey- 
ances ;  Judgments  (Ireland) ;  Chapels  of  Ease  (Iidand). 

5*  House  of  Commou  OflBoes;  Joint  Stodc  Compairiea 
Act  (1848)  Amendment;  Regimental  Benefit  SodeCia; 
Militia  Pay;  Trustees  ReUef;  Enlistment  (AitiUery  and 
Ordnance). 
PrriTiows  PRKSKirrBD.  By  Lord  Wharndillb,  from  Nor- 
thumberland, fur  the  Adoption  of  Measures  to  prerent 
Explosions  in  Coal  Mines. — By  Lord  Beaumont,  firom  the 
City  of  London,  for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  to  secure 
the  immediate  Recognition  of  the  Government  of  Hun- 

g«nr. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  moving  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  taking  into  consideration 
the  Commons*  Amendments  to  their  Lord- 
ships' Amendments  on  this  Bill,  and  the 
reasons  which  they  assigned  for  InsiBtiiig 
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on  their  Amendments,  observed  that  this 
was  a  Bill  which  had  received  very  much 
consideration.  On  coming  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  their  Lordships* 
House,  where  considerable  alterations  and 
amendments  were  introduced.  When  the 
Bill  went  down  to  the  other  House,  he 
must  say  that  there  was  every  disposition 
to  accept  the  Amendments  of  their  Lord- 
ships; and  the  Government  did  all  in  their 
power  that  these  Amendments  might  be 
adopted.  Of  the  numerous  Amendments 
introduced  by  their  Lordships,  the  Com- 
mons adopted  all,  without  any  modifica- 
tion, except  two.  These  two  were  so  very 
different  from  each  other  that  it  would  be 
much  more  convenient  to  consider  them 
separately,  and  therefore  he  should  begin 
with  the  first  Amendment  made  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Amendments 
of  their  Lordships.  They  had  substituted 
the  word  **  net  *  for  the  word  "  gross  **  in 
the  clause  relating  to  estates  where  part  of 
the  land  was  subject  to  a  receiver,  or  in 
the  possession  of  an  encumbrancer.  The 
Commons  were  almost  unanimous  on  that 
point;  and  he  thought  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  agree  to  that  Amend- 
ment, because  otherwise  the  object  of  the 
Bill  would  be  defeated  altogether.  As  the 
clause  was  framed  by  their  Lordships,  an 
estate  might  produce  nothing,  and  yet  it 
could  not  be  sold.  He  moved,  therefore, 
that  their  Lordships  do  agree  to  this 
Amendment  of  the  Commons. 

Lord  STANLEY  could  not  say  that  he 
thought  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Com- 
mons an  improvement  in  the  Bill.  At  the 
same  time,  as  very  great  improvements 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  in  its  progress 
through  Committee,  and  as  the  Commons 
adopted  the  principle  laid  down  by  their 
Lordships,  and  the  alteration  related  to  a 
matter  of  detail,  he  should  not  move  their 
Lordships  to  reject  the  Amendment. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  entirely  agreed 
with  what  had  just  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend,  and  should  offer  no  opposition  to 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  the  second 
Amendment  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  was  to  the  effect  that  no 
**  usher's  poundage  '*  should  be  received 
upon  the  payment  of  money  into  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  which  was  the  product  of  the 
sale  of  estates  sold  by  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners under  this  Act.  When  this 
clause  came  before  the  Committee  of  their 
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Lordships,  he  was  informed  that  the  pre- 
sent usher  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  held  « 
patent,  by  which  he  was  entitled  to  pound- 
age upon  all  moneys  whatever  paid  into 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  clause  was 
accordingly  struck  out.  He  had,  however, 
since  learned,  upon  the  highest  authority, 
that  all  moneys  paid  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  arising  from  the  sales  of  estates 
sold  under  the  decrees  of  that  court,  were 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  this  pound- 
age. He  had,  therefore,  to  move  that 
their  Lordships  agree  to  the  Commons' 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

THE  WAR  IN  HUNGART. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  presented  a  peti- 
tion,  signed  by  David  Salomons,  Alderman, 
the  chairman,  on  behalf  of  a  public  meeting 
held  a  few  days  since  in  the  city  of  London, 
on  the  subject  of  the  war  in  Hungary.  He 
did  not  wish,  in  presenting  the  petition,  to 
say  anything  which  might  lead  to  a  discus- 
sion upon  the  subject  at  the  present  late 
period  of  the  Session.  Every  person  must 
be  of  opinion  that  the  war  in  Hungary  was 
a  subject  of  deep  regret,  and  that  whoever 
of  the  parties  might  come  out  of  the  con- 
test the  conquered  or  the  conqueror,  th» 
effect  upon  them  would  be  to  weaken  the 
two  Powers  engaged  in  it — the  empire  of 
Austria  and  the  kingdom  of  Hungary— 
which,  when  united,  formed  a  great  ele- 
ment in  the  balance  of  power  in  Europe. 
The  prayer  of  the  petitioners  was,  that 
this  country  should  immediately  recognise 
the  existence,  de  facto,  of  the  kingdom  of 
Hungary,  and  that  this  step  was  no  less 
demanded  by  considerations  of  justice  and 
policy,  and  the  commercial  interests  of  th» 
two  States,  than  with  a  view  of  putting  a 
stop  to  the  effusion  of  human  blood,  and 
of  terminating  the  fearful  atrocities  which 
had  marked  the  progress  of  the  Austro- 
Russian  armies. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  had  exercised 
a  sound  discretion  in  not  entering  at  all 
upon  the  merits  of  the  dispute  between 
Austria  and  Hungary.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  the  balance  of  power  in 
Europe  was  endangered  by  the  war  be- 
tween Austria  and  Hungary;  but  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  thought  it  was  more  likely  to 
be  affected  by  the  fact  that  at  the  meeting 
at  the  London  Tavern,  a  great  public  agi- 
tator had  threatened  to  crush  Russia.  He 
had  said  that  he  could  tear  Russia  to 
pieces.  Russia,  containing  sixty  millions 
21 


963 


Railways 


{LORDS} 


AhandoMMid  Bill. 


9o% 


of  people,  he  had  said  he  could  crush  as 
easily  as  the  piece  of  paper  which  he  held 
ia  his  hand  on  the  occasion.  And  how  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  crush  Rus- 
sia ?  Why,  by  peaceable  means,  by  agi- 
tating the  city  of  London  against  that  na- 
tion. The  public  agitator  to  whom  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  referred,  proposed  to  de- 
stroy Russia  by  prerenting  any  loan  being 
made  to  her  as  long  as  Russia  was  Russia, 
because  the  hon.  Gentleman  undertook  to 
say  that  he  could  prevent  any  man  in  the 
city  of  London  negotiating  *  loan  with 
Russia,  whatever  might  be  the  amount  of 
interest  offered.  He  (Lord  Brougham) 
ventured  to  say  there  was  not  a  man  on 
the  earth,  or  even  under  the  earth,  who 
could  not  get  in  the  city  of  London  a  loan 
for  our  own  country  at  6^  per  cent  interest 
if  it  were  offered,  and  at  65  for  ano- 
ther country. 
Petition  to  lie  upon  the  table. 

-     RAILWAYS  ABANDONMENT  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  enable  railway  companies  to 
Abandon  any  portion  of  their  undertaking 
by  means  of  a  cheaper  process  than  that 
which  at  present  existed. 

The  Earl  of  EGLINTOUN  said,  he 
thought  that  this  was  one  of  the  many 
Bills  of  which  the  House  had  a  right  to 
complain  being  forced  on  their  attention  at 
80  late  a  period  of  the  Session,  when  ihere 
was  no  possibility  of  giving  it  proper  con- 
sideration. The  Bill  proposed  to  abrogate 
a  power  which  had  hitherto  belonged  to 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  to  vest  it  in 
the  hands  of  Railway  Commissioners.  He 
would  not  express  any  opinion  about  the 
advisability  of  such  a  step;  but  he  thought 
that  where  the  House  was  about  to  do  so 
important  a  thing  as  to  place  a  power 
which  it  had  hitherto  exercised,  in  other 
hands,  some  time  for  discussion  ought  to 
be  allowed.  He  objected  to  the  present 
Bill,  because  it  went  farther  than  a  similar 
measure  which  had  been  projected  and 
passed  by  the  Earl  of  Dalhousie.  It  was 
provided  by  that  Bill  that  the  whole  of  the 
shareholders  in  a  company  must  agree  to 
its  dissolution,  and  to  the  winding  up  of 
the  concern ;  but  by  the  present  Bill  it  was 
only  necessary  to  obtain  the  consent  of 
three-fifths  of  the  shareholdOTs  in  order  to 
abandon  an  undertaking.  He  also  objected 
to  the  Bill,  because  it  enabled  parties  to  do 
that  by  a  side  wind  which  their  Lordships 
had  objected  to  after  consideration.     The 


noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  that  day  three  months. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  that  he  en- 
tertained  some  very  strong  objections  io 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  in  consequence 
of  the  position  in  which  parties  woold 
be  placed  who  might  have  railway  works 
left  in  an  unfinished  state  upon  their 
property. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  thought  that  there 
was  a  great  difference  in  the  case  of  rail- 
ways being  abandoned  where  no  works  had 
been  commenced,  and  in  other  cases  where 
the  works  had  commenced.  In  the  one 
case,  he  considered  it  advisable  that  every 
facility,  consistent  with  the  interests  of  iJi 
parties,  should  be  given  for  enabling  them 
to  get  rid  of  speculations  into  which  they 
had  entered,  perhaps  too  rashly.  But,  in 
dealing  with  the  latter  class  of  cases, 
great  caution  was  necessary,  as  the  injury 
sustained  by  the  abandonment  of  the  rail- 
ways could  not  be  decided  by  the  amomit 
of  compensation  which  had  been  originally 
given  for  tlie  land,  that  amount  having 
been  received  on  the  supposition  that  a 
railway  would  be  made  upon  the  land. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  obswred. 
that  there  had  been  many  propositions  for 
enabling  joint-stock  companies  to  settle 
their  affairs  outside  the  walls  of  Parliament* 
but  generally  it  had  been  thought  not  expe- 
dient to  take  authority  of  so  grave  a  cha- 
racter out  of  the  hands  of  Committees  of 
that  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  present  Bill,  however,  had  been  re- 
garded as  an  exception  to  that  rule;  and  it 
was  likewise  thought  by  those  who  were 
best  qualified  to  form  a  judgment  on  such 
subjects,  that  the  Railway  CiHnmission 
would  be  an  extremely  fit  body  to  decide 
upon  the  conflicting  claims  with  which  the 
measure  now  before  their  Lordships  was 
intended  to  deal.  He  was  sure  every  one 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  it  highly 
advantageous  to  all  parties  concerned,  that 
railways  should  be  abandoned  in  every  case 
where  the  companies  which  undertook 
them  did  not  possess  sufficient  capital  for 
carrying  out  the  works.  In  such  cases  it 
would  be  highly  desirable  to  have  all  claims 
settled  before  it  became  too  late;  and  let  it 
be  remembered  that  the  Bill  was  not  one 
to  settle  the  affairs  of  railway  companies, 
but  merely  a  measure  to  enable  them  to 
apply  to  the  Railway  Commissioners  for 
leave  to  settle  their  affairs. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  said  :  I 
know  nothing  of  this  meastu'e  except  what 
I  have  heard  since  the  conmiencement  of 
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tha  discussion  upon  it;  but,  my  Lords,  it 
appears  to  me,  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill, 
you  will  at  once,  in  effect,  repeal  that  vast 
number  of  Acts  which  you  passed  during 
the  last  few  Sessions,  and  which  involved 
the  outlay  of  miUions  of  money,  and  the 
interests  of  vast  numbers  of  persons — and 
you  will  wipe  away  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
perty which  has  been  invested  on  the  faith 
of  those  Acts  of  Parliament.  Great 
powers  may  have  been  given  to  the  Railway 
Commissioners  by  former  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment; but,  my  Lords,  I  believe  that  when 
Uiosd  Acts  were  submitted  to  your  Lord- 
ships, time  was  given  for  their  considera- 
tion. But  no  time  has  been  allowed  to  us 
for  the  consideration  of  this  measure. 
Here  is  a  Bill  which  was  only  introduced 
three  days  ago,  and  now,  within  three  days 
of  the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  your 
Lordships  are  asked  to  give  it  a  third  read- 
ing. Are  we  to  decide  at  so  short  a  notice 
to  give  to  a  Government  Board  and  to  in- 
dividuals personally  interested,  the  power 
of,  in  fact,  repealing  many  of  the  Acts 
which  were  deliberately  passed  a  few  Ses- 
sions ago  ?  We  have  not  had  time  to  look 
through  this  Bill,  nor  to  consider  the  con- 
dition and  security  on  which  the  Railway 
Commissioners  are  to  adopt  the  course  pro- 
posed by  it.  I  am  sure,  then,  that  your 
Lordships  will  feel  that  this  is  a  measure 
which  you  ought  not  to  pass  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session. 

Lord  STANLEY  entirely  concurred 
with  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  in  the  objection  he  had  made 
to  proceed  with  the  BUI  at  this  time.  If 
their  Lordships  were  not  determined  on 
the  last  days  of  the  Session  to  pass  every 
Bill  brought  up  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament^-if  they  meant  to  put  an  end 
to  the  vicious  system  of  thus  disposing, 
without  time  for  consideration,  of  the  mea- 
sures brought  before  them,  there  was  no 
measure  to  which  they  could  apply  the 
rule  so  wisely  and  judiciously  as  the  pre- 
sent one.  There  was  no  necessity  for  the 
Bill  in  point  of  urgency — there  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  have  been  brought 
under  their  consideration  a  long  time  ago; 
and  he  saw  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent 
it  originating  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  being  subsequently  discussed  in  the 
Commons.  He  found  on  their  Journals  a 
Standing  Order  that  was  very  applicable 
to  the  present  proceeding.  On  the  •5th 
of  May,  1668,  there  was  a  report  of  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  in  regard  to  a  Bill  that 
was  very  long,  and  consisted  of  many  pa- 


ragraphs, coming  from  the  House  of  Oom»> 
mens  so  near  the  time  of.  adjournments 
and  he  stated  that  he  was  commanded  to 
enter  upon  the  Journals  of  the  House  that 
no  such  argument  should  be  used  hereafter 
as  had  been  then  used,  namelv,  the  shortt- 
ness  of  the  time  for  the  passmg  of  a  Bill 
as  a  reason  for  precipitating  Uie  passing 
thereof;  and  upon  due  consideration  tbA 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Pariia** 
ment  assembled  agreed  to  the  report,  and 
ordered  it  to  be  entered  upon  the  roll  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  thje  House.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  hoped  that  the  Peers  of 
the  present  day  would  bear  in  mind  the 
objection  that  was  taken  in  1668,  when  it 
was  laid  down  as  a  Standing  Order  that  no 
such  argument  should  be  used  in  regard 
to  any  Bill  for  the  future  to  precipitate  the 
passing  thereof  in  a  short  time  before  the 
rising  of  Parliament.  It  might  be  quite 
right  to  facilitate  the  abandonment  of  raiL 
way  speculations;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
entertained  a  great  doubt  whether  they 
should  give  those  great  facilities  for  the 
abandonment  of  projects  undertaken  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  for  the  per* 
formance  of  which  extraordinary  powem 
were  obtained  at  the  hands  of  Parliament. 
It  might  be  right  to  save  those  parties 
from  the  expense  of  separate  Bills  in  each 
particular  case,  and  by  one  Bill  to  divest 
their  Lordships  of  the  power  of  judging  in 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  the  expedi- 
ency of  abandoning  the  works  in  each  par-> 
ticular  case;  but  surely  it  was  most  impor- 
tant, when  they  were  passing  such  a  ge- 
neral measure,  that  they  should  have  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  discussing  the  provi- 
sions under  which  they  gave  up  that  power 
to  the  Railway  Commissioners.  He  would 
not  then  pretend  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
this  Bill;  but,  considering  the  number  of 
petitions  against  the  Bill~-«onsidering  the 
great  interests  involved-— considering  also 
that  this  was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  measure 
to  permit  the  railway  companies  to  abandon 
projects  which  were  sanctioned  by  Parlia^ 
ment,  and  likewise  that  their  Lordships 
were  divesting  themselves  of  the  power  of 
judging  in  each  particular  case — ^he  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  press  the  BiU 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session;  but 
that,  if  a  general  power  was  giveu,  it 
would  be  given  under  circumstances  in 
which  the  House  might  give  full  ccmsiderT 
ation  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
would  meet  the  object  that  was  sought  to 
carried  out. 
The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  also  con* 
212 
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sidered  that  the  measure  required  the  most 
mature  deliberation,  and  it  would  be  a 
public  detriment  to  hurry  it  forward  this 
Session. 

Earl  GREY  said,  if  their  Lordships 
intended  to  persevere  in  their  opposition 
to  the  Bill,  of  course  the  Government 
could  not  expect  to  pass  it  this  Session. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  that  its  re- 
jection would  inflict  gi*eat  injury  on  those 
very  parties  in  behalf  of  whom  the  noble 
Earl  (the Earl  of  Eglintoun)  and  other  noble 
Lords  had  addressed  their  Lordships.  If 
this  were  a  Bill  to  give  a  general  and  in- 
discriminate power  to  railway  companies 
to  procure  an  order  for  dissolution  from  the 
Railway  Commissioners,  it  would  be  an  ex- 
tremely objectionable  measure.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  perfectly  clear  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  railway 
companies  had  commenced  their  operations 
without  any  adequate  means.  It  was  most 
desirable  that  such  parties  should  be  allow- 
ed to  dissolve  after  making  compensation 
to  the  landowners  whose  land  they  had 
cut  through.  The  Railway  Commissioners 
would,  under  this  Bill,  have  to  consider 
each  individual  case  of  dissolution  which 
might  be  brought  before  them,  and  notice  of 
the  intention  to  apply  for  leave  to  dissolve 
would  have  to  be  inserted  in  the  news- 
papers; and  parties  concerned  would  be 
heard  against  the  proposed  dissolution. 
Their  Lordships  must  assume  that  the 
Railway  Commissioners  would  exercise 
their  powers  rationally  and  judiciously. 
Due  care  would  be  taken  to  carry  out  the 
clause  giving  compensation  to  the  land- 
owners and  other  parties  affected  by  the 
undertakings.  If  their  Lordships  rejected 
the  Bill,  their  doing  so  would  be  prolong- 
ing the  existence  of  insolvent  and  ruined 
companies,  and  driving  them  to  further  ex- 
pense— amongst  other  things  driving  them 
to  the  expense  of  an  individual  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  thus  materially  diminishing 
the  funds  that  might  remain  to  them  for 
the  payment  of  their  debts.  It  was,  there- 
fore, manifest  that  such  a  measure  as  this 
ought  not  to  be  objected  to.  He  was  far 
from  denying  that  the  Bill  was  open  to 
the  objections  taken  by  the  noble  Duke, 
and  admitted  that.  Parliament  having,  a 
few  years  ago,  authorised  by  Bills  railways 
to  be  formed,  it  was  a  great  inconvenience 
to  give  those  Railway  Commissioners  the 
power  of  setting  aside  those  Bills.  That 
inconvenience  resulted,  however,  from  the 
careless  manner  in  which  Parliament  had 
passed  those  Bills.     Little  or  no  inquiry 


was  made  as  to  the  necessity  of  those  rail- 
way measures,  or  as  to  the  solvency  of 
parties  promoting  them.  Having  got  into 
this  difficulty,  the  question  now  was  how 
they  were  to  get  out  of  it.  He  believed 
that  the  best  course,  upon  the  whole,  was 
to  adopt  the  simple  machinery  provided  by 
this  Bill  for  investigating  individual  cases, 
and  enabling  those  companies  who  conld 
not  go  on  to  distribute  their  funds  to  the 
best  advantage.  Although  he  admitted 
that  noble  Lords  had  the  power  of  delaying 
the  measure  by  pressing  their  objections, 
yet  he  could  not  disgube  it  from  himself 
that  by  doing  so  they  would  inflict  in- 
juries on  the  very  parties  they  professed  to 
serve. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  said,  that 
the  Bill  had  been  very  carefully  considered, 
not  only  by  the  Solicitor  General,  but  by 
many  other  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. As  the  Bill  was  important,  and  not 
lightly  brought  forward,  he  did  hope  Uieir 
Lordships  would  at  least  allow  the  debate  to 
be  adjourned  till  To-morrow.  He  admitted 
there  were  certain  defects  in  the  measure. 
If  between  that  time  and  To-morrow  those 
imperfections  could  be  remedied,  he  should 
bring  the  subject  again  under  their  notice, 
otherwise  he  should  not  press  the  measure 
during  the  present  Session. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  did  not  admit  the 
claim  of  parties  who  had  entered  upon 
these  speculations  to  be  allowed  to  get  out 
of  their  difficulties  by  dissolving  their  re- 
spective companies,  without  the  slightest 
reference  to  the  localities  for  whose  benefit 
the  scheme  purported  to  have  been  de- 
signed. He  suggested  that,  instead  of 
this  proposal,  companies  unable  or  unwill- 
ing to  prosecute  their  schemes,  should  be 
enabled  to  sell  their  lines  to  some  other 
company  disposed  to  buy  them. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
supported  the  Bill.  They  had  never  beard 
that  the  powers  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners were  abused,  and  if  they  looked  to 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  they  would  find  it 
only  provided  that,  after  hearing  and  con- 
sidering the  circumstances,  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  pronounce  their  judgment. 
When  they  looked  to  the  responsibility  of 
their  position  as  regarded  both  Parliament 
and  the  public,  they  could  hardly  doubt 
that  the  decision  of  the  Commissioners 
would  be  a  sound  one. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  felt  very  strongly 
the  argument  of  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
table,  and  his  noble  Friends  behind  him, 
as  to  the  impropriety  of  passing  a  Bill  of 
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that  nature  without  due  discussion;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  should  deeply  lament  the 
necessity  for  stopping  the  measure  for  this 
reason — he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
Parliament  was  responsible  for  passing 
those  Bills  so  easily,  and  with  a  degree 
of  facility  that  was  surprising.  He  should 
most  deeply  regret  if  it  were  found  impos- 
sible to  pass  it,  but  only  for  the  reason  he 
had  just  stated. 

The  Marquess  of  LANS  D OWN E 
thought  the  proposition  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  a  perfectly  fair  one,  namely, 
that  the  second  reading  should  be  post- 
poned to  the  following  day  for  the  purpose 
of  procuring  further  information.  If  this 
Bill  were  rejected,  it  might  have  very  ill 
consequences,  and  more  especially  as  it 
related  to  a  Bill  that  had  already  passed 
their  Lordships*  House. 

Lord  STANLEY  hoped  it  would  be  un- 
derstood, after  the  discussion  that  night, 
that  the  Bill,  in  its  main  provisions,  was 
not  to  be  persisted  in  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  Earl  of  EGLINTOUN  consented 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  Government  would 
state  To-morrow  evening,  whether  they 
thought  it  expedient  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  during  the  present  Session. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

PILOTAGE  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  having 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  said,  the 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  give  facilities  to 
shipowners,  with  the  view  of  relieving  them 
from  certain  expenses  to  which  they  were 
at  present  subject;  but  he  confessed  that 
he  doubted  much  whether  the  measure 
would  afford  them  the  relief  from  expense 
which  they  anticipated.  But  what  he  was 
chiefly  apprehensive  of  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  was,  that  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
putting  down  a  certain  ancient  establish- 
ment which  had  existed  time  out  of  mind, 
and  which  had  been  most  useful  in  the 
difficult  navigation  of  the  narrow  seas,  and 
most  particularly  in  communication  with 
this  great  commercial  metropolis.  Under 
the  existing  law,  all  vessels  coming  up  the 
Channel  were  under  the  necessity  of  taking 
pilots  on  board,  and  of  making  signals  that 
they  were  in  want  of  pilots;  but  the  object 
of  this  measure  was  to  relieve  those  vessels 
from  making  such  signals  which  might 
have  on  board  a  person  certified  to  be  com- 
petent to  take  charge  of  the  ship  in  these 


narrow  seas;  and  he  was  fearful  that  the 
consequence  of  the  measure  must  be  to  put 
down  that  body,  the  fellowship  of  pilots, 
who  had  hitherto  contributed  by  their  la- 
bours to  the  safety  and  the  usefulness  of 
the  navigation.  The  fellowship  of  Cinque 
Ports  pilots  existed  under  the  provision  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  Its  duties  were 
carried  on  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  Privy  Council.  No  alteration  could  be 
made  in  its  number,  except  by  the  consent 
of  the  Privy  Council;  and  its  remuneration 
had  been  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
said  that  Parliament  had  formed  and  pa- 
tronised this  institution;  and  he  entreated 
their  Lordships  to  consider  well  before  they 
adopted  any  measure  that  might  have  for 
its  effect  the  putting  of  it  down.  He  had 
held  the  office  of  Lord  Warden  of  the 
Cinque  Ports  for  the  last  twenty  years — 
from  1829;  and  during  the  ten  years  from 
1829  to  1839,  there  were  3,800  ships 
brought  into  the  river  in  each  year;  and 
there  had  been  only  twenty-two  complaints 
of  any  misfortune  or  misconduct  on  the 
part  of  the  pilots  during  these  penods. 
These  complaints  were  all  inquired  into, 
and  it  turned  out  that  only  nine  of  them 
out  of  the  twenty-two  had  any  foundation. 
In  the  following  ten  years,  from  1839  to 
1849  (with  3,800  ships  in  each  year),  there 
were  only  fourteen  complaints,  and  of  these 
fourteen  only  six  were  found  on  inquiry  to 
warrant  any  cause  of  complaint  against  the 
pilots.  Now,  considering  the  number  of 
ships  in  the  course  of  three  years  carried 
in  safety  by  means  of  this  fellowship  of 
pilots,  and  that  in  the  course  of  each  of 
these  periods  of  ten  years  so  few  complaints 
had  been  made,  and  every  one  of  them  in- 
quired into,  he  thought  their  Lordships 
might  reasonably  suppose  that  they  were 
a  very  useful  institution,  and  that  very 
great  care  ought  to  be  taken  in  taking  any 
steps  that  might  tend  to  destroy  it.  The 
pilots  were  120  in  number;  and  if  more 
were  wanted,  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
as  Lord  Warden,  could  apply  to  the  Privy 
Council  for  an  addition.  Now,  it  certainly 
did  seem  to  him  that  under  this  Bill  it  was 
placed  in  the  power  of  any  individual  hold- 
ing the  position  of  Lord  Warden  of  the 
Cinque  Ports  to  give  licenses  to  masters 
and  mates  of  ships  to  undertake  to  navi- 
gate them  in  place  of  the  fellowship  of 
pilots;  and  he  certainly,  as  Lord  Warden, 
should  not  give  a  license  to  any  indindual 
to  take  charge  of  a  ship  unless  he  should 
prove  himself,  by  examination,  such  aa 
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was  required  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  to 
which  he  had  referred,  to  be  completely 
competent  to  all  the  dangers  of  the  naviga- 
tion, and  capable  of  taking  charge  of  a 
vessel,  and  bringing  her  in  safety  to  the 
port<  But  the  moment  he  signed  A  cer- 
tificate for  the  master  or  mate,  the 
ship  would  be  immediately  exempted  from 
the  necessity  of  taking  on  board  a  pi- 
lot. Therefore,  it  might  depend  upoli 
the  act  of  a  single  individnal  holding  the 
office  of  Lord  Warden,  whether  this  fel- 
lowship of  pilots  should  be  put  down  or 
not;  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  very 
desirable  for  the  interests  of  the  ship- 
owners themselves  to  put  down  that  insti- 
tution, and  to  have  instead  a  person  on 
board  of  each  ship  who  should  have  a 
knowledge  of  the  pilotage.  There  was 
now  a  sufficiency  of  pilots  to  convey  in 
safety  3,800  ships  annually;  and  he 
thought  it  more  desirable  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  to  have  the  advantage  of 
such  an  institution  to  perform  this  duty, 
than  to  be  compelled  to  leave  a  pilot  on 
board  every  one  of  these  vessels  to  make 
the  whole  voyage.  He  confessed  he  did 
not  see  what  advantage  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  that  wotild  offer  in  pioint  of  ex- 
pense. He  begged  to  observe,  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  best  calculations  that  he 
could  form,  the  average  expetise  for  these 
pilots  was  from  dl.  to  4^.  for  each  ship; 
and  hctf  could  it  be  supposed  possible  that 
each  of  these  pilots  put  on  bo£^rd  of  €ttie  of 
these  ships,  and  goiAg  a  long  voyage, 
would  not  get  more  than  41,  by  t?ay  of 
wages  ?  That  wds  the  sum  paid  fof  a  pilot 
at  the  end  of  the  voyage^  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament;  but  if  that  man  was  put  on 
board  of  a  vessel  and  performed  the  voy- 
age, he  would  have  to  receive  his  wfiges: 
and  could  any  one  suppose  that  they  would 
not  come  to  as  much  ds  dl,  or  41.,  at  even 
to  101.  i  or  perhaps  as  much  as  20^?  He 
confessed  to  their  Lordships  that  he  doubt- 
ed the  advantage  of  such  an  arrangement, 
even  in  point  of  economy,  to  the  shipowner: 
and  he  was  sure  that,  for  the  commercial 
interests  of  that  metropolis,  it  was  ad- 
visable to  refrain  from  taking  any  mea- 
sures that  might  have  the  effect  of  putting 
down  the  fellowship  of  pilots. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  this  Bill  had  for  its  object,  and  for 
its  sole  object,  to  relieve  the  shipping  in- 
terests of  this  country  from  an  existing 
burden  which  was  strongly  felt  by  indi- 
viduals. At  the  same  time  that  he  must 
contend  it  was  found  to  be  a  burden  by 


numerous  classes,  and  had  been  strongly 
represented  by  them  to  be  such,  he  would 
be  the  last  person  in  the  world  who  would 
wish  to  proceed  even  to  remove  that  bar- 
den,  by  doing  anything  that  threw  con- 
tempt or  disparagement  i^Km  existing  au- 
thorities whom  we  were  bound  to  rwpeet, 
not  only  on  the  ground  of  their  antiquity, 
but  for  the  long  and  efficient  administra- 
tion of  the  important  duties  committed  to 
their  charge.  But  he  begged  the  noble 
Duke  and  the  House  to  recolleet  that  this 
Bill,  so  far  from  being  founded  upon  dis- 
respect fol'  these  existing  authorities,  was 
founded  rather  upon  the  most  enttUd  gob- 
fidence  in  and  respect  for  them,  because  it 
was  a  permissive  Bill,  and  nothing  but  a 
permissive  Bill ;  and  Under  it  the  UoUe 
Duke,  who  discharged  bis  functions  as 
Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque  Ports  with 
such  great  ability,  would  be  left  eutil-ely 
at  liberty  either  to  preserve  the  existing 
system  entirely  as  it  stood,  or  to  introduce 
into  it  such  modifications,  and  such  modifi- 
cations only,  as  he  might  think  expedient. 
But,  further,  this  Bill  certainly  did  give  to 
other  parties  who  had  long  exercised  the 
same  Amotions,  and  who  ^ere  in  a  position 
which  rendered  them  competent  to  judge 
how  far  the  existing  compulsory  enactmeiit 
could  be  judiciously  dispensed  with— ^ it 
conferred  upon  them  the  privilege  of  dis- 
pensing with  the  compulsory  enactment 
under  such  eireumstanccfi^  and  under  such 
limits  as  tbey  thought  fit,  and  believed 
most  conducive  to  the  safety  of  the  publie 
interests.  At  present  the  case  of  steam- 
ers was  felt  to  be  one  of  very  great  hard*- 
ship,  as,  although  possessing  far  superior 
knowledge  and  facilities  as  regarded  enter- 
ing port,  compared  with  other  vessels,  they 
were  yet  subject  to  all  the  burdens  whieh 
existed  long  before  steam  navigation  was 
introduced.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  such  corporations  as  the  Trinity 
House  and  others  enumerated  in  this  Bin, 
were  likely  to  exercise  this  particular  duty, 
or  rather  relaxation  of  duty,  cautiously  and 
sdfely  for  the  public  advantage.  The  noble 
Duke  himself  had  stated  the  conditions 
which  he  would  require  before  he  admitted 
any  one  to  be  pilots,  even  for  their  own 
ships;  and  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
had  no  doubt  but  other  corporations  would 
use  the  same  caution;  and  he  hoped  the 
system  of  licensing  the  masters  and  mates 
of  ships  would  be  betieficial  in  its  conse^ 
quences  as  affecting  their  character,  and 
would  prove — what  it  was  very  necessary, 
in  the  present  state  of  our  mercantile  ma- 
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line,  should  be  proved  to  those  connected 
with  it— that  sobriety  and  regularity  of 
conduct  would  entitle  certain  men  to  pri- 
yileges,  which  others,  pursuing  a  different 
course  of  conduct,  would  be  deprived  of; 
showing  that  those  masters  and  mates  who 
Were  competent  to  do  the  duty  of  a  pilot, 
being  acquainted  with  the  navigation,  and 
possessing  the  other  requisite  qualifica^ 
tions,  would  enjoy  advantages  which  others 
less  sober  and  less  acquainted  with  the 
place,  would  not  be  able  to  obtain.  Upon 
the  whole,  he  thought  this  Bill  one  which 
their  Lordships  coidd  safely  pass,  and  par- 
ticularly at  a  period  when  the  burdens  of 
the  shipping  interest  should  be  lightened 
as  far  as  possible;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  other  bodies  mentioned  in  this 
Bill,  would  all  discharge  the  functions  it 
entrusted  to  them  as  wisely  and  judiciously 
as  he  was  sure  the  noble  Duke  who  had 
just  addressed  them  would  perform  his^ 

Lord  STANLEY  was  averse  to  retail- 
ing any  burdens,  especially  under  existing 
circumstances^  that  pressed  upon  the  ship* 
ping  interest;  but  with  regard  to  this  BiU, 
he  must  say  it  appeared  to  him,  both  by 
the  statements  made  elsewhere,  and  by 
the  noble  Duke,  that  no  pecuniary  burden 
or  practical  inconvenience  arose  under 
those  parts  of  the  system  of  pilotage 
which  this  Bill  sought  to  amend.  This 
Bill  was  only  introduced  into  the  other 
House  on  the  12th  of  July,  as  a  measure 
the  importance  of  which  he  believed  to 
have  been  greatly  exaggerated  by  the 
Government;  and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  had 
only  just  received  a  petition  from  the 
port  of  Hull^  and  from  persons  interested 
in  the  navigation  of  the  Humber,  praying 
that  the  Bill  might  not  be  allowed  to  come 
into  operation ;  but  owing  to  the  haste 
with  which  the  measure  was  pressed 
through  the  other  House,  the  petition  had 
not  been  able  to  reach  town  in  time  for 
presentation.  There  was  nothing  very 
urgent  or  pressing  with  regard  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill ;  and  why  did  not  the 
Government  allow  it  to  stand  over  till  the 
whole  of  their  scheme  with  respect  to  the 
mercantile  marine  was  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  ?  By  the 
present  law  a  steady  supply  of  pilots  was 
kept  up  in  each  of  the  jurisdictions,  ade- 
quate to  meet  the  wants  of  the  traffic;  but 
if  this  Bill  were  passed,  the  number  of 
masters  and  mates  licensed  would  be  tm- 
certain  and  fluctuating,  the  amount  of  the 
payments  realised  by  the  corporations 
would  become  uncertain  and  much  dimifl- 


ished,  and  the  consequence  would  be  that 
the  fellowships  would  be  obliged  largely 
to  reduce  their  staff,  being  dependent  up- 
on the  tmcertain  and  fluctuating  numbW 
of  licenses  granted  to  masters  and  mates. 
The  noble  Duke,  whose  official  acquaint^ 
anoe  with  the  subject  rendered  him  4 
high  authority  on  the  question,  so  far  from 
believing  the  Bill  would  be  a  relief  to  th« 
trade,  or  a  benefit  to  the  shipping  inter- 
est, had  expressed  his  conviction  thai  it 
would  only  enhance  their  existing  bur- 
dens, and  be  otherwise  injurious  in  it*  re- 
sults. It  was  true,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
said^  the  Bill  was  only  permissive;  and 
therefore,  after  the  declaration  of  the  no^ 
ble  Duke  as  to  the  course  which  he  would 
individually  pursue  if  the  measure  wete  to 
become  law,  the  Bill  would  be  practioaUy 
a  dead  letter  so  far  as  the  functions  il 
the  noble  Duke  were  cofncemed*  But  if 
the  Bill  might  lead  to  mischievoud  and 
inconvenient  consequences  in  i\^  effects 
upon  the  shipping  interest  and  trade  of 
this  country,  then  he  (Lord  Stanley)  oon- 
curred  with  the  noble  Duke  that  H  ought 
not  to  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  one  in- 
dividual authority^  who  besides  could  adopt 
one  system  in  one  part  of  the  kingdom, 
while  a  totaUy  different  systeta  might  be 
practised  in  another.  But,  furtberi  he 
wished  to  ask,  did  they  intend  to  confine 
these  licenses  to  British  vessels  and  Bri^ 
tish  men  ?  Did  they  intend,  by  sanotion^' 
ing  the  admission  of  British  vessels  with 
licensed  masters  and  mates,  uid  thereby 
relieving  them  of  an  expensive  pilotage, 
to  give  them  an  advantage  over  foreign 
niasters  and  foreign  mates  ?  If  they  did^ 
it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  in* 
consistent  with  those  obligations  wbieh 
bound  them  to  put  the  trade  of  our  own 
and  other  nations  upon  an  equal  footing* 
But  if  we  said  that  we  meant  to  grant 
foreign  masters  and  mates  licensee  to 
bring  their  ships  into  British  harbours, 
he  would  ask  whether  it  was  wise  or  safe 
— in  a  national  point  of  view — to  adopt 
that  course?  If,  as  had  often  of  late  been 
represented  to  be  the  6ase,  although  Utk 
his  part  he  very  much  doubted  it — but  if 
it  were  true  that  foreign  matsters  and  io^ 
reign  mates  were  much  more  intelligent 
— or  even  merely  ss  intelligent  as  Bii- 
tish  masters  and  British  mates,  was  it 
wise  or  prudent,  by  holding  out  the  pre*' 
mium  of  exemption  from  pilotage  charges, 
to  induce  foreign  and  naval  seafaring  men 
to  acquire  that  knowledge  of  the  difficulties 
and  intricacies  of  our  harbours  and  riyetfl 
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which  might  be  certainly  very  useful  in  time 
of  peace,  but  which  in  time  of  war  it  would 
be  very  undesirable  that  they  should  pos- 
sess? So  that  by  this  Bill  either  they 
must  put  foreign  shipping  upon  an  unfair 
footing,  or  else  they  must  induce,  by  hold- 
ing out  an  unfair  footing  in  violation  of 
our  treaties  and  obligations,  by  holding 
out  a  pecuniary  premium  in  the  shape  of 
exemption  from  pilotage  charges,  to  ac- 
quire a  knowledge  of  our  navigation, 
which  in  time  of  war  they  could  turn  to 
account  in  a  manner  very  injurious  to  this 
country. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  gave  his  testi- 
mony in  favour  of  the  fellowship  of  pilots, 
over  whom  the  noble  Duke  -(the  Duke  of 
Wellington)  presided,  and  opposed  this 
Bill,  as  likely  to  produce  very  injurious 
effects.  He  should  also  anticipate  much 
advantage  from  the  establishment  of  sail- 
ors' homes. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE,  in  reply, 
said  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  point 
in  connexion  with  this  Bill  which  had  not 
been  anticipated  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne).  With  respect, 
however,  to  the  permissive  power  given 
to  the  Trinity  Masters  with  respect  to 
treaties  with  foreign  nations,  he  did  not 
think  that  our  treaties  with  foreign  Powers 
would  compel  us  to  admit  as  pilots  the 
seamen  from  foreign  vessels;  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  if  a  French  vessel  had  a 
man  on  board  both  ready  and  competent 
to  be  examined  by  the  Trinity-house,  it 
would  bo  unfair  to  deny  him  the  privilege. 
Ho  anticipated  no  difficulty  from  permit- 
ting foreign  nations  to  become  acquainted 
with  the  technicalities  of  our  harbours  and 
rivers.  At  present  the  ships  of  Holland, 
France,  and  the  United  States,  under  CO 
tons  burden,  were  allowed  to  enter  our 
harbours  without  pilots;  and  it  was  noto- 
rious that  smugglers  on  the  opposite  coast 
were  as  well  acquainted  with  all  the  ins- 
and-outs  of  our  coast  as  any  licensed  pilots 
could  be. 

The  Earl  of  ELLEXBOROUGH  be- 
lieved that  this  Bill  had  been  introduced 
at  the  present  moment,  and  was  now 
being  hurriedly  passed  through  the  House, 
in  order  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  own- 
ers of  steam  vessels  regularly  plying  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  neighbouring 
coasts.  But  in  modern  legislation,  the 
remedy  for  a  grievance,  instead  of  sim- 
ply acting  as  a  cure,  led  to  evils  greater 
than  the  malady  sought  to  be  removed. 
A  certiticato  once  given,  testifying  to  a 


man's  knowledge  of  a  particular  locality, 
lasted  for  a  year.  A  man  might  proceed 
on  a  long  voyage,  but  on  his  return  he 
would  bo  necessarily  unable  to  navigate  a 
coast  whose  characteristics  had  changed. 
Whilst  he  felt  every  confidence  that 
neither  the  Trinity-house  nor  the  Lord 
Warden  of  the  Cinque  Poits  would  give 
a  certificate  improperly,  he  could  not 
place  the  same  reliance  on  those  other 
authorities  in  whom  this  Bill  would  vest 
the  power  of  giving  certificates.  He  saw 
danger  in  certificates  being  granted  by 
the  Trinity-house,  merely  because  a  man 
showed  himself  acquainted  with  a  particu- 
lar locality;  and  he  should  say  Uiat  no 
certificate  should  be  granted  except  for 
competency  to  ply  between  our  own  and 
the  neighbouring  coast.  He  objected  to 
leaving  with  the  Trinity-house  the  power 
to  decide  with  respect  to  reciprocity 
treaties;  and,  generally,  he  saw  consider- 
able risk  attending  the  operation  of  this 
measure.  He  thought  it  would  diminish 
the  inducement  to  enter  the  pilot  service, 
and  by  so  far  increase  the  danger  of 
navigating  the  shores  of  this  country. 
Legislation  on  the  subject  should  have 
been  preceded  by  a  searching  inquiry.  He 
doubted  whether  this  Bill  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  economy.  A  few  pounds  might 
be  saved  by  employing  mates  instead  of 
pilots;  but  the  charge  for  insurance  would 
be  found  to  advance,  for  iu  proportion  as 
the  insurance  companies  saw  risk  from 
the  employment  of  incompetent  persons 
to  navigate  the  vessels  insured,  would 
they  increase  the  rate  of  premiums.  Thus, 
what  was  saved  in  the  pilotage  of  a  vessel 
would  be  lost  in  the  charge  for  insurance. 
Entertaining  these  objections  to  the  mea- 
sure, he  moved  as  an  Amendment  that 
the  Bill  be  read  that  day  three  months. 

On  Question,  **  That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Motion," 

The  House  divided: — Content  15;  Not- 
Content  10:  Majority  5. 

List  of  the  Coxtents. 


Marquesses. 

Strafford 

Lansdowno 

Bishops. 

Anglesey 

Manchester 

Claiiricardo 

Hereford 

Earls. 

Baroms. 

Suffolk 

Say  and  Sele 

Carlislo 

Byron 

Grey 

Campbell 

Minto 

Montcaglo  of  Brandon 

Granville 

List 

of  the 

NOT-COXTESTS. 

Dike. 

Earu. 

Wellington 

Warwick 

Powis 

Bishop. 

Nelson 

Chichester 

Harrowby 

Babons. 

St.  Germans 

Stanley 

Ellenborough 

Redesdale 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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under  and  within  the  high-water  mark  of 
ordinary  tides.  In  short,  instructions  were 
laid  down  in  that  Act  that  no  huildings, 
no  works,  or  alterations  of  any  description 
should  take  place,  hut  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Admiralty.  On  inquiry  it  was  found 
that  the  Admiralty,  from  the  pressure  of 
circumstances  and  the  immense  amount  of 
husiness  falling  on  that  department,  had 
altogether  neglected  that  duty,  and  that  in 
no  cases  had  they  ever  interfered  with  any 
works  proceeding  in  any  river  or  harbour, 
unless  the  same  had  been  referred  to  them 
by  the  complaint  of  parties  interested. 
The  consequence  was,  that  many  works 
had  been  undertaken  without  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Admiralty,  which  had  tended, 
owing  to  their  unskilful  execution,  mate- 
rially to  injure  the  harbours.  The  com- 
missioners, finding  that  this  was  the  case, 
and  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not 
had  leisure  to  attend  to  these  numerous 
works,  but  had  deputed  a  large  portion  of 
the  business  to  the  hydrographer,  recom- 
mended that  a  separate  department  should 
be  appointed  to  manage  these  matters, 
and  they  prepared  a  Bill  which  was  in- 
tended to  carry  out  all  their  recommenda- 
tions, and  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  a  permanent  officer  whose  duty  it  should 
be  to  see  that  no  injury  was  done  to  the 
harbours  of  the  country.  It  appeared  to 
the  commission  that  the  system  hitherto 
carried  on  had  not  been  attended  with  ad- 
vantage; that  the  natural  harbours  of  the 
country  had  been  neglected,  and  in  many 
cases  had  actually  filled  up.  Numerous 
were  the  instances  in  which  this  had  oc- 
curred. He  could  mention  one.  In  the 
time  of  Charles  II.  the  harbour  of  Rye  was 
capable  of  admitting  a  line-of-battle  ship — 
a  large  frigate;  but  now,  up  to  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  town,  the  harbour 
had  silted  up  so  that  a  small  boat  could  not 
ride  afloat.  To  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  a  state  of  things,  the  commissioners 
recommended  the  appointment  of  the  dis- 
tinct department  to  which  he  had  referred; 
and  he  must  say,  that  when  Lord  Auck- 
land succeeded  to  the  Admiralty,  he  ap- 
peared to  be  fully  aware  of  the  evils  aris- 
ing from  the  former  system ;  and  it  was  but 
justice  to  his  memory  to  say,  that  no  man 
could  have  evinced  a  stronger  disposition  to 
remedy  the  evils  that  had  arisen  than  Lord 
Auckland  did.  But  his  Lordship  being 
unwilling  at  that  time  to  raise  any  discus- 
sion in  the  House  of  Commons,  proposed  to 
carry  out,  as  far  as  possible,  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  commission,  by  making  a 
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ters* Money.— By  Mr.  LitUeton,  from  Walsall,  for  the 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill. — By  Viscount  Melgund, 
from  Kelso,  for  Reform  of  the  Parochial  Schools  (Scot- 
land).— By  Mr.  Roebuck,  firom  Edinburgh,  respecting 
the  Opening  of  Railway  Parcels. — By  Lord  Ashley,  from 
St  Helen's,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — 
By  Mr.  Hume,  fh>m  North  Walsham,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Small  DebU  Act 

CONSOLIDATION  FUND  (APPROPRIATION) 
BILL— HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  HUME  rose  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  circumstances  connect- 
ed with  the  expenditure  of  public  money  in 
the  improvement  of  harbours,  which  he 
thought  to  be  of  great  importance.  The 
House  would  recollect,  that  about  eight 
years  ago  a  discussion  took  place  with  re- 
gard to  the  harbours  of  this  country,  and 
that  in  1845,  by  an  address  of  that  House, 
Her  Majesty  appointed  a  commission  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  our  tidal  harbours 
and  navigable  rivers.  That  commission 
collected  a  vast  deal  of  valuable  informa- 
tion upon  the  subject  generally,  and  the 
Members  were  unanimous  in  recommend- 
ing the  adoption  of  a  course  to  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  view  of  securing  for  the  fu- 
ture a  proper  appropriation  of  any  funds 
that  might  be  required  for  the  improvement 
of  the  harbours  of  this  country.  Amongst 
other  evils  which  the  commission  pointed 
out,  there  was  one  of  long  standing.  By 
an  Act  of  Charles  II.,  the  harbours  of  the 
country  had  been  placed  under  the  super- 
intendence of  the  authority  of  the  Lord 
High  Admiral,  who  had  powers  under  that 
Act  to  prevent  all  encroachments  on  land 
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branch  under  the  Admiraltr,  and  placing  \ 
this  matter  nnder  their  charge.  Aeeor- 
dinglr  a  Committee  was  appointed,  eon- 
aisting  of  Captain  Bethone,  Captain  Wa^ 
ington,  and  Captain  Veiteh^  who  were  to 
take  cognisanee  of  the  state  of  our  bar- 
hoars  and  narigahle  rirers.  The  appoint- 
ment of  that  Committee  had  resulted  in 
the  greatest  adrantage — miUions  of  nxmer 
had  been  sared  to  the  conntij  br  their  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  whole  expense  had  been 
the  difference  between  the  haUT-par  of  Cap- 
tain Washington  and  SOOL  a  rear — that 
gendeman  baring  been  appointed  bj  the 
Goremment  on  acconnt  of  his  immense  ac- 
quaintance with  our  rivers  and  harbours. 
It  was  intended  that  no  monej,  either  pub- 
lie  or  private,  should  be  expended  on  tidal 
harbours  or  navigable  rivers,  except  under 
the  superintendeiDce  of  that  department; 
but  he  complained  tiiat  that  rule  had  not 
been  carried  out.  In  order  also  to  the  ac- 
cumulation of  information  on  the  subject, 
it  was  thought  desirable  bv  the  commis- 
■ion  that  the  Government  should  be  in 
poasesaion  of  plans  of  all  our  harbours. 
It  was  a  fact  that,  whilst  England  was  the 
largest  commercial  countrr  in  the  world, 
the  British  Admiraltv  did  not  possess  anv 
seiies  of  plans  of  her  harbours,  so  that  if 
a  French  frigate,  or  anj  other  frigate,  ap- 
proached a  certain  place,  the  Government 
had  no  means  of  ascertaming  instanter 
whether  there  was  water  enough  for  her  to 
float,  whether  there  were  quavs,  or  anv 
means  of  landing  her  troops  or  stores,  or 
anvthing  about  it.  In  France,  the  case 
was  very  different,  for  he  had  seen  a  book, 
given  to  him  bj  the  Minister  of  Marine, 
containing  a  description  of  every  harbour 
on  the  French  coast,  both  within  and  with- 
out the  straits — whether  a  tide  harbour  or 
a  bar  harbour — its  depth;  whether  there 
were  anv  quays  by  wluch  troops  could  land, 
the  number  of  boats  attached  to  it,  and  the 
quantity  of  tonnage  in  each  harbour.  In 
England  there  was  no  such  document;  but 
he  contended  that  the  Government  should 
be  possessed  of  such  information,  and  he 
proposed,  therefore,  that  plans  should  be 
made,  showing  everything  requisite  to  af- 
ford the  fullest  information  to  the  Govern- 
ment. With  reference  to  the  services  ren- 
dered by  the  conunission  which  was  ap- 
pointed with  the  concurrence  of  Lord 
Auckland,  he  must  say,  that  he  had  never 
met  with  any  man,  whose  zeal,  attention, 
and  industry,  had  exceeded  that  of  Cap- 
tain Washington.  Open  at  all  times  to 
give  information,  ready  at  all  times  to  go 


anywhere  where  the  public  sorice  reqoired 
his  attention,  he  felt  bound  to  express  the 
highest  opinion  of  the  talent  wlueh  Cap- 
tain Washington  had  exhibited,  mad  the 
unvarying  exactitude  of  his  details.  The 
report  of  the  Harbour  Conmiittee  was  bow 
printed;  and  though  it  was  not  jet  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  the  result  was,  that  it 
recommended  the  reduction  of  the  harbour 
department,  and  dispensing  with  the  ler- 
vices  of  Capuin  Washington.  He  be- 
lieved this  reduction  had  taken  place  in 
consequence  of  the  report  of  a  eomfninsion 
composed  of  Lord  Granville,  Sir  Edward 
Ryan,  and  Captain  Berkelej;  tai  ke  dM 
not  believe  these  persons  were  side  to  es- 
timate the  importance  of  the  Tidal  HaiWnr 
Commission.  He  shosld  Kke  to  see  their 
report,  and  the  evidence  upon  whidi  it  was 
founded^  Be  (Mr.  Home)  wished  to  ask 
then  who  was,  henceforth,  to  take  Ihe  da- 
ties  of  that  department — a  deparfttent 
which  the  Tidal  Harbow  Conwrisaion  had 
pointed  out  to  be  necessarj,  whirfi  tres  im- 
proved bv  the  late  drovemment*  and  bj 
Lord  Auckland,  and  of  wluch  Mr.  Waid 
the  late  Secretary  of  the  AdmiraltT,  when 
he  saw  the  amount  of  informatioD  tfiej  had 
gained,  recommended  the 
^Vho,  he  asked,  was  hencelbrth  to 
duct  thst  department — who  was  lo 
intend  the  expenditure  of  money  in  nst- 
ters  connected  with  our  harbours  and  na- 
vigable rivers  ?  He  held  in  las  hand  a  fist 
of  sixteen  reports  which  had  been  laid  ob 
the  table  of  the  House,  all  eonneeted*  novo 
or  less,  with  the  harbours  oi  imSwgB  and 
navigable  rivers  of  this  coantrr — a  pieUy 
good  evidence  of  the  importsnee  of  the 
subject:  but  he  wanted  to  know  what  had 
been  done,  and  in  what  way  had  the  miblie 
interests  been  protected  in  the  ezpenditnre 
of  money  for  the  improvement  of  harboora 
of  refuge.  He  did  not  wish  at  this  mo- 
ment to  express  any  opinion  with  rq^ard 
to  harbours  of  refuge,  though  he  had  great 
doubts  upon  the  subject;  but  he  Ibnnd 
that  the  House  had  voted  for  harbonrs  ef 
refuge — 


In  1S46 
In  1^7 
Inl54S 
In  1S49 


In  all 


.£120,00e 

.   3e,eeo 

.  146,000 
.  ISl/MO 
.  141,000 

.£se3,5eo 


But  that  was  not  all,  fw  he  fbond  that 
there  waa  voted  for  Holyhead — 
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^Biffigi. 


In  1849 
In  1846 
In  184T 
In  1848 
In  1849 


.  £88/836 
«  85,681 
.  4,429 
.  12,792 
.    45,771 


InaU  .  £182^09 

These  two  sums  together  mode  up  no  less 
than  745,009/<  of  public  money  that  had 
been  voted  for  hai'bours  within  the  last 
five  years.  He  asked  who  had  stiperin- 
tended  these  works  and  that  expenditni'e^^ 
were  there  any  reports  to  show  the  progress 
that  had  been  made — was  there  any  infor- 
mation Whatever  upon  the  subject  1  Who 
had  the  superintendence  ?  The  right  hod. 
Gentleman  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Ezohe- 
quer  stated  that  the  Admiralty  had;  but 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  found,  from  the  opinion 
of  the  Lords  themselves,  that  such  Was  not 
the  case.     Admiral  Dundas  said-^ 

'*  The  progress  of  the  ditferent  harboitni  of  t^ 
fage  is  Iftid  before  Pai'liAinent  etel'j  year,  when 
money  is  voted  for  the  advanoement  of  the  works. 
There  is  no  occasion,  I  think,  for  the  Harbour 
Commission  to  interfere,  or  go  to  any  additional 
expense  of  public  money  by  niaking  inquiry." 

Captain  Berkeley  and  Lord  J.  Hay  said — 
"  The  Admiralty  have  no  power  or  jurisdictioti 
over  the  construction  of  these  harbours  of  refuge. 
They  were  determined  by  a  Committee  appointed 
for  that  purpose.  The  pians  have  been  deter- 
mined upon,  and  are  not  carried  out  tinder  th«  au- 
thority or  supervision  of  the  Admiralty.** 

Then  he  asked,  under  whose  authority  or 
supervision  were  they  ?  Captain  Milne  ftgain 
said — 

**  No.  7  also  appears  to  me  unnecessary,  iis  I 
believe  the  engineers  send  in  a  periodical  report 
to  the  Admiralty,  which  should  be  filed  in  the 
hydrographic  department  or  Record-office.*' 

Matters  having  been  brought  to  this  state, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  enforoe  the  pre- 
sentation of  these  reports.  Lord  Auckland 
said,  in  his  evidence,  that  although  the 
contract  of  the  work  rested  with  the 
Admiralty,  the  Treasury  was  responsi- 
ble for  the  plan  and  outlay.  It  would 
thus  appear  that  the  mode  of  expendi- 
ture was  left  to  chance.  He  knew 
Mr.  Walker  and  Mr.  Rcndel,  the  engi*- 
neers,  sent  in  reports  as  to  certain  items 
of  expenditore,  such  as  their  travelling 
expenses,  the  charge  for  horses,  and  simi- 
lar things;  but  this  was  not  the  descrip- 
tion of  expenditure  which  was  required 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  general 
outlay;  and  as  to  their  description  of  the 
works^  he  complained  that  they  might  have 
exercised  a  considerable  and  efficient  con- 
trol over  those  works  merely  with  the  ad- 
ditional pay  of  an  officer^     Sir  George 


Cockbuni  had  manifested  much  imxiety  to 
prooeed  with  this  work^  and  had  expressed 
a  strong  desire  that  a  proper  control  should 
be  exercised  over  the  expenditure^  The 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in- 
directly knew  nothing  about  the  expenc^ 
ture;  he  (Mr.  Hume)  thought,  therefore, 
they  should  have  a  Committee  to  examine 
as  to  whether  the  expenditure  was  propdf, 
and  whether  they  were  goiUg  on  in  a  fit 
and  proper  manner,  and  in  how  far  the 
views  of  the  commissioners  were  likely  to 
be  realised*  He  should  at  present  make 
no  Motion  on  the  subject;  but  it  wae  a 
great  and  crying  grievance  that  they  should 
have  millions  expended  on  public  works 
without  knowing  what  would  be  the  result, 
such  as  had  been  the  case  with  the  NeUr 
Houses  of  Farliatnent.  He  wished  to 
know  if  there  were  any  reports  or  any 
other  documents  which  could  be  laid  before 
the  House  showing  what  progress  had 
been  made  since  the  several  votes  of  money 
had  been  made  ? 

Captain  BERKELEY  said,  that  the 
Admiralty  had  no  power  or  jurisdiofie^ 
over  these  tnatters,  which  were  decided 
upon  by  a  Committee.  He  Was  bound,  in 
justice  to  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Governmeiif, 
to  say  that  it  was  their  intention  to  hare 
placed  this  department  under  a  permanent 
head,  and  carried  out  the  recomtnendaiioft 
of  the  Commission  to  the  fullest  extent. 
He  trusted  that  a  twopenny-halfpenny 
economy  would  not  be  practised  in  the  dis- 
missal of  Captain  Washington^  The 
question  was  one  involving  millions,  Mid 
not  a  shabby  addition  to  a  gentleman's 
half-pay. 

Admiral  BOWLES  said,  that  having 
been  chairman  of  the  Tidal  Harbour  Com^ 
mission,  he  happened  to  know  the  danger- 
ous state  in  which  several  of  them  were,  iu 
consequence  of  the  works  which  had  been 
allowed  to  be  carried  on  in  them  in  eon^ 
nexion  with  railways  and  other  under-^ 
takings.  Nothing  could  be  more  impcr^ 
taut  than  the  report  made  in  1846,  and 
which  he  feared  the  House  was  not 
sufficiently  acquainted  with;  for  it  was 
not  very  likely  that  many  hon.  Members 
had  explored  the  gigantic  folio  before  him^ 
He  hoped  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  drawU  to  the  subject,  and  that 
they  would  see  during  the  recess  what 
further  steps  should  be  taken.  If  the  Go* 
vemment  did  not  propose  somethiug  en 
the  subject  early  next  Session,  he  should 
press  upon  the  House  the  propriety  of 
adopting  steps  to  carry  out  the  reeommeit* 
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dadon  of  the  Tidal  Harbour  Commission. 
It  had  been  originally  proposed  to  proceed 
in  another  waj  than  that  adopted;  but 
Lord  Auckland  thought  the  Bill  which  had 
been  drawn  up  on  the  subject  was  too 
stringent,  and  therefore  recommended  the 
suggestion  that  the  commission  should  be 
carried  out  under  a  separate  department  of 
the  AdmiraltT.  He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  in  riew- 
ing  with  the  greatest  grief  and  dissatisfac- 
tion the  course  taken  bj  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  in  diminishing  the  number  of 
officers  employed.  He  objected  to  the 
title  given  to  the  department;  it  should  ra- 
ther have  been  called  the  Board  of  Con- 
servancy for  Harbours,  instead  of  the  Har- 
bour and  Railway  Department.  He  had 
always  thought  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  should  also  have  been  a  mem- 
ber of  Uiat  board.  A  report  existed 
abroad,  which  he  trusted  was  unfounded, 
that  some  private  influence  had  been  exert- 
ed to  continue  the  old  system  of  abuse  with 
respect  to  these  harbours,  and  that  pow- 
erful intrigue  was  at  work  to  destroy  the 
efficiency  of  the  Board  of  Conservancy. 
A  report  which  he  had  heard  was,  that 
Captain  Washington  had  done  his  duty  too 
conscientiously  and  too  independently, 
therefore  he  was  to  be  dismissed.  He 
trusted  there  was  no  truth  in  this  re- 
port, which,  however,  he  felt  bound  to 
mention  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sm  F.  T.  BARING  said,  with  regard 
to  the  report  to  which  the  gallant  Officer 
alluded,  it  was  not  very  easy  to  answer  it. 
The  only  part  of  the  statement  true  was, 
that  the  change  had  been  made,  and,  if 
any  one,  he  was  the  party  who  made  it — 
it  was  entirely  his  own  act — and  he  alone 
was  responsible  for  it.  He  was  sure  the 
House  would  be  surprised  at  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, when  he  (Sir  F.  Baring)  stated  that 
he  had  made  no  alteration  in  the  powers  or 
btisiness  of  the  harbour  department,  and 
he  had  no  intention  of  doing  so.  He  held 
the  opinion  that  the  harbour  department 
was  of  great  public  use  and  importance  to 
the  country,  and  had  rendered  a  great  deal 
of  valuable  service,  and  had  operated  as  a 
very  considerable  check  on  the  obstruc- 
tions which  had  been  gradually  allowed  to 
be  made  in  our  tidal  harbours  by  local  in- 
terests. It  was  not,  therefore,  inteuded 
to  reduce  the  usefulness  of  that  depart- 
ment. All  that  he  had  done,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon 
knew,   was   a   subject   of  discussion  be- 


fore the  Committee  on  the  NaTj  Esti- 
mates last  year,  when  it  was  consider- 
ed whether  the  work  could  not  be  done 
with  fewer  hands.  The  question  of  the 
employing  of  these  gentlemen  in  this  ser- 
vice, was  considered  a  matter  for  the  revi- 
sion of  the  Admiralty.  For  thai  and  oth^' 
reasons  he  had  considered  the  state  of 
what  was  called  the  harbour  and  rmilwaj 
department;  and  he,  in  connexion  with  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Presideiit  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  appointed  a  commis- 
sion to  look  into  the  whole  subject  of  har- 
bours, and,  upon  the  report  id  that  body, 
he  came  to  the  concluson  that  the  daties 
respecting  tidal  harbours  could  be  perform- 
ed, as  before,  by  two  instead  oi  three 
officers.  He  had  looked  into  the  matter 
himself,  and  for  what  was  done  he  was  re- 
sponsible. Seeing  that  the  work  eonld  be 
effectually  done  by  two  gentlemen,  he  had 
made  a  communication  to  Captain  Wash- 
ington, to  the  effect,  that  as  he  was  the 
junior  officer,  and  had  been  last  appmnted, 
he  was  the  party  with  respect  to  whom 
the  reduction  should  be  made.  If  he  had 
reasons  for  thinking  that  the  work  coold 
be  done  by  two,  he  was  not  justified  in  re- 
taining three  gentlemen.  He  was  satisfied 
that  there  would  be  as  efficient  a  cheek  on 
encroachments  in  the  tidal  harbooTi  bj  a 
department  of  two,  as  by  one  composed  of 
three  officers.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  aUuded  to  another  point,  namdy, 
the  harbours  of  refuge.  The  harbours  of 
refuge  were  not  undertaken  by  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty,  but  had  been 
commenced  when  he  was  out  of  office.  It 
was  a  plan  adopted  by  the  Gorem- 
ment,  and  Lord  Auckland  gave  his  assent 
as  far  as  the  Admiralty  was  concerned, 
to  give  proper  assistance  in  carrying  it 
out.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  for 
reports  as  to  what  had  been  done.  The 
Admiralty  had  entered  into  contracts  for 
tho  works;  and  Mr.  Rendel  and  Mr. 
Walker  sent  in  quarterly  statements  as  to 
the  state  of  the  works  and  the  progress  of 
the  contracts.  Lord  Auckland  had  taken 
a  great  deal  of  interest  in  the  matter,  and 
inspected  the  works  last  year  which  were 
in  progress  in  the  Channel  Islands.  As 
to  the  mode  of  transacting  the  business 
connected  with  these  works,  he  had  made 
no  alteration  since  he  had  been  in  office. 
What  existed  before,  existed  now;  and  as 
soon  as  the  House  was  up,  he  intended  to 
go  on  a  visit  of  inspection  to  the  Channel 
Islands,  to  see  how  the  works  were  going 
on  there.     The  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
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other  reports  were  necessary ;  he  did  not 
share  that  opinion  with  him.  He  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  respect  to  the  expen- 
diture on  them,  as  under  the  control  of  the 
Admiralty,  hy  the  engineers  he  had  named. 
He  was  hound,  however,  to  add,  that  he 
was  not  entirely  satisfied  that  there  should 
not  he  some  reports  from  one  of  their  own 
officers  respecting  them.  Therefore  the 
Engineer  officer  who  enjoyed  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Board,  would  inspect  the  pro- 
gress, and  report  on  the  nature  of  the 
works 

Mr.'  WILSON  PATTEN  remarked 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  last 
person  in  the  world  whom  he  would  think 
of  charging  with  a  joh  ;  hut  he  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stance that  the  private  husiness  of  the 
House  during  the  present  Session  had  heen 
seriously  obstructed  by  the  delay  which 
had  taken  place  in  sending  up  the  neces- 
sary reports  from  the  Admiralty  respecting 
Bills  affecting  harbours  or  navigable 
rivers,  which  must  be  submitted  to  that 
board  in  the  month  of  December,  if  they 
were  to  be  proceeded  with  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion. He  hoped  that  in  future  Sessions  of 
Parliament  arrangements  would  be  made 
at  the  Admiralty  to  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  that  delay. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  stated,  that  the 
delay  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
arose  from  the  circumstance  that  the 
officers  of  the  harbour  department  wished 
to  save  expense  to  the  parties  interested, 
and  therefore  performed  the  duties  them- 
selves instead  of  sending  down  commision- 
ers. 

Captain  BERKELEY  said,  as  it  ap- 
peared the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  had  only  read  a  part  of  the  re- 
port, without  the  evidence,  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  attack  on  the 
Committee  was  rather  unfair.  The  hon. 
Member  also  took  upon  himself  to  say  that 
the  Admiralty  did  not  know  what  these 
harbours  along  the  coast  of  England  would 
contain — a  line-of-battle  ship,  frigate,  or 
corvette.  The  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
have  fallen  into  a  greater  error  respecting 
the  facts  of  the  case,  for  every  information 
which  could  be  required  on  the  subject  was 
in  the  possession  of  the  hydrographical  de- 
partment; the  charge  against  it,  therefore, 
was  without  foundation.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman insinuated  that  he  (Captain  Ber- 
keley) and  other  Gentlemen  had  not  read 
the  report  of  the  commissioners  on  tidal 
harbours  ;   but  he  could  state  that  he  had 


taken  as  much  trouble  on  the  subject  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  to  read  and 
make  himself  master  of  that  document; 
and  he  should  have  felt  that  he  had  greatly 
neglected  his  duty  if  he  had  not  done  so. 

Mr.  rice  felt  bound,  as  a  member  of 
the  Tidal  Harbour  Commission,  to  pay 
his  humble  tribute  of  respect  to  Captain 
Washington  for  the  great  attention,  assi- 
duity, and  industry  manifested  by  that 
gallant  officer  on  all  occasions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose,  how- 
ever, had  mixed  up  two  distinct  subjects, 
namely,  the  tidal  harbours  and  the  har- 
bours of  refuge,  which  had  no  necessary 
connection  with  each  other.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  the  Admiralty  was 
totally  ignorant  as  to  what  was  going  on 
respecting  these  harbours;  he  could  state 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  visited 
the  works  at  Dover  and  Harwich  within 
the  last  few  weeks.  Then  as  to  the  sta- 
bility of  the  work,  he  believed  nothing 
could  be  better  or  more  satisfactory  than 
the  progress  of  the  works  under  Mr. 
Walker  and  other  eminent  engineers. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  it  very  hard 
that  the  Admiralty  should  be  censured  for 
reducing  their  staff  of  officers,  when  the 
First  Lord  declared  that  this  was  done 
from  a  feeling  of  economy,  and  could  be 
effected  without  injury  to  the  public  ser- 
vice. The  Goveniment  stated  that  they 
had  done  this  on  their  own  responsibility; 
and  because  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
protect  some  pet  child,  he  (Mr.  Henley) 
did  not  think  they  should  be  blamed  for 
their  desire  to  effect  a  saving. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  asked  which 
department  was  originally  responsible  for 
the  original  plan  of  the  harbours  of  refuge, 
and  which  department  was  responsible  for 
the  expenditure,  and  seeing  that  the  works 
were  duly  executed? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied,  that  the  works  had  been 
undertaken  in  conformity  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  commission  appointed  by 
the  late  Government.  The  Admiralty  was 
charged  with  the  responsibility  for  the 
works.  The  whole  circumstances  connect- 
ed with  them  was  fully  explained  by  him 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Miscellaneous 
Estimates,  to  which  he  would  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  did  not  think  that 
the  present  conversation  had  been  altoge- 
ther useless.  It  appeared  from  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  last  year  on 
the  Navy  Estimates,  that  the  Admiralty 
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vas  held  responsible  for  the  ezpeBditnre; 
but  Lord  Ancklaad  stated  Uiat  the  scale 
of  the  OBtlaj  had  not  been  laid  before  that 
board,  and  the  plan  and  outlay  did  not  rest 
with  it.  It  appeared  that  the  detail  of 
the  expenditure  was  under  the  direction  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  did  not  think  this  joint 
control  was  one  with  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  be  satisfied.  The 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty appeared  to  him  to  be  perfectly 
satisfactory.  It  appeared  that  the  Ad- 
miralty hereafter  would  be  fully  responsible 
for  the  expenditure,  as  that  department 
would  no  longer  be  satisfied  with  the  re- 
ports of  the  last  engineers  engaged  on  the 
works  alone,  who  might  have  an  interest 
to  encourage  a  large  outlay.  It  was  there- 
fore intended  that  the  works  should  be 
inspected  by  Uie  other  Goremment  oflScer, 
Colonel  Irvine,  who  was  the  director  <^ 
tiie  engineering  and  architectural  works 
connected  with  the  Admiralty.  He  did 
not  think  that  there  could  be  a  more  satis- 
factory arrangement. 

Captain  PECHELL  said,  that  at  an 
early  part  of  the  Session  he  drew  the  at- 
tention of  the  ^rst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  the  system  of  the  distribution  oi  medals 
to  the  officers  and  seamen  of  the  Nayy; 
and  the  House  was  given  to  understand 
that  there  would  be  a  reconsideration  of 
the  several  claims.  There  were  many  ac- 
tions in  which  the  approbation  of  the  Ad- 
miralty was  specially  given,  and  the  coun- 
try never  intended  that  these  parties  should 
be  excluded  from  the  advantage  of  a  me- 
dal. For  many  of  these  actions  the  Order 
of  the  Bath  had  been  given.  That  such 
a  distinguished  officer  as  Admiral  Owen 
should  not  be  in  possession  of  a  medal  did 
appear  something  extraordinary.  In  an- 
other place  he  understood  Earl  Grey  said, 
that  such  actions  as  he  had  mentioned, 
which  had  received  the  special  approbation 
of  the  Admiralty,  should  be  excluded  from 
the  receipt  of  the  medab. 

Mr.  GROGAN  said,  the  question  was 
one  which  created  much  interest  in  the 
country.  Many  officers  who  had  distin- 
guished themselves  in  the  command  of 
boats  were  wholly  excluded  from  partici- 
pating in  the  distinction  which  the  medal 
conferred. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  stated,  that  he 
could  not  only  say  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
great  difficulty  to  decide  as  to  what  claims 
should  be  admitted ;  but  ho  knew  that 
both  the  late  Lord  Auckland  and  the  Duke 


of  Welliiigton  entirelj  agraed  thai  t&qr 
mast  be  guided  by  eertain  mles.  It  was 
difficult  to  decide  now  as  to  the  peculiar 
merits  of  actions  between  1793  and  1815. 
It  was  held  that  they  could  not  be  iofla- 
enced  by  any  case  of  iadividaal  condnot. 
It  was  agreed  by  both  the  diilngiiished 
persons  he  had  alluded  to,  whoB  officers 
were  promoted  at  the  time  of  an  Aetimiy  or 
received  other  marks  of  approbatioii,  thej 
were  not  now  entitled  io  medals.  Tb^ 
were  unwilling  to  pass  by  daims;  but  th« 
Duke  of  Wellington  had  stated  that  if 
they  did  not  draw  a  distinetioQ,  erery  man 
in  the  service  of  the  Crown  during  the  last 
war  might  put  in  a  elaim.  There  was  ewetj 
desire  to  do  justice  to  aU;  but  the  House 
must  see  that  there  must  be  some  roles, 
and  he  did  not  know  how  any  mles  eonld 
be  drawn  which  would  not  appear  hsnh 
in  some  cases.  He  had  had  a  great  manj 
communications  with  the  Duke  of  Wdling- 
ton  on  the  subject,  which  had  eoiiyinced 
him  that  no  better  rules  could  have  been 
drawn  than  those  acted  upon. 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

COMPOUND  HOUSEHOLDEBS  BILL, 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Sm  W.  CLAY,  in  moving  tiie  Seeend 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  he  waa  aorrj  to 
trouble  the  House  with  any  observations 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session  ;  bat  it 
would  give  great  satisfaction  to  a  large 
body  of  hous^dders  if  the  House  were 
to  ratify  the  principle  <^  relief  embodied 
in  the  Bill.  The  question  lay  in  a  nnti- 
shell,  and  with  the  permission  of  the  Honae 
he  would  shortly  explain  it.  Hon.  Mem^* 
hers  were  awure  that  the  new  firanehise 
created  by  the  Reform  Bill  was  giren  to 
householders  occupying  tenements  of  s 
certain  yearly  value,  having  resided  witUa 
the  borough  for  which  they  daimed  to 
vote  for  six  months,  and  having  oceupied 
a  tenement  for  twelve  months.  The  other 
condition  was,  that  they  should  have  paid 
up  all  rates  and  taxes.  The  machinery 
provided  by  the  Reform  Bill  for  carrying 
the  principle  into  effect  was,  that  the  over- 
seers of  every  parish  were  required  to 
make  out  a  list  of  persons  occupying  tene- 
ments of  10^  yearly  value,  and  who  had 
paid  their  rates  and  taxes.  From  the  list 
so  prepared,  the  clerk  of  the  peace  made 
out  the  register  of  votes.  Now,  in  very 
many  of  the  large  parishes  in  Bnglaad, 
and  especially  in  the  metropolitan  parishes, 
there  were  local  Acts  empowering  the 
parish  officers  to  eompound  with  the  ownera 
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of  houses  for  the  pftjmeQt  of  rates ;  and 
this  power  was  rerj  extensiFely  acted 
upon.  A  deduction  was  allowed  of  25  per 
cent,  and  the  consequence  was,  that  the 
owner  of  50  or  100  small  houses  ohtained 
no  inconsiderahle  profit  hy  calling  on  his 
tenants  to  pay  him  the  full  rate,  while  he 
had  a  discount  of  25  per  cent.  The  only 
name  in  the  rate-hook  was  that  of  the 
person  who  paid  the  rate,  and  the  conse- 
quence was,  that  for  seFeral  years  suhse- 
quent  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
the  occupiers  of  such  houses  known  as 
compound  householders,  had  been  com- 
pletely disfranchised.  It  was  contended 
that  a  remedy  was  proyided  under  the  30th 
section  of  the  Reform  Act,  which  enacted 
that  a  person  occupying  a  house  in  a 
borough  of  the  yearly  value  of  lOi.,  and 
who  had  been  omitted  by  the  overseer, 
might  claim  to  be  registered  on  tendering 
the  payment  of  his  rate.  The  tide  of  re- 
vising barristers  had  all  been  in  that  direc- 
tion, and  they  were  confirmed  by  two  de- 
cisions in  the  Common  Pleas.  But  the 
Common  Pleas  decided  that  there  should 
be  payment  of  every  rate.  The  state  of 
things  then  was  this.  The  compound 
householder  might  claim  to  be  registered, 
provided  that  after  every  fresh  rate  he  put 
in  his  claim  and  tendered  any  rate  that 
might  be  then  due;  but  the  result  was  vir- 
tual disfranchisement,  as  there  were  few 
who  for  the  sake  of  a  political  privilege 
would  attend  and  put  in  a  claim  to  the 
franchise  four,  and  in  some  cases  six,  times 
a  year.  The  evil  was  deeply  felt  in  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  where,  as  he  was  inform- 
ed— he  did  not  pledge  himself  to  the  num- 
bers— there  were  upwards  of  16,000  house- 
holders thus  disfranchised.  In  one  parish 
alone,  as  he  was  informed,  there  were 
3,500  persons  entitled  to  vote,  but  of  these 
only  300,  constituting  a  franchise  associa- 
tion, had  claimed  to  be  put  upon  the  regis- 
ter. He  was  sure  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  such  a  state  of 
things  demanded  a  remedy;  and  what  he 
proposed  to  do  in  his  Bill  was  to  put  the 
compound  householders  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  40«.  freeholders — that  was  to 
say,  to  require  from  them  only  one  claim 
for  the  franchise,  that  being  the  require- 
ment of  the  37th  section  of  the  Reform 
Act.  All  other  persons  being  qualified 
were  placed  on  the  register  without  their 
own  act,  but  the  40«.  freeholders  in  coun- 
ties were  obliged  to  make  one  claim.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  there  would  be  any 
objection  to  the  principle  of  this  measure. 


Some  of  the  machinery  might  be  thougiii 
clumsy;  but  he  did  not  think  that  any  mie 
would  consent  to  keep  from  the  fraaehsBe 
persons  who,  both  by  occupation  and  pay^ 
ment  of  rates,  ware  entitled  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beeond 
Time." 

Mb.  HENLEY  agreed  that  this  was  no 
question  of  franchise.  The  only  question 
was,  whether  the  machinery  by  which  it 
was  proposed  to  alter  the  mode  whereby 
these  parties  could  claim  the  franchise,  was 
a  right  machinery.  It  was  proposed  that, 
once  upon  the  register,  they  should  re- 
main there  till  objected  to.  The  overseers 
would  have  no  knowledge  whether  they 
even  remained  in  the  parish.  Freeholders, 
to  ever  so  low  an  amount,  could  not  fairly 
be  put  in  the  same  category  with  easily 
fluctuating  lodgers.  Besides,  it  was  hardly 
fair,  in  so  thin  a  House,  at  the  close  of  the 
Session,  to  catch  a  second  reading  by  way 
of  affirming  the  principle  of  a  Bill,  which 
could  not  really  be  proceeded  with  In  this 
Session.  He  would  therefore  move  thai 
it  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,*'  and  at  the  end  (^  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three 
months.*' 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 

Loan  J.  RUSSELL  agreed  that  Oiis 
was  not  properly  a  question  of  franchise, 
but  of  regulation ;  but  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  if 
he  meant  that  no  remedy  was  required 
upon  this  subject.  The  lieform  Act  gave 
the  right  of  voting  to  these  persons;  but  it 
appeared  that  the  only  mode  in  which  they 
could  assert  and  maintain  their  rights  was 
so  difficult  and  vexatious,  that  practically 
they  had  not  the  right  which  the  Ri^mi 
Act  intended  that  they  should  have.  He 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  must  say  that  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  had  made  out  his  case  in  that 
respect;  and  that  if  a  man  was  obliged, 
whenever  a  rate  was  made,  to  go  afresh  to 
the  overseers,  and  ask  to  have  his  nama 
put  upon  the  rate-book,  and  constantly  be 
present  to  renew  his  claim,  he  was  pr»F 
vented  from  enjoying  the  right  the  Reform 
Act  gave  him.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  Agreed 
that  the  right  ought  not  to  be  given  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  leave  any  doubt  as  to 
the  person  being  really  the  householder  he 
was  described  to  be,  and  really  aQ  inhabit 
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tant  of  the  parish;  bat  there  could  be  some  * 
seeuntT  under  this  Bill,  in  the  party,  be-  - 
ing  on  the  register,  baring  constantlT  to 
par  the  rates.  He  would  rote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiU,  because  he  ad- 
mitted that  this  was  a  case  lequiring  a 
remedj;  but  at  the  same  time,  if  ther 
went  into  Committee,  care  must  be  taken 
that  the  person  claiming  the  rote  was  per- 
sonallT  liable  for  the  pajment  of  the  rates, 
and  that  his  name  stood  upon  the  books 
as  the  person  charged  with  the  payment  of 
them,  and  that,  unless  it  was  found  he  had 
paid  the  rates  up  to  the  time  which  the  law 
r>eiquired.  be  would  not  be  entitled  to  a 
Tote. 

Mb.  XEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
that  the  noble  L(»d  was  about  to  rote  for  . 
the  principle  of  a  Bill  the  machinery  of 
wbiek  he,  a:  the  same  time,  confessed  was 
inoperatiTe.  If  the  Bill  passed  into  a  law,  j 
all  the  securities  proTided  by  the  Reform 
Bill  would  be  completely  lost*  Upon  this  ; 
subject  he  be^^:ed  leare  to  quote  the  opin- 
km  oi  LoTxi  Denman.  In  the  case  of  *'  The 
Queen  r.  Biidgnorth."  10  Adolpkus  amd 
jE7ii>.  t*6.  ii  appeared  that  payments  had 
been  =iade  to  the  OTcrseer?  in  gTV»s  sums, 
s«me  of  ifce  parties  stating  that  they  had 
not  amh  censed  such  payments,  and  did  not 
know  of  them  till  after  they  woe  made. 
Ixrd  Deninan  said —  i 

-  If  rite  Tcaroc*  ^eMrfiifd  m^tre  lo  ywriSI, 
liifrt  ^<''zl^  ie  iTttftS  dajifvr  <»f  ike  k>os:  «k-»- 

ni*^   sioll  iaTY  hMfi  paid.  c«tiemj*i»iei   sont 
javMBH  l-x  ibe  party"*  owa  band.*"  \ 

Ms.  KOEBUCK  put  it  to  the  noWe 
Lc*rd  the  First  Ifinister  of  the  Crown, 
whether  ::  was  not  a  useless  waste  of  time 
i^y  be  d:>f Tissing  this  question  !  They  had 
xenr  i:r;pcr:A2i  business  before  them,  and 
he  must  say  he  thought  :t  a  complete  waste 
of  tine  at  such  a  period  of  the  Session  to 
1*  er;jrairtvl  in  an  5d!e  discussion  like  this.    ; 

SiN  ,T.  GRAHAM  said,  he  a^nrwd  with 
the  hcD.  :::id  '.eamei  Memlier  for  Sheineld 
in  thiiik:^^  that  th:s  was  a  r^c^t  lament- 
ab'e  ani  inexensarOe  loss  of  time:  and  if 
the  h*::.  Barcnet  pt-rsisted  in  lor^^iniT  the 
matter  t.-*  a  d:Tis:on.  he  should  feti  it  his 
dsty  t^  T.te  against  him.  He  admitted 
the  prei:::s<s  of  the  noble  Loid.  but  he 
WAS  > -rry  t  o  say  he  had  come  to  the  rery 
OT'pc'sitc  ec-/:i:>:on  that  the  noble  Loid  had 
arrived  s:.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
bocseho.ioT^  in  the  positiv^n  described  ly 
the  hon,  Barv^tet,  were  entitknl  to  the  frais 
cbise,  and  that  same  dificulty  existod  in 
obcaicix^  the  right  to  exencise  that  tiazi- 


chise;  he  also  agreed  thai  a  remedy  ought 
tm  be  provided,  but  that  dus  vaa  not  the 
remedy.  In  these  eireumstaneeB  lie  could 
not  consent  to  rote  for  the  BOl  before  the 
House. 

Sib  W.  clay  had  great  vnvillingiien 
to  withdraw  the  Bill  after  the  hostile  ex- 
pression of  <^ini<m8  from  the  other  aide. 
HowcTcr,  as  the  noble  Lord  at  the  bead  of 
the  GoTcmment  had  expressed  his  eooTie- 
tion  that  the  grieTanee  was  one  wliieh 
ought  to  be  remedied,  he  woold,  at  his 
suggestion,  withdraw  the  BHU  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  if  the  noUe  Lord  did  not 
next  Session  bring  in  a  BiD,  he  shoold 
himself  deem  it  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Am^idment  and  ModoD»  by  lesTe,  with- 
diawn. 

BANKRUPT   LAW  C0X50LIDATI0X  BILL. 

On  the  IfotioQ  for  eoosidenng  the 
Amendments  to  this  Bill, 

Mr.  roebuck  obserred,  that  bj  the 
256th  Clause  certain  acts  were  set  down 
as  offences — there  were  nine  of  them — 
and  if  the  court — that  was,  a  single  Judge 
— should  be  of  opinion  that  the  baakmpt 
had  been  guilty  of  any  ooe  of  these  nine 
offences,  he  mi^t  revise  the  eertificmtes, 
and  then  all  the  debts  prored  under  the 
commission  became  judgment  debts,  and 
any  one  of  the  creditors  might  take  the 
bankrupt  in  execution,  and  incarrerate  him 
in  gaol  for  a  year,  the  coort  baring  the 
power  to  release  him  within  tiiat  time. 
He  was  aware  that  in  the  fwesent  bank- 
rupt law  something  like  the  same  prin- 
ciple was  estaKish^,  but  he  was  anxioas 
it  should  not  be  extex>ded.  He  had  sereral 
objections  to  the  jwesent  danse.  The 
ni^t  was,  that  they  thereby  deprired  ererj 
bankrupt  of  the  power  to  be  tried  bj  a 
jury  of  his  cvHintry.  and  gare  the  right  to 
every  siode  bankruptcy  Judge  to  deride 
that  the  debtor  was  guilty  of  the  offences 
nanoei  in  the  daase — not  upon  the  issue 
joined  on  the  c^jestion.  not  upon  a  solemn 
trial,  bnt  tJH'y  allowed  the  comment  or 
dictun:  of  the  Jt>d^  to  determine  whether 
a  inan  was  a  frandcletit  debu^r  or  not, 
Tbey  not  only  gave  this  power  to  the 
Judge,  but  they  enabued  the  creditor  to 
in^prisi-n  the  debtor  for  a  year :  thus  au- 
thorising the  |vvBod  of  £esh  to  be  taken 
ircni  the  debtor,  ai>a  imprisoning  him  be- 
sides, for  baring,  it  mirfst  be,  incurred  the 
anprr  of  a  cry^ditor.  He  must  say  that  he 
was  rory  unwilling  to  trust  the  kindness  of 
those  who  laid  h  down  as  a  principle  that 
cx\*ry  delator  was,  of  necessity,  a  rogue. 
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and  every  creditor  an  honest  man.  A  cre- 
ditor, it  should  be  remembered,  very  oftfen 
gave  a  man  money,  well  knowing  that  he 
was  giving  it  to  a  person  who  was  incapable 
of  refunding;  and,  therefore,  the  creditor 
ought  not  to  be  given  a  power  which  the 
criminal  law  ought  only  to  exercise,  that 
of  imprisoning  a  man  for  a  year.  What 
did  the  debtor  do  at  present  ?  When  he 
came  into  court,  he  gave  up  all  that  he 
had.  The  bankruptcy  law  was  not  a  crimi- 
nal law.  It  administered  the  assets  of  an 
unfortunate  debtor.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  ought  to  make  a  civil  judge 
a  criminal  judge;  and  he  asked  of  them  to 
make  a  slight  alteration  in  Clause  256,  to 
meet  the  views  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of 
propounding.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
court  saying  to  the  bankrupt — **  I  believe 
you  to  have  been  guilty  of  destroying  a 
book,  paper,  or  document  fraudulently,  and 
I  will  order  the  assignee  to  institute  a 
prosecution  against  you  in  the  criminal 
courts."  They  had  made  a  proviso  to 
this  effect  in  another  clause,  and  he 
moved  that  they  do  the  same  in  Clause 
256, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
believed  the  general  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  in  favour  of  this  provision  in 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leomin- 
ster, although  he  objected  to  some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  did  not  oppose 
this.  It  had  also  received  the  universal 
assent  of  the  trading  classes.  He  knew 
that  the  gentleman  to  whom  the  commer- 
cial classes  in  the  city  of  London  had  in- 
trusted this  Bill  were  favourable  to  it,  as 
well  as  the  deputations  which  had  come  up 
from  various  parts  of  the  country.  Under 
such  circumstances  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the.  commercial  and  trading 
classes  were  favourable  to  these  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  He  would  shortly  point  out 
what  was  their  effect.  As  the  law  now 
stood,  a  Commissioner  of  Bankrupts  had 
the  power  of  withholding  a  certificate  with- 
out protection.  Therefore,  for  any  one  of 
these  offences,  or  for  some  not  nearly  so 
great,  the  commissioners  would  suspend 
the  certificate.  This,  therefore,  was  in 
the  shape  of  a  specific  notice  to  traders  as 
to  the  punishment  to  which  they  would  be 
liable  if  they  were  guilty  of  certain  acts. 
Many  of  these  offences  were  now  defined 
by  the  law  as  it  stood  as  misdemeanors, 
and  might  be  punished  accordingly,  and 
they  were  merely  specially  pointed  out  in 
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this  Bill.     The  object  was  to  leave  the 
course  of  law  in  full  force. 

Mr.  BERNAL  conceived  it  highly  in- 
convenient that  one  of  the  most  important 
measures  which  could  come  under  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  should  come  down  at 
the  end  of  the  Session.  This  code  of  laws, 
in  the  shape  of  a  Bill,  was  of  greater  im- 
portance than  any  other  that  had  been  be- 
fore the  House  during  the  Session,  for 
upon  the  state  of  the  law  of  debtor  and 
creditor  the  prosperity  of  the  country  de- 
pended. They  were  now  asked  to  pass  a 
Bill  of  this  nature  within  two  or  three  days 
of  the  prorogation .  He  declared  that  he  had 
been  positively  afraid  to  read  such  a  long 
Bill,  and  he  believed  that  many  of  his  hon. 
Friends  entertained  the  same  opinion.  He 
agreed  altogether  in  the  opinion  expressed 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  as  to  the  objectionable  nature 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  alluded  to  by 
him,  which  called  for  the  serious  attention 
of  the  House.  He  most  strongly  objected 
to  their  adopting  such  a  measure  merely 
because  it  came  down  backed  with  the  re- 
commendation of  a  Select  Committee.  If 
the  House,  as  a  legislative  assembly,  was 
to  depute  such  powers  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, it  might  as  well  abandon  its  func- 
tions. In  the  course  of  the  Bill  going 
through  Committee  yesterday,  many  of  the 
anomalies  of  the  bankrupt  law,  as  described 
in  that  Bill  struck  him  with  amazement. 
The  12oth  Clause  appeared  to  him  to  be 
one  of  the  most  tyrannical  enactments  he 
had  ever  met  with.  It  empowered  the 
court  to  issue  an  order  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  direct  that  all  letters  addressed 
to  the  bankrupt  should  be  transmitted  to 
the  official  assignee  and  opened  by  him, 
[The  Attorney  General  said,  this  was 
only  a  part  of  the  old  law.]  He  knew  this; 
but  when  this  Bill  was  sent  to  the  Commit- 
tee it  was  their  duty  to  consider  the  whole 
extent  of  the  bankrupt  law  as  embodied  in 
the  Bill,  for  what  was  bad  in  the  old  law 
they  were  bound  to  rescind.  The  clause, 
how^ever,  to  which  he  alluded  empower- 
ed the  court  to  direct  the  Postmaster 
General  to  withhold  all  correspondence 
from  the  bankrupt,  and  authorised  the 
official  assignee  to  open  all  letters  for  him 
for  a  period  of  three  months,  and  the 
court  might  renew  such  order  for  a  similar 
period  from  time  to  time.  The  object  of 
this  was  in  consequence  of  a  suspicion  that 
the  bankrupt  was  likely  to  be  guilty  of 
fraud,  and  a  concealment  of  his  property 
from  the  assignee  of  the  court.  This  pro« 
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co-y^Tiz  wi  5  in  his  mind  m?«t  objeoi  ion  able.  '  scat  the  discretion  the  commissioners  pos 

sessed  to  wjihhoM  or  rrract  a  certificate 
was  wit:: 'J a:  eonirol.  The  Bill,  after  enu 
meratin?  certain  aots  o:  n:  i  scon  due  t,  mos 
or  which  were  already  indictable  offences 
proceeded  t.>  e::ae:  that  -jp-^n  saiisfacton 
pr.>j:  that  ihe  bankrupt  had  been  goiltT  ol 
anj  of  those  o fences,  tlie  commissionei 
sh:-j;d  re:.i?e  or  suspend  the  certificate  foi 
a   limited  time:  and   the   consequence   o: 


II 0  b •: '. ■ : " ■:■  1  s nob  an  enao:mentmu?thave 
escaped  ;'::e  n  j:ioo  o:  ih:^  IIous?,  and  then. 
on  the  -v:h  of  July,  it  was  to 3  la:e  per- 
haps to  pu:  an  end  to  such  a  state  of  thir.gs. 
He  wou'.d  not  encouraj:e  his  hon.  and  ieam- 
t-d  Fr:e:i.i  to  persevere  in  his  Amendme:;:. 
for  he  woull  find  other  parts  of  the  law 
l^eslies  :hat  which  he  had  alluded  to.  to 
bo  so  bad  tha:  a  chance  must  bo  made  in 


thcui.  Mu-*h  as  h?  valued  ihe  ialK)ur  and  such  rerusal  or  suspensiin  would  be.  thai 
ai;en::on  be s: owed  on  the  Bil!  by  the  Mem-  the  bankrupt  would  be  liable  to  be  im 
b-:rs  of  ;he  Committee,  he  was  r.::  one  to  pns*?ned  by  ar.y  of  his  creditor*  or  the  as- 
say, because  they  had  ail:- wed  acd  approved  sijnee?.  That  was  the  prt*pi:»sed  altera- 
of  the  i--?ih  Clause,  and  other  parts  of  the  t:<;n  of  the  law;  an  alteration  which  h< 
bankruT-:  law,  that   he  was  bound  ly  r.^e  believed   to   l-e  called   for,    because    con- 


m  t.:s  acaes:on  to  tnem. 

Ms.  F.  PEEL  felt  called  up-.^n  tj  make 
some  observations  af:er  what   had  fallen 


tr^yzn. 


•^.1 


hon.   and   learned   Mem>:r 


:.T 


She^Held.     He  would,  i 
shortly  eirlain  the  pariicuiar  alteration  :n 
the  law  .;:  bankmptcy  pr>p-:se*i  to  be  made 
bj  this  Bill  t3  which  the  hr..  and  learned 

Member  had   referre-i.      The   H:-se  was  resir.o::-. 

awTi:^.  :ha:  -ron  the  refuse.!  or  the  5u?pen-  pr-.-viden 

$: ;  n  :  fa  c  e  r:*  dca:  e.  t  h  e  c :  n  s  e-r-e ::  ce  :o  t  he  v  ■;  r. :  ir-:  s 

bankrjp:  -"-as  tw-.-f.-li — firs:,  iz.  ref-:rence  rankruT; 

to  his  property,  and  next.  :u  rcrertn^^e  :o  thought, 

hi s  pr:  rs : :: .    Any  r  r:T« rty  whi eh  th -*  :  ank-  pr! n : : :  le 

nr:  ni^h:  i^:ulrf.  whether  by  his  .Tn  in-  *:n.  "K-h-* 

dustry  :r  ':y  Inheritan:;  cr  ^If:.  risse-i  a:  by  snrre: 

tn-:-    A5s:.;3ne^s.    an\i    wxs   ui*:r.-  r:m::n;r 


siderabie  dissatisfacion  was  felt  at  the  in- 
sumciency  of  the  r  resent  law  cf  bank- 
mptcy  to  cht-ck  acts  of  misconduct  on  ih« 
part  of  fraud -lent  bankrupts.  Complaim 
was  made,  that  the  present  law  held  out  f 
r-.-sitive  en-?;ura^emeDt  to  the  breach  o: 
mercantile  engagements  am  one  the  trading 


1  nc-:^ 

c-ntat  .e  ari  <■'  r  j  n"s  crt^llt■ 
als:-  wis  llii.le  to  :«e  take 
a  -adzment  o'::A:n-:'i  by 
hid  ch«en  n:t  to  c;n:e  in  :.nl 
r-rtcv.  3n:  all  credit.;  rs  wh% 
ther  ■£-:*::*  nndfr  the  :ankr 
c.rj.I-jr:'.  t?  hare  clro:e\I  n:: 
at  la-».  ..:.i  w^r-:    :arrr'I  rr.ni 


rs.     ii:s  r-rri- 
in  ti::vn:i:n 
nv  or:'di::r  w! 


-  :.     ^'Vhi: 
n.ake  ercr^ 


r.a^i  pr-Tiii  :?>: 
:toy.  were  mis 
to  rrx'^-.-i   l.vi 


r.:-:sec 
-f  i  un- 


co mm  unity,   and  that.  f:r  waut  of  propei 

res:r:-^t:ve  law*.  rers.:ns  entered  npc4i  im 

pr:  vident  sr«culati:^ns  and  extravajrant  md 

v-cnviris  wi:h  ::her  r->: tie's  capital.     Th< 

rankruTt   law.    Tr::.;   its   origin,    had,    hi 

thought,  l^e-in  ct<n  ::•  this  r:pr:>ach.     Tbi 

■::  that  law  is-^i  :h:= — that  a  per 

:-'n  he  r-x^ame  em";irras^se•i,  micht 

enizriL^  nil  his  rr.Terty,  and  con 

:  :.'  the   rankr-r::v  law  fa   ever 

.  jet  oiS'^narjc-n  :•:  ai-  nis  iieL*ts  Mi 

:i.j  is  if  he  hi. I  raii  thens  ia  full 

r  franlnlen:  his  j.nin.'t  as  a  trade; 

hjTv  l^ren.   :rh;w  little  soever  hi 

r.;v  mi^ht   :-f  .-^.n^  :.^  accident  o; 

une.     But  wl.ilv  :_r  law  thu^  orer 

al : : :?-: : h c r  th  v  o- :  n  i : v :  ■:■:  t h  e  b<i&nk 

-:■-.-:  usly  to  his  Vankr-T:cT,  ii   wa- 

i^iteiy  s.Trr?  £-riin?t   any  acts  e 

•1.;    ::  ^h  :h   he   -  .zht  bi?   ^ilti 

.:   n:.:  in  i-nkruTT.y  t.m^  awarded 

:  T  .:n>n" : •_:  -: ■■  -:  n   . :    U-^i:!.  was  a: 

It  ::.n::ti=-.i  u:-  n  :l:.z  tml:r  wLo  di« 


'  *  -".  :■*   1-an  iru  v  t .  a n  .i  r  u  4  mm  i ■-■. " ' 


.. :      .1.-^  , 


'-  '•''.->  !.  .'ij^te-i,  ac»i 
v.  "^^r.^  capita 
■  n:  jl.:"^j.r.:rs.  pnn 
:i:i.  :  ::  imprtsoo 
:a:  :..£  Iaw  g<-wi 
:  V  ::  j-.*^  2n  tha 
.  u".  -  .:?  -^ay  intJ  xhx 
•:  -  -:  7  T ;.  f  :ak-:  n  fron 
::  --.-..  •:.:  ^rrtntit^ 
1  :  :  li-r  :-:nfLrT^ 
s.T:;..-.ary  t^.-wer  o 
;:• ,:    th-:    .^iniacate 
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The  only  question  till  then  had  been,  whe- 
ther the  bankrupt's  inability  to  pay  was 
real  or  fictitious  —  was  it  a  pretence  or 
not  ?  If  his  inability  to  pay  was  fictitious, 
he  (Mr.  Peel)  had  already  shown  with  what 
severity  the  law  punished  such  misconduct; 
but  if  his  inability  to  pay  was  real,  then 
the  certificate  was  granted  as  a  matter  of 
right,  howerer  fraudulent  his  conduct  as  a 
trader  and  in  the  course  of  his  trade  might 
have  been.  But  even  admitting  his  inability 
to  pay  to  be  real,  another  question  now  re- 
mained behind.  That  question  had  refer- 
ence to  the  cause  of  this  inability  to  pay. 
The  commissioner  had  the  power  to  trace 
the  course  of  his  insolvency,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  had  its  origin  in  accident  or  mis- 
conduct, in  misfortune  or  in  overtrading; 
and,  if  the  latter,  the  commissioner  might 
refuse  the  certificate  altogether.  With  re- 
gard to  this  proposed  power  of  imprison- 
ment, he  understood  one  object  of  it  was 
to  give  the  court  a  more  efficient  control 
over  the  conduct  of  the  bankrupt  anterior 
to  his  insolvency,  rather  than  a  mere  power 
to  refuse  or  suspend  the  certificate  now  af- 
forded. Another  object,  he  thought,  was 
to  provide  a  cheap  and  expeditious  mode 
of  punishing  misconduct  which  could  now 
only  be  punished  through  the  medium  of  a 
prosecution  at  law.  He  believed,  also* 
it  would  check  that  facility  with  which 
the  uncertificated  bankrupt  now  embarked 
again  in  trade,  and  obtained  advances  and 
goods  from  persons  who  had  no  means  of 
ascertaining  his  real  position,  and  who  dis- 
covered too  late  that  all  property  in  his  pos- 
session was  liable  to  be  taken  by  his  assign- 
ees for  the  satisfaction  of  his  antecedent  lia- 
bilitieSk  This  was  the  purpose  for  which  this 
power  was  introduced;  and  he  thought  it 
was  a  method  for  carrying  out  that  object 
the  least  open  to  objection  of  any  that  had 
been  suggested  for  that  purpose.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
seemed  to  object  to  imprisonment  for  debt 
altogether;  and  perhaps  it  might  seem  to 
be  unjust  against  a  bankrupt,  all  whose 
property  had  been  taken  from  him.  But 
it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that  in  the 
use  which  it  was  intended  to  make  of  im- 
prisonment for  debt,  its  scope  and  object 
as  a  civil  process  (which  is  to  get  at  a 
man's  property  through  his  person)  was 
entirely  overlooked,  and  it  was  intended  to 
be  used  only  as  an  instrument  of  punish- 
ment. He  admitted,  that,  in  so  doing, 
they  were  straining  a  process  which  the 
law  had  given  to  the  creditor  with  a  dif- 
ferent view;  but  he  thought,  on  the  whole, 


that,  under  the  checks  provided  by  this 
Bill,  the  power  of  imprisonment  was  less 
open  to  objection  than  any  other  mode 
which  might  have  been  adopted  for  attain- 
ing the  same  object  would  have  been.  He, 
therefore,  gave  this  provision  of  the  Bill 
his  support,  because  it  gave  the  creditor 
the  protection  which  he  really  required, 
and  which  it  had  been  the  tendency  of  re- 
cent legislation  to  deprive  him  of,  and  be- 
cause he  thought  they  ought  to  aim  at 
checking  the  annual  sacrifice  of  bad  debts 
which  took  place  in  this  country  under  fiats 
of  bankruptcy  and  deeds  of  composition, 
which,  according  to  a  calculation  he  had 
seen,  actually  amounted  to  no  less  than 
50,000,000^  Seeing,  moreover,  the  im- 
portance of  the  functions  of  credit  in  a 
commercial  country  like  Great  Britain, 
they  should  do  all  they  could  to  extend 
credit  by  diminishing  the  risk  to  which  all 
capital  invested  in  the  form  of  debt  was 
liable,  and  hereby  placing  credit  upon  a 
just  and  firm  foundation.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  power  of  imprisonment 
for  debt  at  the  suit  of  the  creditor,  subject 
to  the  control  and  discretion  of  the  court, 
was  not  too  extensive  a  power  to  grant  in 
the  circumstances. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  had  heard  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  with  great 
pleasure,  and  also  with  pain.  As  a  warm 
and  sincere  Friend  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  had  heard  him  address  the 
House  with  so  much  perspicuity  with  plea- 
sure, and  with  regret,  because  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  doctrines  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  laid  down.  He 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  was  unlearned  in  these 
matters;  but  still  he  had  taken  part  in 
former  revisions  of  this  branch  of  the  law. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  thought  it 
was  a  great  public  object  of  the  highest 
importance  to  promote  the  security  of  cre- 
dit, and  his  learned  Friend  added,  to  ex- 
tend credit.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  doubted 
the  latter;  but  when  credit  was  withheld 
in  consequence  of  the  great  losses  attend- 
ing the  trade  of  the  country,  if  it  could  be 
traced  to  fraud,  it  should  be  checked  by 
punishment,  but  not  of  an  extremely  heavy 
description.  The  question  was,  whether 
the  policy  which  had  recently  been  acted 
upon  with  regard  to  credit  was  within 
equitable  limits,  or  whether  there  should  be 
a  great  change  after  the  short  experience 
they  had  had  of  the  law,  and  arm  the  cre- 
ditors with  more  summary  powers,  to  be 
exercised  either  by  themselves  or  the  com- 
missioners on  their  b^alf.  The  law  had 
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been  most  accurately  stated  by  his  hon, 
and  learned  Friend,  and  it  was  quite  true 
that  all  the  offences  enumerated  in  the 
256th  Clause  were  indictable  offences. 
The  real  question  was,  whether,  admitting 
that  some  of  these  offences  were  felonies 
and  others  of  them  misdemeanors,  and 
which  the  creditors  were  entitled  to  proceed 
against  by  indictment  as  the  law  stood, 
they  should  now  be  brought  under  the 
summary  jurisdiction  of  a  judge  in  the 
shape  of  a  commissioner  of  bankrupts.  The 
law  of  bankiniptcy  was  distinctly  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  assets  of  a  bank- 
rupt, and  distributing  them  amongst  his 
creditors,  and  incidentally  there  was  the 
power  of  withholding  the  certificate  per- 
manently, or  suspending  it  for  a  time.  At 
present,  a  bankrupt,  for  such  acts  as  were 
enumerated  in  the  clause,  must  be  proceed- 
ed against  by  indictment,  and  for  this  pur- 
pose the  creditors  must  go  before  a  grand 
jury,  and  before  a  petty  jury,  and  before  a 
judge  of  high  station,  while  an  intelligent 
bar  was  present  to  watch  the  proceedings. 
Thus  the  greatest  possible  checks  were 
given  by  the  law  against  abuses.  It  was 
now  proposed  to  give  to  a  single  commis- 
sioner jurisdiction  over  the  bankrupt  in  such 
cases;  and  in  case  the  commissioner  should 
adjudge  against  the  party,  he  was  liable  to 
imprisonment.  Thus  he  was  without  any 
of  the  former  checks  under  the  law  as  it 
stood,  which  secured  a  calm  and  dispassion- 
ate consideration  of  the  case.  He  would 
not  speak  disparagingly  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy;  but 
it  was  well  known  that  the  commissioners, 
in  consequence  of  the  limited  amount  of 
salary  which  they  received,  were  not  taken 
from  those  who  occupied  at  the  bar  a 
high  station.  He  said  it  with  pain;  but 
still  if  they  looked  at  the  conduct  of 
some  of  the  commissioners,  it  would  not 
only  suggest  to  their  minds  that  they 
might  not  be  far  from  prejudices,  but 
that  that  course  might  be  taken  which 
might  tend  to  the  ruin  of  the  future 
prospects  and  character  of  a  bankrupt. 
This  should  make  them  very  cautious 
in  giving  such  large  powers  to  an  indi- 
vidual commissioner.  Then,  again,  those 
persons  would  be  examined  without  the 
check  of  the  bar,  for  there  was  no  such 
check  in  that  court.  In  all  criminal 
suits,  not  only  had  they  this  check  of 
the  bar,  but  public  opinion  operated 
largely;  but  no  such  opinion  operated 
with  regard  to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy. 
All    the   great  Becurities   which  he   had 


enumerated,  were  wanting  before  the 
Bankruptcy  Court.  There  was  the  case 
of  a  man  overwhelmed  with  misfortunes; 
and  when  exposed  to  the  most  seyere 
trials  in  life — at  that  moment,  when  he 
was  visited  with  a  double  attack,  on  his 
person  and  property,  and  when  he  was 
making  every  effort  in  his  power,  to  be 
exposed  to  the  attack  of  a  creditor  who, 
he  would  not  say,  was  excited  with  angry 
feelings,  but  labouring  under  a  feeling 
against  the  bankrupt.  If  any  party  ever 
wanted  protection,  this  was  a  case  for  it. 
The  Bill  as  it  was  drawn  deprived  the 
bankrupt  of  it.  He  entertained  the 
greatest  doubts  on  the  subject,  and  en- 
tertaining such  doubts  he  was  bound  to 
exercise  his  judgment  in  favour  of  the 
weaker  party.  He  thought  the  distinc- 
tion had  been  judiciously  drawn  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield. 
All  the  property  of  the  bankrupt  should 
be  placed  under  the  control  of  the  Court 
of  Bankruptcy;  but  if  he  had  committed 
a  criminal  offence,  he  should  be  tried  be- 
fore the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country; 
for  he  doubted  the  justice  of  confiding  this 
jurisdiction  to  any  other  tribunal,  and 
above  all  to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  as  it 
was  constituted.  Was  this  such  a  case  in 
which  they  should  set  aside  the  general 
mode  of  proceeding,  and  allow  the  ordinary 
course  of  criminal  jurisdiction  to  be  forced 
into  new  channels  ?  Under  his  experience 
of  the  bankruptcy  law,  he  did  not  think 
that  a  power  should  be  given  to  a  single 
creditor  to  imprison  a  debtor  for  a  criminal 
act  on  the  decision  of  a  single  judge,  and 
in  the  absence  of  a  jury  and  a  bar.  On 
these  grounds  he  should  object  to  the  al- 
teration of  the  present  law,  and  ho  per- 
fectly agreed  in  the  view  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  was  aware  of  the  dif- 
ficulty of  legislating  properly  upon  the 
subject;  but  was  also  aware  that  the  trad- 
ing interest  were  so  anxious  for  it  that  he 
would  not  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
opposing  its  further  progress.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  alterations  it  would  effect 
in  the  present  law  were,  upon  the  whole, 
exceedingly  inconsiderable,  for  provisions 
in  favour  of  the  bankrupt,  on  one  hand, 
were  counterbalanced  by  provisions  of  a 
contrary  character  on  the  other. 

Mr.  HENLEY  objected  to  the  clause. 
There  were  other  fraudulent  debts  con- 
tracted besides  bankrupt  debts;  and  penal- 
ties ought  not  to  be  inflicted  upon  one  class 
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of  the  community  which  were  not  provided 
for  another.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber divided,  he  should  divide  with  him. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  said,  that  the 
clause  was  intended  to  operate  only  against 
fraudulent  debtors.  During  his  mercantile 
career  he  had  witnessed  so  many  certifi- 
cates obtained  by  fraud,  that  he  felt  the 
absolute  necessity  of  instituting  some  check 
upon  the  system.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  a  line  should  be  drawn  between  the 
fraudulent  debtor  and  one  who  honestly 
gave  up  his  property  to  his  creditors.  The 
latter,  he  hoped,  would  receive  every  con- 
sideration from  the  House. 

Mr.  SPOONER  agreed  that  a  line 
should  be  drawn  between  the  honest  and 
the  dishonest  bankrupt;  but  he  thought 
several  clauses  in  the  Bill  went  beyond  the 
intention  of  the  promoters  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  89, 
Clause  256,  to  leave  out  the  words  "the 
Court  shall  refuse  to  grant  the  bankrupt 
any  further  protection  from  arrest.'* 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,'* 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Schedules  being  proposed, 

Mr.  roebuck  objected  to  that  part 
of  the  form  for  the  certificate  of  conformity 
(Schedule  Z),  by  which,  after  declaring 
that  the  bankrupt  was  entitled  to  his  cer- 
tificate, the  commissioner  certified  in  the 
words  following,  to  what  **  class**  of  cer- 
tificate the  bankrupt  was  entitled  : — 

"  And  I  further  certify  that  his  bankruptcy  has 
arisen  from  unavoidable  losses  and  misfortunes, 
and  that  he  is  entitled  to,  and  I  do  award  him, 
this  certificate  as  of  the  first  class ;  or  that  his 
bankruptcy  has  not  wholly  arisen  fi*om  unavoid- 
able losses  and  misfortunes,  and  that  he  is  entitled 
to,  and  I  do  award  him,  this  certificate  as  of  the 
second  class;  or,  that  his  bankruptcy  has  not 
arisen  from  unavoidable  losses  or  misfortunes, 
and  that  he  is  only  entitled  to,  and  I  do  only 
award  him,  this  certificate  as  of  the  third 
class." 

He  should  beg  to  move  that  the  above 
words  be  left  out,  objecting  to  the  power 
thus  to  be  conferred  upon  the  Bankrupt 
Commissioner. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served, that  the  commissioner  now  pro- 
nounced, or  might  pronounce,  his  judgment 
in  public — in  open  court — in  a  bankruptcy 
case,  and  it  might  be  reported  and  read  by 
the  whole  world.  The  Bill  only  proposed 
to  enable  the  commissioner  to  append  his 
judgment  in  an  authentic  form  to  the  cer- 
tificate— a  judgment  he  now  delivered  in 
open  court — for  the  guidance  and  satbfac- 


tion  of  those  who  were  going  to  deal  with 
the  bankrupt  in  future.  It  was  clearly 
the  intention  of  the  Bill,  that  in  a  case 
where  bankruptcy  had  wholly  arisen  from 
unavoidable  loss  and  misfortune,  the  bank- 
rupt would  be  entitled  to  a  perfect  and  ab- 
solute release.  If  there  was  no  miscon- 
duct, then  the  bankrupt  would  have  his 
certificate  of  the  first  class.  He  repeated, 
that  the  commissioner  now  gave  his  judg- 
ment and  reasons  publicly;  and  if  he  were 
to  put  them  upon  record  in  the  certificate, 
it  would  at  all  events  make  the  bankrupt 
more  cautious  in  his  future  dealings. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  persevered  in  the  Amendment, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  with 
hira.  He  had  already  stated  the  nature  of 
his  objections  to  this  particular  operation 
of  the  measure,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  entertained  them.  He  would  just 
recapitulate  what  the  House  had  already, 
and  without  a  division,  adopted.  They 
had  given  this  judge  of  the  Bankrupt  Court 
a  considerable  amount  of  criminal  jurisdic- 
tion; they  had  given  him  a  most  ample 
power  over  the  property  of  the  debtor; 
they  had  given  him,  under  certain  limits, 
power  over  the  person  of  the  debtor;  and 
now  they  were  going  deliberately  to  give 
him  a  most  fearful  power,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  over  the  character  of  the  debtor.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  defended  this  provision  upon  the 
principle  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
future  creditors  that  the  true  character  of 
the  bankrupt  should  be  ascertained,  and 
should  appear  upon  the  certificate,  and  this 
certificate  was  to  be  an  enduring  record, 
and  to  be  published  in  the  London  Gazette, 
But  it  appeared  quite  possible  that  there 
might  be  a  case  in  which  a  bankrupt  had 
sustained  unavoidable  losses  and  unavoid- 
able misfortunes,  but  in  which  the  commis- 
sioner might  arrive  at  an  erroneous  judg- 
ment in  consequence  of  a  false  impression 
having  been  conveyed  to  his  mind.  Yet 
this  power  over  the  character  of  the  bank- 
rupt was  to  be  entrusted  to  a  single  judge, 
having  no  assistance  from  any  other  judge, 
or  from  a  jury,  or  a  bar,  to  check  any  error 
of  judgment  into  which  he  might  fall  from 
a  false  impression  on  his  mind;  and  he 
was  to  act  at  once,  and  peremptorily — it 
might  be  hastily — in  a  matter  upon  which 
his  judgment  might  have  been  so  formed 
upon  a  false  impression.  To  one  only  of 
these  judges  was  thus  to  be  given  the 
power  of  inflicting  a  permanent  brand  upoo 
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a  man,  and  of  blasting  for  ever  his  cha- 
racter. That,  he  must  say,  was  a  power 
too  fearful  to  be  entrusted  to  any  single 
judge.  If  he  was  not  much  mistaken, 
there  had  been  considerable  division  of 
opinion  upon  this  question  in  the  Commit- 
tee, and  that  one  of  the  highest  authorities 
upon  such  a  point,  the  Judge- Advocate, 
bad  taken  the  same  view  which  had  been 
advocated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield.  Such  a  power  was  quite 
alien  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  country. 
But  if  it  was  to  be  given  at  all,  there  was 
no  doubt  it  should  be  given  in  the  clearest 
and  most  definite  manner.  Yet  in  how 
capricious  a  form  was  it  cast — "unavoid- 
able losses  and  misfortunes  ?"  Could 
there  be  a  term  much  more  indefinite,  even 
if  it  were  known  to  the  law  ?  But  was  it 
a  term  known  to  the  law  ?  Was  it  not 
new  ?  If  new,  must  not  constructions  be 
put  upon  it;  and  if  constructions  were  put 
upon  it,  would  not  conflicting  decisions  be 
given  by  these  judges  all  over  the  country? 
Again,  what  could  be  more  arbitrary  than 
the  second-class  certificate,  provided  for 
oases  where  the  bankruptcy  was  adjudged 
to  have  arisen,  not  wholly,  but  partially, 
from  **  unavoidable  losses  and  misfortunes  ?  " 
He  could  understand  a  positive  line  of  de- 
marcation between  two  oases  of  loss  or  mis- 
fortune and  of  dishonesty;  but  this  medium 
appeared  to  him  the  most  capricious  and, 
at  the  same  time,  arbitrary  line  ever  at- 
tempted to  be  drawn.  He  should  be  sorry, 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  to  do  any- 
thing to  retard  the  public  business;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  they  were  about  to 
make  an  alteration  in  commercial  law, 
which  it  was  now  impossible  for  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  duly  to  consider. 
Whatever  their  desire  to  uphold  commer- 
cial credit  in  this  country,  they  ought  not 
hastily  to  deal  with  a  principle  in  criminal 
jurisprudence  which  was  new,  and  which 
might  operate  most  injuriously  upon  the 
credit  and  characters  of  men.  He  should 
be  sorry,  in  the  extreme,  if  any  false  step 
in  legislation  was  made  in  this  matter;  and 
he  must  conclude  by  repeating,  that  to  give 
this  great  power,  affecting  both  the  person 
and  character  of  a  man,  to  be  wielded  by  a 
judge,  solely  from  impressions  drawn  by 
himself,  in  the  absence  of  a  bar,  and  un- 
checked by  public  opinion,  did  undoubt- 
edly appear  to  him  most  objectionable 
and  dangerous. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  said,  in  his  opinion 
the  distinction  in  grades  of  bankruptcy 
would  very  much  reduce  the  atigma  it 


bankruptcy  to  an  honest  trader.  And  ho 
could  assure  the  House,  on  the  part  of  the 
mercantile  community,  that  they  were  not 
the  hardhearted  people  they  had  been  re- 
presented to  be,  but  that  they  were  moat 
anxious  to  protect  the  honest  trader,  whilat, 
at  the  same  time,  they  punished  the 
fraudulent. 

Mr.  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  therotes 
of  a  good  many  Members  would  depend 
upon  the  answer  they  should  receive  to  the 
question,  whether  there  was  to  be  a  power 
of  appeal  after  a  certificate  had  been 
given?  and  if  so,  whether  each  class  of 
certificates  would  be  entitled  to  an  ap« 
peal? 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  :  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  appeal  clause  did  not  give  an  ap- 
peal to  each  class  of  certificates. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  find,  by 
reference  to  the  12th  Section,  page  6,  that 
it  gave  the  appeal.  If  there  wei*e  any 
doubt,  however,  he  would  take  care  that 
it  should  be  made  quite  clear  upon  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  should  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  schedule  aa  it 
stood.  In  the  first  place,  he  did  it  for  the 
sake  of  the  really  honest,  but  unfortunate, 
man,  who  was  entitled  to  have  from  the 
commissioner  or  the  court  that  certificate 
of  his  conduct  to  which  one  who  was  not 
free  from  blame  would  not  be  entitled. 
And,  in  the  next  place,  because  the  At- 
torney General  had  assured  the  House  that 
he  would  take  care  to  make  provision  for 
allowing  a  good  and  effectual  appeal. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  proposition  had  been  simply  to  induce 
the  House  to  mitigate  the  severity  of  the 
law. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
113,  Schedule  Z,  line  30,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  same,"  to  the  end  of  line 
3,  page  114. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  subsequently  read  a  Third 
Time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

PROCESSIONS,  Ao.  (IRELAND)— THE 
AFFRAY  AT  CASTLEWELLAN. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  rose  to  move  for 
copies  of  correspondence  between  the  Go* 
vemment  of  Ireland  and  the  civil  and  mili- 
tary authorities  of  the  county  of  Down, 
relating  to  processions,  &c..  on  the  12th 
July. 
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Viscount  CASTLERBAGH  trusted 
the  Hon.  Gentleman  would  withdraw  his 
Motion,  at  all  events  for  the  present,  the 
matter  being  only  now  in  the  process  of 
investigation. 

Sir  G.  grey  entirely  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord.  He 
had  told  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  a 
little  time  ago,  the  Motion  was  one  he 
could  not  agree  to,  the  more  especially  as 
the  investigation  was  only  now  in  progress. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  he  was  sorry 
he  could  not  comply  with  the  appeals 
which  had  been  addressed  to  him  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  for  he  did  not 
feel  he  could  do  so  without  a  neglect  of 
those  duties  incumbent  upon  him  as  an  in- 
dependent Member.  Since  he  last  had 
the  honour  of  addressing  them  on  this  most 
melancholy  subject,  another  murder  had 
been  committed  on  an  unoffending  Roman 
Catholic  by  a  body  of  Orangemen  in  the 
county  Down.  [Viscount  Castlereagh  : 
No,  no  !  ]  He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord 
it  occurred  in  that  part  of  Belfast  which 
stood  in  the  county  Down,  and  the  facts 
were  these  :  It  appeared  that  on  the  11th 
of  July,  a  body  of  Orangemen  attacked  a 
man  of  the  name  of  John  Cleary,  an  un- 
offending Roman  Catholic,  and  murdered 
him  in  a  brutal  and  savage  manner.  In- 
fonnations  were  tendered  to  the  Mayor  of 
Belfast,  once  a  Member  of  that  House,  but 
he  and  a  brother  magistrate  refused  the 
informations  against  four  of  the  parties  who 
were  sworn  to.  But  they  went  further  ; 
they  not  only  refused  the  informations,  but 
they  allowed  the  men  that  were  charged  to 
go  at  large  upon  bail,  respectively  of  51, 
and  102.;  and  to  show  the  contrast  in  their 
conduct,  they  ordered  Daniel  Cleary,  the 
brother  of  the  murdered  man,  to  give  bail 
to  an  amount  which  was  quite  beyond  the 
reach  of  his  humble  circumstances.  He 
was,  therefore,  sent  to  gaol,  and  there 
consigned  to  a  dungeon,  with  his  hair 
cropped,  and  other  such  treatment  as  only 
awaited  felons  ;  yet,  after  two  days,  when 
his  brother  died,  he  was  set  at  liberty. 
This  man  then  applied  to  the  lord  lieu- 
tenant of  the  county  for  the  aiTCst  of  the 
parties  charged;  but,  so  far  as  he  had 
heard,  they  were  still  allowed  to  go  at 
large.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
could  not  neglect  the  only  opportunity  that 
was  offered  him  to  bring  a  case  before 
them  which  had  caused  the  greatest  ex- 
citement in  Dublin,  and  the  rest  of  the 
north.  He  knew  that  there  had  been  a 
flham  coroner's  inquest  held  on  the  body, 


and  the  parties  had  been  whitewashed. 
Well,  it  appeared  that  these  magistrates 
held  a  solemn  magisterial  meeting  after 
the  occurrence,  and  thanked  the  police,  not- 
withstanding the  fact,  which  was  known, 
that  they  had  pursued  the  people,  fired 
upon  them,  and  caused  their  death.  Shortly 
afterwards  a  public  dinner  was  got  up  by 
the  Orangemen  in  Downpatrick,  the  capi- 
tal of  the  county  where  these  events  had 
transpired,  and  Mr.  Beers  was  present, 
and  the  high  sheriff  of  the  county,  Mr. 
Keown,  presided  on  the  occasion.  Mr. 
Beers  made  a  speech  in  which  he  rejoiced 
over  the  occurrences;  he  said,  **  There  has 
been  a  small  blot,if  I  may  be  allowed  to  call 
it  a  blot,  upon  these  great  triumphs. "  Suoh 
was  his  speech ;  yet  that  individual  was  in 
the  commission  of  the  peace,  and  both  he 
and  the  high  sheriff  were  allowed  still  to 
remain  magistrates.  Besides  these  two 
gentlemen,  there  were  three  stipendiary 
magistrates,  who  presided  over  the  murder 
of  the  people ;  but  Mr.  Tabiteau,  and  the 
others,  remained  in  their  office.  He  held 
in  his  hand  the  proceedings  of  the  Orange 
Committee  of  1835.  They  disclosed  mucn 
information  bearing  upon  this  question.  It 
was  there  made  clear  that  the  Orangemen 
of  that  day  conspired  not  only  against  the 
liberties  of  their  fellow*countrymen,  but 
also  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the  suc- 
cession to  the  Throne  ;  and  it  was  also 
more  than  insinuated  that  more  than 
twenty  regiments  had  Orange  warrants  is- 
sued to  them.  That  the  object  was  to 
alter  the  succession  to  the  Throne,  had,  he 
believed,  been  proved  by  Colonel  Fairman. 
In  these  observations  he  begged  to  be  un- 
derstood as  not  intending  to  utter  one  dis- 
respectful word  of  the  Earl  of  Roden  in  his 
private  character,  for  no  man*s  oharaeter 
in  private  life  was  more  highly  respected. 
But  he  was  dealing  with  the  political  cha- 
racter of  the  noble  Lord,  and  with  his  po- 
litical character  only  ;  and  if  his  acts  had 
led  to  a  disturbance  of  the  public  peace, 
and  the  encouragement  he  gave  to  the 
reckless  and  sanguinary  Orange  faction  to 
murder,  how  could  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  re- 
strain himself  from  impeaching  the  noble 
Lord,  as  he  now  did,  before  his  fellow- 
countrymen  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  said  there  was  to  be  in- 
quiry, and  he  wanted  no  discussion. 

Sir  G.  grey  :  What  I  said  was,  thai 
the  subject  was  under  inquiry ;  and  I  sug- 
gested that  it  would  not  be  doing  any  good 
to  have  a  discussion  upon  it  whUst  the  in- 
vestigation was  going  on. 
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Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  the  right  Hon- 
Baronet  had  failed  to  eoaviiiee  Idm  that 
this  matter  oaght  wot  now  to  be  spoken  of 
in  that  Houje.  He  woold  remind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  Her  Majestj  was  likelj 
to  honour  Ireland  bj  pajing  that  coantrr 
a  compLimentarT  nsit.  Xow,  the  mass  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  Roman  Catho> 
lies,  and  thej  be&red  this  a£ur  had  been 
a  wanton,  malieions,  sectarian,  and  party 
conspiracy,  to  deprire  the  people  of  their 
lives.  Unless,  therefore,  the  qilestion  was 
now  discussed — milesa  full  satisfaction  was 
given — unless  there  was  a  perfect  onder- 
standing  that  justice  would  be  done  to  the 
people,  a  great  deal  of  discord  and  dis- 
union, which  might  be  exhibited  in  an  un- 
pleasant  shape,  might  be  found  to  enlist  in 
Ireland  at  a  time  when  every  good  Irish- 
man wished  there  should  be  nothing  but 
peace  and  good-wilL  He  was  hims^  so 
aadous  that  there  should  be  nothing  but 
peace  and  good-will  upon  the  arrival  of 
Her  Majesty,  that  if  any  man  smote  him 
on  the  right  cheek,  he  would  offer  him  the 
left  alao.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Ban>> 
net  these  questions  : — Was  the  Earl  of 
Roden  stiU  a  magistrate  and  deputy-lieu- 
tenant of  the  county  of  Down  ?  Was  Mr. 
Beers  scill  in  the  commission  of  the  peace? 
This  gentleman  had  stated,  at  a  dinner, 
that  the  place  where  the  outrage  was 
committed  had  been  called  Dolly  ^s  Brae 
from  time  immemorial,  but  it  should  now 
be  baptized  '*  King  William's  HilL"  And 
they  had  baptized  it,  but  how  ?  In  the 
blood  of  the  people.  They  murdered  a 
boy  ten  years  of  age,  and  they  shot  an 
unfortunate  woman  of  eighty—for  these 
heroes  were  remarkable  for  wreaking  their 
vengeance  upon  children  and  women.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  county  of  Armagh  was  not  so  liberal 
as  he  was  brave;  but  after  these  transac- 
tions, as  we  were  in  a  transition  state,  he 
did  not  despair  of  converting  him  to  liberal 
opinions.  He  regretted  there  should  be  so 
mach  party  dissension  in  Ireland,  for  whilst 
other  coantries  were  working  out  their 
prosperity  and  independence  by  union,  the 
people  of  Ireland  seemed  as  'd  they  were 
only  working  their  own  destruction  by 
their  party  feelings.  He  condemned  march- 
ings upon  the  17th  March  as  much  as  he 
did  marchings  upon  the  unholy  anniversary 
of  the  12th  July.  And,  after  ail,  what 
was  that  anniversary  i  The  anniversary 
of  a  battle  between  a  Dutch  King  and  an 
English  Stuart ;  and  upon  the  l2th  of 
July  in  every  year  the  followers  of  the  hon. 


and  gallant  Member  for  Arma^  seiet  ta 
celebrate  the  triumph  of  the  Dutch  Krng» 
King  William.  ''  This,"  they  said,  •'  w*s 
the  triumph  of  Procestantisra  over  Catho> 
licism;  we  beat  you  then,  and  we  wiE  con- 
tinue shedding  yoor  blood  till  the  ead  of 
time,  in  the  name  of  King  WiIEul  stiiL^' 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Barooei  the  Hoiae 
Secretary,  however,  to  give  Irekod  tke 
practical  benefit  of  his  interpretalkn  «f 
the  law,  that  all  armed  proceasioos  were 
illegal.  He  asked  the  ri^xt  boo.  Bamoei 
to  protect  the  unprotected  Cathofies  of  the 
north  of  Ireland  against  <>range  aggres- 
sions. What  was  to  prevent  the  Attomej 
General  from  indicting  the  whole  of  liut 
men  engaged  in  the  tranaaetioa  I  Nodu^. 
Bat  h  might  be  said  that  it  waa  mat  coa- 
venient  to  vei  the  Orangemen,  Aey  betn^ 
exceedingly  pugnacioaa.  This  was  m»  rea- 
son why  the  Government  shocdd  not  en- 
force peace,  order,  and  obediesce  to  the 
law.  In  asking  for  the  returns  lor  whieii 
he  moved,  he  was  not  imputing  to  the  Go^ 
vemment  the  intention  of  sappressiiig  aztj 
documentary  evidence  capable  of  throwing 
Ught  upon  the  unfortunate  ciremnstanees 
of  this  a£ur;  but  he  told  them  dbtmctlr, 
that  the  answer  he  had  received  from  tke 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  sati^  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  people  of  LrelaBd 
were  beginning  to  think  that  Proiestaiit 
ascendancy  was  about  again  to  exhibit  its 
deformed  head;  and  that  the  Orange  es- 
tablishment, which  they  had  heea.  kd  t« 
believe  was  in  '"  the  tomb  of  the  Capaletay*' 
was  about  to  be  resuscitated.  Thej  were 
beginning  to  think  that  the  Orange  Assc^- 
ciation  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  tempo- 
ralities  of  that  Church  which  had  caused 
the  people  of  Ireland  so  much  heartburA- 
ing  upon  the  one  hand,  and  so  much  per- 
secution upon  the  other.  Her  MajestyV 
Government,  under  sueh  cireumstanccs^ 
ought  to  be  thankful  to  him  for  aifoniiii|r 
them  an  opportunity  of  disclaiming  any  int- 
tention  to  shield  these  delinquents,  and  for 
pointing  out  to  them  the  parties  who  a^ 
peared  to  have  been  the  leaders  in  the  ca- 
tastrophe. He  was  anxious  that  examples 
should  be  made  of  the  EaH  of  Roden,  Mr. 
Beers,  and  the  stipendiary  magistrates^ 
Why  ?  First,  because  justice  liemanded 
it;  and,  second,  because  such  disturbances 
were  calculated  to  mar  the  march  of  pros- 
perity and  improvement.  Until  all  secta- 
rian and  political  ascendancy  was  p«t  aa 
end  to,  Ireland  would  never  have  peace; 
without  peace  there  could  not  be  bappt^ 
ness;  and  in  the  absence  of  botk»  Irekad 
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could  not  have  prosperity.  In  conclusion, 
he  prayed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  act 
vigorously  in  this  matter.  Let  him  recol- 
lect that  for  a  violation  of  the  law,  William 
Smith  O'Brien  and  his  associates  had  heen 
transported  for  life;  let  him  recollect  that 
for  writing  seditious  articles  in  newspapers, 
John  Mitchell  and  others  had  been  trans- 
ported for  ten  years.  The  theory  of  the 
law  might  be  that  such  offences  were  more 
heinous  than  Orange  murders;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  Orange  murders  were 
the  more  heinous.  He  was  justified,  there- 
fore, in  calling  upon  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, even  before  the  tediousness  of  the  in- 
quiry, to  ascertain  immediately  whether 
these  magistrates  had  been  present  at  an 
assembly  which  under  the  common  law  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  had  said  was  illegal. 
That  fact  being  ascertained,  let  those  ma- 
gistrates be  deprived  of  their  magisterial 
position,  and  some  atonement  be  made  to 
the  survivors  of  the  unfortunate  people  who 
had  been  murdered  on  that  occasion. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copies 
of  any  Correspondence  between  the  Government 
of  Ireland  and  the  Civil  and  Military  Authorities 
of  the  county  of  Down,  relating  to  processions, 
public  meetings,  or  armed  assemblages  of  the 
people,  on  the  12th  day  of  this  instant  July.** 

Mr.  SCULLY  seconded  the  Motion. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  had  already  in- 
timated, in  the  few  words  he  addressed  to 
the  House  before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
brought  the  Motion  forward,  the  reasons 
which  should  induce  him  to  refuse  the  pro- 
duction of  these  papers.  They  were  rea- 
sons with  which  the  House  had  clearly  in- 
timated they  agreed.  It  would  be  most 
inexpedient  to  produce  the  correspondence 
whilst  the  subject  was  under  inquiry;  and 
at  the  same  time  he  could  not  but  depre- 
cate a  discussion  that  could  not  be  produc- 
tive of  any  benefit.  He  had  stated  before, 
and  he  now  repeated  it,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  directed  a  thorough  and 
searching  inquiry  to  be  made  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  lamen- 
table occurrence  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  called  attention.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman called  upon  the  Government,  both 
here  and  in  Ireland,  to  act  firmly  ;  but  he 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  must  say  that  if  they  were 
to  act  in  the  spirit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  they  would  be  punishing 
people  without  trial  or  investigation,  and 
that  their  proceedings  ought  to  be  charac- 
terised by  some  other  term  than  that  of 
acting  **  firmly/'     The  Lord  Lieutenant 


had  acted  with  great  judgment  and  mode- 
ration, but  not  the  less  with  **  firmness," 
in  directing  a  full  and  searching  inquiry, 
and  in  committing  it  to  a  person  fully  com- 
petent in  all  respects  to  conduct  it,  and  of 
whose  fitness,  impartiality,  and  ability  no 
one  could  doubt.  He  did  not  think  the 
House  would  condemn  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
for  having  taken  the  necessary  proceedings 
to  satisfy  himself  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
transactions.  Of  the  other  parts  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  wished  to  say  nothing.  He  only 
hoped  that  Members  who  concurred  in  the 
view  that  he  took,  would  not  continue  the 
discussion,  for  it  could  only  tend  to  pro- 
duce those  results  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  said  he  deprecated. 

Sir  W.  VERNE R  was  sure  the  House 
would  see  it  was  impossible,  after  the 
marked  allusions  made  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  that  he  could  refrain 
from  one  or  two  observations.  He  was 
delighted  that  the  House  had  seen  a  spe- 
cimen of  what  had  so  frequently  taken 
place  at  Conciliation  Hall ;  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  himself  in 
that  House  in  the  same  unqualified  and 
unreserved  terms  which  he  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  using  in  those  meetings.  From 
his  own  knowledge,  and  from  his  expe- 
rience— now  of  nearly  half  a  century, 
during  which  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
holding  a  high  situation  in  the  Loyal  Pro- 
testant Society  of  Orangemen  in  Ireland, 
he  could  give  the  most  unqualified  con- 
tradiction to  every  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's statements  respecting  them.  The 
tale  of  its  having  been  contemplated  to 
alter  the  succession  of  the  Crown,  was  too 
contemptible  to  require  notice.  He  had 
intended  to  move,  as  an  addition  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion,  for  **  a  copy 
of  any  correspondence  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  and  the  civil  and 
military  authorities  of  the  county  of  Down, 
relating  to  processions,  public  meetings, 
or  armed  assemblages  of  the  people 
on  the  12th  day  of  this  instant  July;  for  a 
similar  return  of  any  correspondence  re- 
lating to  a  procession  at  Crossgar,  in  the 
county  Down,  on  the  1 7th  day  of  March 
last;  and  also  of  a  meeting  and  procession 
which  took  place  near  the  town  of  Keady, 
in  the  county  of  Armagh,  in  the  afternoon 
of  Thursday,  the  28th  day  of  June  last,  or 
early  in  the  morning  of  Friday,  the  29th." 
On  the  first  of  these  occasions  there  was  a 
procession  of  armed  Ribbonmen.  Twenty- 
six  Ribbon  flags  were  displayed,  and  sere- 
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ral  shots  were  fired  at  innocent  and  un- 
armed people.  On  the  28th  of  June,  St. 
Peter's  eve,  a  hody  of  500  Ribhonmen 
assembled  near  Keadj,  every  one  of  them 
well  armed.  An  inspector  of  police  went 
after  them,  taking  with  him  about  twenty 
men,  the  whole  force  he  had,  and  they 
found  the  Ribhonmen  training  in  regular 
military  order.  Three  of  the  leaders  im- 
mediately stepped  forward,  and  said  to  the 
inspector,  **  If  you  do  not  interfere  with 
us,  we  will  not  interfere  with  you ;  but  if 
you  attempt  to  move  one  step  against  us, 
we  will  fire  upon  you.**  The  officer  did 
not  feel  justified  in  risking  the  lives  of  his 
men,  and  he  avoided  a  collision.  It  was 
right  and  proper  that  the  House  should  be 
put  in  possession  of  all  such  facts,  and  not 
only  of  one-sided  statements,  such  as  that 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin. 
Nobody  could  doubt  the  loyalty  of  Orange- 
men. On  several  occasions  they  had  vo- 
lunteered their  services  to  the  Government, 
and  Lord  Camden  had  accepted  them.  On 
a  late  occasion,  when  rebellion  was  threat- 
ening throughout  the  country,  the  Protes- 
tants of  the  north  volunteered  their  ser- 
vices to  the  Government  to  act  in  any 
manner  and  in  any  part  where  they  might 
be  required.  The  consequence  was,  that 
the  whole  of  the  troops  in  the  province  of 
Ulster  were  withdrawn  except  two  depots. 
In  whose  hands,  then,  remained  the  pre- 
servation of  the  peace  of  the  province? 
In  those  of  the  Protestants.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  have  alluded  to  the  events 
that  had  recently  taken  place  in  the  county 
of  Down ;  but  as  the  conduct  of  the  per- 
sons present  upon  that  occasion  had  been 
brought  before  the  House,  he  would  read 
a  challenge  sent  to  the  gentry  of  the  county ' 
three  days  previous  to  the  12th  of  July. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  read  this 
document.  It  was  addressed  to  *'  George 
Hall,  Esq.,  Justice  of  the  Peace,**  and  it 
warned  them  not  to  meet  at  Dolly's  Brae; 
and  bid  defiance  to  all  Her  Majesty's  au- 
thorities and  forces;  concluding  thus — 
•*  Repeal,  repeal,  repeal  for  ever !  From 
the  Repealers."  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  also  read  a  report  of  the  proceed- 
ings at  the  dinner  to  Mr.  Beers,  with  the 
yiew  of  showing  that  they  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  transactions  at  Dolly's 
Brae.  He  complained  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  having  called  the  inquiry  be- 
fore the  coroner  a  **  mock  coroner's  in- 
quest." Nothing  could  be  more  unjust  or 
unfoimded;  and  he  put  it  to  the  House 
whelhar  the  use  of  such  expresaioni  was 


justifiable  ?  He  should  not,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet^ 
press  his  Amendment. 

VisoouNT  CASTLEREAGH  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  defend  the  magis- 
trates of  the  county  of  Down  against  the 
attacks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin. 
Those  attacks  refuted  themselves,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  gentlemen  of  Down  eared, 
or  need  care,  very  much  about  them.  He 
thought  it  exceedingly  unfair  towards 
those  magistrates  who  had  been  doing 
their  duty  in  a  time  of  great  difficultj, 
that  at  the  time  when  they  were  about  4o 
undergo  a  judicial  trial,  they  aboold  be 
subjected  to  the  criticism,  and  he  might 
say  the  abusive  language,  that  had  been 
used  in  that  House.  Perhaps  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  one  word  wiUi  regard  to 
these  armed  bodies  being  iUegaL  He 
wished  to  know  why  that  fact  had  not 
been  discovered  at  the  time  of  the  proeea- 
sions  on  the  1 7th  of  March  last;  or  why  it 
was  not  considered  to  be  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Government  or  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  proclaim  the  meetings,  when 
it  was  known  that  they  were  about  to 
take  place?  They  should,  if  neeessarj, 
have  written  to  the  lords  lientenuit  of 
counties  and  to  the  magistrates,  requiring 
them  to  make  known  to  the  people  that 
these  meetings,  from  whatever  side  they 
came,  were  to  be  suppressed.  But  the 
fact  was,  he  believed  great  misapprehen- 
sion prevailed  on  the  subject.  It  was  true 
that  Mr.  Baldwin  had  declared  the  other 
day  in  Down,  that  armed  meetings  were 
illegal;  but  the  Earl  of  Roden  and  the 
other  magistrates  who  took  part  in  the 
proceedings,  had  no  idea  of  anything  of 
that  kind.  It  was  to  be  supposed  that 
even  the  stipendiary  magistrates  did  not 
know  of  the  illegality,  or  that  they  woold 
not  otherwise  have  been  present.  The 
people  were  left  to  act  in  utter  ignorance 
of  the  law.  But  if  the  meetings  were  il- 
legal, why,  he  would  ask,  had  not  the  fact 
been  so  stated  when  the  Government  had 
been  pressed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prevent 
their  taking  place  ?  For  his  own  part, 
he  believed  that  the  subject  was  one  on 
which  great  misapprehension  prevailed,  and 
he  should  therefore  again  protest  against 
those  gentlemen  being  subjected  at  the 
present  stage  of  the  inquiry  to  the  attacks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  who  wished 
to  have  judgment  pronounced  in  this  case 
before  the  trial  took  place. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  justified  in  deseribiiig 
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this  as  an  unfair  movement  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin. 
This  unfortunate  occurrence  in  the  north 
had  created  the  greatest  excitement,  not 
only  in  Dublin,  but  throughout  the  whole 
south  of  Ireland,  and  it  was  feared  that 
the  event  might  lead  to  further  distur- 
bances hereafter.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord,  that  it  was  unfortunate  the 
Government  had  not  taken  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  processions,  when  it  was  known 
for  weeks  before  that  preparations  for  them 
were  in  progress.  That,  however,  not 
having  been  done,  a  responsibility  had 
been  incurred  by  the  magistrates  who  at- 
tended, from  which  they  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  escape.  Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  Repeal  Association;  but  the  magis- 
trates connected  with  that  body  had  been 
dismissed  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace  on  a  few  hours'  notice.  This  sunk 
deep  into  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  at 
the  present  moment,  because  they  felt  that 
equal  Justice  was  not  administered  between 
both  parties.  The  Repeal  Association  was 
never  considered  as  an  illegal  society,  and 
therefore  a  connexion  with  it  w|is  far  dif- 
ferent from  belonging  to  the  armed  assem- 
blage by  which  these  murders  had  been 
perpetrated.  He  •would  advise  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  pre- 
sent, on  certain  conditions.  He  admitted, 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  produce  all  the  cor- 
respondence at  the  present  moment;  but 
when  the  report  on  the  matter  had  been 
made  to  the  Government,  he  hoped  they 
would  consent  to  lay  on  the  table  of  the 
House  all  the  correspondence  that  had 
taken  place  between  the  Government  and 
the  civil  and  military  authorities.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  attained 
his  object,  which  was  to  express  to  the 
country  and  to  the  House  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  people  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken,  when  he  said  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  have  declared  all  pro- 
cessions illegal  before  the  17th  March;  but 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  appealing  to  the 
^  House,  whether  it  was  desirable  that  this 
discussion  should  proceed  further.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  he  might  even 
appeal  to  the  Member  for  Dublin,  whether, 
after  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, that  the  affair  was  under  inquiry 
at  the  present  moment,  it  was  not  more 


consistent  with  justice  and  fairness,  as  re^ 
gards  both  parties — those  whose  cause  he 
professed  to  advocate,  as  well  as  those 
whom  he  prejudged — that  the  discussion 
should  be  postponed  till  all  the  facts  of  the 
case  should  be  fully  and  fairly  before  the 
House,  when  the  House  should  be  in  a  con* 
dition  to  judge  who  were  really  the  aggres* 
sors.  He  thought  that  every  well-minded 
man  should  discourage  these  inopportune 
discussions  on  partial  and  ex-parte  state* 
ments,  when  so  much  excitement  prevailed. 
Hon.  Members  ought  to  bear  in  mind  ths(  ^ 
such  strong  language  as  they  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  was  of 
all  things,  at  such  a  moment,  calculated  ^ 
exasperate  party  feeling,  and  to  aggravate 
those  dissensions  in  Ireland  which  were  so 
much  to  be  deplored;  he,  therefore,  trust- 
ed the  feeling  of  the  House  would  be  against 
any  further  discussion  at  present. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Government  would  extend  the  inquiry 
to  what  had  occurred  at  Belfast.  He  hoped 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  and  others  would  use  the 
influence  which  they  possessed  among  the 
Orange  party  to  prevent  such  processions 
in  future.  He  believed  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  and  the  Earl  of  Roden  had 
never  encouraged  these  processions,  and 
that  they  deeply  regretted  the  dissension! 
which  prevailed. 

Captain  ARCHDALL  said,  he  felt  that 
the  Orangemen  would  not  su£fer  by  anyr 
thing  that  was  said  by  the  an ti- Protestant 
party  in  that  House.  He  would  wish  to 
know  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
and  others  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject, 
had  kept  out  of  sight  altogether  the  rea^ 
sons  which  had  induced  the  Orangemen 
to  assemble.  There  were  hot  only  chal- 
lenges sent  out  to  the  Orangemen,  and 
threats  that  they  would  be  murdered  if 
they  ventured  to  march,  but  the  matter 
was  so  notorious  that  the  Government  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  send  military  to 
the  spot.  With  regard  to  some  observa* 
tions  that  had  fallen  from  him  the  other 
night,  he  thought,  wherever  vulgar  abuse, 
excited  by  religious  hatred  and  political 
animosity,  was  displayed,  it  was  entitled 
to  scorn  and  contempt. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  felt  that  after  the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him,  it 
would  be  unbecoming  to  press  the  Mo« 
tion.  In  reference  to  what  had  been  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  State  for 
Home  Affairs  about  the  Earl  of  Clarendon, 
he  had  to  eipreis  hia  belief  that  in  the 
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Earl  of  Clarendon's  bands   the   question 
was  perfectly  safe.     But  though  he  had 
great  confidence  in  the  Earl  of  Clarendon's 
good  sense  and  impartiality,  he  felt  sur- 
prised that  his  Excellency  had  not  dealt 
with    the    northern    magistrates    as    the 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  with  the  magis- 
trates of  the  south,  who  had  only  inquired 
whether  they  attended  certain  meetings; 
and  on  receiving  their  answers  in  the  affir- 
mative,  removed  them  from  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace.     That  was  a  gross  in- 
justice; but  there  they  had  to  adopt  a  cir- 
cuitous course  by  an  injury.     It  was  his 
opinion  that  the  Earl  of  Eoden  ought  to 
have  been  written  to  and  asked  if  he  had 
attended   the  meeting,  and  if  he  had  he 
should  be  at  once  dismissed.     He  denied 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Ar- 
magh was  correct  in  stating  that  no  refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  Dolly's  Brae  at  the 
dinner,  for  Mr.  Beers  had  stated  "  that 
they  had  baptized  the  spot,  which  in  future 
would  not  be  called  Dolly's  Brae,  but  King 
William's    Hill."     He   thought   that  this 
was  sufficient  to   show  that  allusion  had 
been  made  on  that  occasion  to  the  scene 
of  the  outrage.     He  thought  great  good 
had  been  accomplished  by  that  discussion,  | 
for  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  made ' 
aware  that  such  scenes  could  not  be  acted  .* 
with    impunity.     The    hon.    and    gallant  j 
Baronet   the   Member  for    Armagh    had  i 
commenced  his  speech  with  the  assertion 
that  none  of  hb  (Mr.  Reynolds*)  state- 
ments could  be  proved;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  had  not  answered  than — 
he  had  left  them  ondbtorbed.     He  wonld  •■ 
now  say  to  the   right  hon.  Baronet  the ! 
Home   Secretary,   that   althoogfa   he  had '. 
great  confidence  in  his  sense   of  justice, : 
he  and  those  who  coincided  with  him  were  ; 
of  opinion  that  justice  in  this  case  ooght 
to  have  been  more  rapidly  admimstered.      ; 
ViscorsT  NAAS  be^ed  to  remind  the  ■ 
House  that  when  Parliament  expressed  a  j 
wish  that  the  Orange  Society  should  be  I 
dissolved,    the  Earl   of   Roden   took   the ' 
whole  odium  of  that  act  on  himself,  and 
that  it  was  mainly  owing  to  his  inlluenee  i 
that  the  Orangemen  had  submitted  to  the  ! 
proceeding  so  quietly  as  they  had  done.  ' 
He  believed  there  w^is  no  one  who  would 
be  more  rvioiced  ii  the  recent  processions 
were  to  be  the  last  to  take  place  in  the 
north  of  Ireland*  than  the  noble  Lord  to 
whom  he  alluded. 

.  M.  J.  0  CORNELL  sakL  he  did 
w       to  see  the  Government  act  in  the 
uaBBcr  oia  Uus  occasioa  which  i 


his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
seemed  to  desire.  He  thought  it  most  im- 
portant that  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  deliberate,  and  thai  it 
should  appear  to  every  person  in  Ireland 
as  an  act  of  solemn  justice  rather  than  of 
rapid  vindictiveness. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarts  before 
Eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  27,  1849. 


MuruTES.]    Prsuc  Bills* — 1*  1 

house  Loam  (IiduMl) ;  Slsre  Tiade  (P 

S*  Defrds  io  Leases  SiispeiMion ;  Rnhnys  i 
Tun^ike  Acts  CootinuaDoe; 
Treasury  Imtmments;  C^utoms:  NuianeesRcmoralaiid 
Diseases  PicTCBtkn ;  Gcfienl  Boanl  of  Heydi ;  MeCio- 
politaa  Sewcfls ;  CODSolidatad  Poad  (Apprapnaliaa). 

Beporttd. — Dobtin  Improremeat ;  Pilotage:  New  Foraat 
and  Wakham  Potest ;  llmueipal  CorporatiaeK  (Iidnd)  ; 
CoUeetiaa  of  Rates  (DuMia). 

5*  BanknqKrr  (IidaiMl) ;     Jiii^iai  1i  amaad) ;    Petty 

Bag.  &c  OAees  AmendnMBt;  LoadoD  CocpacatiaB. 
PsTiTioxs  Paasxaran.  By  Eari  FOrteKo^  ftoaa  Ply. 
mouth  aad  Dalkeith,  ia  ftrov  of  the  Ckaa  ^tt^lbei  BUL 
—Bj  Lord  Stmky.  fraaa  Bath  wd  WeOs,  for  a  Altoe». 
tkai  ia  the  Maa^eaaeat  cf  Edaeatkaal  GnalB  ;  aiM  ftroaa 
Tlpperaty,  for  Pratecfioa  fran  nuwtiieled  Fa 
pecitiua:  abo  fioea  Ki^fi 
FSloc^e  BUL-By  Lord  Rcdeadale.  ftoa  ( 
acaiaat  the  Staaii^  tew  Alkma^ees  BiB^— By  tkeEnl  of 
Rochester,  from  Cheiaasfecd,  iieamsK  the  ( 
New  Lieetises  to  Beer  SlKips. — By 
from  Bituid,  ibr  the  Abofitiaaof  I 

BANKRUPTCY  LAW  COXSOUDATIOK 
BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  announced  to  their 
Lordships  that  this  Bill  had  now  come 
hack  to  their  Lordships — a  Bill  wkidi  he 
dedared  to  he  of  rast  importanee  to  the 
law,  in  the  jndicatnre,  and  to  the  meremn- 
tile  commonitj  at  large.  As  he  was  about 
to  ask  them  to  assent  to  all  the  aher»- 
tions  of  the  Commons,  with  the  exc^ptioii 
of  two  clauses,  from  which  he  mvst  msk 
them  to  dissent,  he  would  Tentnre  to  in- 
trade  upon  their  attention  with  a  stmte- 
ment  on  which  he  thought  that  the  &te  of 
thb  BiU  for  the  present  Sessioa  would  ma- 
teriallr  depend.  He  hoped  that  the  Hottse 
of  Commons  would  not  refu;^e  to  accede  to 
his  propotsition,  but  would  meet  him*  as 
he  was  prepared  to  meet  thenu  in  a  spirit 
oi  mutual  accommodation.  The  Bill, 
which,  as  their  Lordships  were  well  aware, 
had  pasised  unanimouslT  in  that  Ho«se, 
had  gv^ne  down  ^re  or  sIj:  weeks  ago  to 
;he  ocher  House  of  Paniameut.  Tkai 
bodj.  approving  of  its  principle,  had  grren 
it  a  sectjod  readiag,  aad  had  referred  liie 
settlement  of  i&  demik  to  a  Sckct  Com- 
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mittee.  Unfortunately,  on  that 
Committee  it  was  not  found  possible,  from 
their  numerous  avocations,  to  place  the 
most  eminent  Chancery  lawyers  who  adorn- 
ed the  benches  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. But  on  that  Committee  were 
some  of  the  most  eminent  Members  of 
the  Common  Law  bar.  The  Attorney 
General  had  himself  taken  charge  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  Committee  could  not  have 
had  an  abler  chairman  (Mr.  Spencer  Wal- 
pole).  The  rest  of  the  Committee  had 
no  particular  concern  with  the  bankruptcy 
law — they  were  mercantile  men  from  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  and  the  city  of  Lon- 
don; there  were  also  some  of  the  Members 
from  the  great  trading  towns  of  Yorkshire. 
The  first  objection  which  the  Committee 
made  to  the  Bill,  related  to  the  form  of  it. 
Now,  he  had  borrowed  the  form  of  it  from 
the  French  code,  which  was  universally 
admired  throughout  Europe,  and  which,  he 
thought,  was  the  most  suitable  to  all  par- 
ties. The  Committee,  however,  departed 
from  his  plan,  recurred  to  ancient  forms, 
and  set  their  faces  against  all  innovations. 
The  bankruptcy  code,  as  he  had  framed 
it,  consisted  of  378  articles,  numbered  in 
succession  for  the  convenience  of  citation. 
The  Committee  struck  out  a  considerable 
number  of  his  **  articles,**  and  because 
they  thought  the  word  "article**  a  bad 
word,  expunged  it  from  the  Bill,  and  substi- 
tuted for  it  the  word  "  sections.**  They 
also  adopted  Roman  and  not  Arabic  nume- 
rals; and  the  Bill  had  been  sent  back  to 
them  with  an  X  for  10,  and  with  a  C  for 
100,  an  alteration  no  doubt  very  important 
and  very  praiseworthy,  but  for  which  he 
could  see  no  reason  whatsoever.  The 
Bill,  however,  so  mutilated,  had  come  back 
to  them,  he  would  not  say  changed  at 
nurse,  but  much  altered  in  its  external  ap- 
pearance. And  all  this  was  done  to  avoid 
innovation,  although  neither  he  nor  any 
other  lawyer  had  ever  heard  of  the  word 
•*  section.**  Then  the  Committee  divided 
the  whole  Bill  into  chapters.  It  was  di- 
vided into  29  chapters,  all  of  which  were 
headed  by  the  formal  words  :  —  "Be  it 
enacted  ** — which  added  something  to  the 
length  of  the  Bill,  but  nothing  to  its  real 
value.  Ho  did  not  object  to  this;  but  he 
merely  wished  to  explain  how  the  progeny 
of  their  Lordships  had  been  altered  by  the 
fostering  care  of  the  other  House.  A  want 
of  the  practical  knowledge  of  the  bank- 
rupt law  generally,  and  also  of  the  work- 
ing of  that  law,  had  caused  the  Committee 
to  make  great  alterations  in  the  Act,  as 


he  thought,  much  to  its  detriment.  First 
of  all,  the  examination  clauses,  to  which  the 
mercantile  community  attached  much  im- 
portance, had  been  left  out  of  the  Bill.  All 
the  provisions  as  to  fraudulent  and  secret 
transfers  of  property  had  been  expunged, 
which  would  not  have  been  the  case,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  had  any  of  his  learn- 
ed Friends  of  the  Chancery  bar  been 
members  of  the  Committee.  Those  excel- 
lent persons  would  either  have  not  struck 
the  clauses  out,  or,  if  they  had,  would 
have  discovered  an  efficient  substitute  for 
them.  He  spoke  on  that  point  from  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  men,  and  also 
from  personal  communication  with  them 
on  the  point.  Another  alteration  had 
been  made  in  giving  power  to  hear  evi- 
dence in  the  Court  of  Appeal,  upon  the 
supposition  that  there  was  an  intermediate 
court  of  appeal  in  which  such  evidence 
was  taken.  Now,  that  intermediate  court 
of  appeal  had  no  existence.  He  had  re- 
ceived, and  would  read  to  the  House,  two 
memorials  from  Manchester — and  the  last 
was  from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
that  city,  dated  July  25,  1849  — both 
stating  that  this  Bill,  in  consequence  of 
these  erasures,  was  not  worth  having,  and 
that  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  should  be  at  once 
rejected  in  the  hope  of  getting  a  better 
next  Session.  Now,  though  he  could 
readily  enough  concur  in  the  chagrin  of 
these  parties,  he  could  not  altogether  co- 
incide in  their  conclusions.  He  could  not 
consent  to  reject  the  Amendments  of  the 
Commons;  for  such  a  rejection  would  in- 
volve the  total  destruction  of  the  Bill.  The 
merchants  of  London  and  the  traders  of 
Yorkshire  agreed  with  the  Bill,  but  la- 
mented the  changes  made  in  it.  They 
were  of  opinion,  for  several  reasons  with 
which  he  would  not  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships, that  it  was  an  important  improve- 
ment on  the  present  law,  upon  which  fu- 
ture improvements  might  be  engrafted  in 
another  Session;  and  such  improvements 
he  pledged  himself  to  introduce  early  in 
the  next  Session.  Clearly  then,  as  prac- 
tical men  engaged  in  accomplishing  a  prac- 
tical object,  it  was  their  duty  to  listen  te 
the  voice  of  London  and  Yorkshire,  and 
not  to  that  of  Manchester  and  Liverpool. 
Nevertheless,  he  felt  some  surprise  and 
great  regret  that  the  Select  Committee  did 
not  take  extraordinary  precautions  to  call 
before  them  the  Bankruptcy  Commis- 
sioners. Mr.  Holroyd,  Mr.  Goulburn,  Mr. 
Fonblanque,  and  others,  had  been  engaged 
for  the  last  18  or  20  years  in  bankruptcy; 


1019  Bankruptcy  Law 


{LORDS} 


CoMclidation  Bill. 


1020 


find  yd  not  oni)  of  thoHO  learned  penon- 
n(((*N  hfifl  l)(M*n  cfil led  before  the  Committee, 
lln  (Lord  nroiif(huni)  went  to  |(ive  his  evU 
dftiiiM!  iM'foro  thorn;  hut  he  wan  a  poor  eub- 
Htitiito  for  Huoli  liif^li  authority  aB  theirfl. 
Hit  rouid  not  help  mentioning  another 
thin^ — that  during  the  alteration  of  thin 
Hill  in  thn  Hidoet  Committee,  another  Bill 
iind  Ix'iMi  H(*nt  up  to  their  liordRhips  which 
hud  hcKii  puHHiMl  nnaniinouRly  in  all  its 
Hta^oN  in  tho  OommonH — which  had  been 
riMid  n  .Hocond  time,  and  committed  by  their 
LordHhipH  —  and  which  was  even  now 
waiting  for  a  third  reading.  Would  their 
liordNhip.H  helievo  it  ? — the  very  clauncs 
which  had  been  rojceted  in  the  English 
Hankruptoy  Connolidation  Dill,  had  been 
iuHiM'tod  in  tho  Irinh  Jtankruptcy  Bill,  and 
puRHod  witho\it  opposition.  Thoir  Lord- 
«hip»  woro.  therofon\  cither  going  to  pro- 
vido  two  diiVeriMit  oodoa  of  Imnkniptcy  for 
tho  (wo  count rioR  on  oarh  side  of  the  Chan- 
nol;  or,  if  thov  wen>  not.  and  wore  deter- 


ment." The  fact  was,  that  matters  of 
Huch  a  nature  must  be  disposed  of  in  con- 
fidence; and  such  was  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  manly  mind  of  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst,  when  he  was  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
such  was  the  doctrine  upon  which  he  acted 
with  regard  to  some  legal  reforms  which 
he  (Lord  Brougham)  had  proposed.  Well, 
the  Select  Committee  examined  witnesses, 
and  among  others,  a  learned  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  They  asked  him — 
**  Have  you  considered  the  Bill  hefore  the 
Committee  as  to  the  administration  and 
consolidation  of  the  law  of  bankruptcy  ?  " 
And  again — "  Have  you  anything  farther 
to  propose  ?  "  What  was  the  answer  which 
the  learned  Judge  gave  ?  It  was  this — 
•*  That  is  a  vcr)-  large  subject.  I  will 
answer  you  any  question  you  may  choose 
to  ask,  but  I  cannot  enter  at  once  into  a 
treatise  on  bankruptcy.  "Whilst  the  Bill 
was  before  tho  House  of  Lords,  not  think- 
ing it  likely  that  I  should  he  examined,  I 


luinod  to  niako  tho  two  Bills  tho  same,  >  oxaminod  it  very  little;  and  it  was  not  till 
thov  must  n»joot  all  tho  clauses  in  the  Bill  it  left  tho  Lords*' — or,  in  other  words,  tiU 
of  the  t'omnions,  as  the  Commons  had  re- '  it  became  a  Bill  under  the  unanimous  sane- 
jtvtotl  all  tho  clauses  in  tho  Bill  of  the  tion  of  the  House — **  that  I  gave  more 
lionls.  Tho  House  of  Commons  had  spent,  :  attention  to  it:  but  it  is  a  pamphlet  of 
ho  bolievod,  just  two  hours  and  ten  min-   more  than  a  hundred  pages."     He  had  a 

profound  respect  for  the  judicial  bench, 
and  more  esj>ocially  so  whilst  those  who 
wear  the  ermine  learn  and  practise  the  first 
lesson  of  practical  wisdom  for  a  judicial 
otKoor.  namely,  that  just  in  proportioD  as 
a  Judge,  by  his  rank  and  dignity,  is  well 
adnptod  for  defensive  operations,  be  is  ill 
adapted  by  his  rank  and  dignity  f(>r  of- 
fensive operations.  He  should  rested  a 
.ludge  in  proponivvi  as  he  respected  bim- 
self,  l\v  showing  that  he  did  not  mistake 
o^>o::re  and  mysterious  sentences  for  pro- 
toi;:id  judgTiient,  smart  decisions  for  easj 
ludio:.^!  sajracity.  and  pert  flippancy  fJor 
]v.^rty  trit.  S,^  lor.g  as  the  Jnd^  allowed 
h'.iu    i.orvl  Br."airha:r.    to  respect  bim,  the 


wtes  in  g*>ing  thixnigh  tho  1?78  clauses  of 
this  Bdl,  allotting,  on  the  aver.ige.  to  each 
elause  iust  tweuty-tive  seconds  of  time, 
which,  no  w.-^s  infonuinl.  was  a  very  largo 
avoragt*  tor  that  House  at  this  peri^Hl  of 
the  Session.  The  rt^sult  of  the  debate — if 
such  it  might  W  calUnl  -which  tivk  place 
u|vn  the  lUU  in  another  place,  did  not.  in 
his  opinion,  ntvossarily  pnwe  that  they 
won^  right,  and  their  Lor^lships  were  wrong, 
Ue  nnist  now  s,^y  v^ne  won!  on  the  exami- 
nation of  the  viinesses  who  .^ppoarotl  bo- 
fort^  the  SoUvt  Oomr.v.ttoe.  Ho  iMntesse^i 
thAt  V.e  \»as  a\inni\i  whoa  he  hear<l  that 
the  House  of  ioniniors  had  ser.t  his  digest 
of  the  o:'.:v,;jini  Ia^  to  ,-»  SeUvt  Oonro.v.tiee 
for  o\,v.v;'o.nror..  He  imr.-.;V.:,^tc;y  Ss^:d  to 
h^. :v. so, t"     * •  ^V V. A\  XK\ \  1  n ox\  Kvovo. e  c :"  r.* y  d^ - 

ce>t  o:  To  *i::vivj.^'.  ':aw.  or.  ti 

Utiyo:^  .  :   «";-.o  o.iv  h.'i^o  Kvr. 
r.> ,<»  V.  ^  X  o,'.  •  •> .  r.  t  a; ; V a  t  p ;-.  V: ' 
ay.-   v:   . :  *i .  ^"^ . » . '  a :  t  i  .• ',  os .  "h  v. :  -  v. 
v;;pt,i    o.v*;'   Tlor*^  a:-o   vot    -cT'. 
Ho.vo   of  v'/r'-iors  OAv/t    Ci^e 
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comprised  in  a  single  sentence — he  alluded 
to  that  which  repealed  all  the  former  Acts. 
With  respect,  however,  to  the  schedules, 
he  had  a  very  different  remark  to  make, 
for  he  found  that  the  Commons  had  made 
numerous  exceptions  which  were  likely  to 
create  very  great  confusion.  There  was 
also  a  slight  omission  respecting  all  the 
salaries  of  all  the  Judges.  There  was, 
moreover,  another  slight  omission,  the 
omission  of  the  word  "  not  **  in  a  most  im- 
portant place.  Then,  the  power  of  making 
rules  and  regulations,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Great  Seal,  had  heen  placed  in  the 
hands  of  eight  commissioners,  including 
the  senior  commissioner.  But,  according 
to  the  plan  now  proposed,  any  eight  com- 
missioners might  in  the  country,  without 
consulting  any  of  the  metropolitan  com- 
missioners, make  any  rules  and  regulations 
they  thought  proper;  and  those  rules  and 
regulations  would  he  of  sufficient  authority 
to  govern  the  proceedings  of  all  the  com- 
missioners, not  only  throughout  the  coun- 
try, hut  in  the  metropolis  likewise.  He 
had  now  only  to  add,  that  he  proposed  to 
make  two  or  three  alterations  in  the 
Amendments  sent  up  to  them  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  Those  alterations 
would  relate  to  executions,  and  to  fraudu- 
lent and  secret  transfers  of  property.  This, 
however,  should  not  prevent  his  proposing 
to  the  House  any  other  measure  on  the 
subject  in  the  course  of  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament.  It  only  remained  for  him 
to  move,  that  their  Lordships  do  agree  to 
all  the  Amendments  made  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  the  exception  of  the  omis- 
sion of  the  first  Clause,  and  in  the  sche- 
dule with  the  insertion  of  the  word  printed 
in  italics. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  had  no  objection  to 
this  Motion;  but  he  hoped  that  when  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  came  more  mi- 
nutely to  examine  the  Bill,  he  would  find 
that  it  was  not  open  to  so  many  objections 
as  it  seemed  liable  to  when  he  first  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  the  subject.  He 
assured  their  Lordships  that  the  Attorney 
General,  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Midhurst,  had  given  the 
measure  their  most  careful  attention;  the 
Committee  comprehended  many  men  of 
great  eminence  in  the  profession  of  the 
law,  and  it  was  evident  that  they  had 
taken  the  greatest  possible  pains  in  revis- 
ing and  perfecting  the  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  declared  that  he 
did  not  mean  to  cast  the  least  slight  upon 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  Mr.  Walpole, 


for  whom  he  entertained  the  highest  pos- 
sible respect. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  hoped  that 
some  Bill  woiUd  be  introduced  next  Ses- 
sion for  the  purpose  of  completing  the 
measure;  but  for  the  present,  his  Lordship 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  Bill  now 
before  their  Lordships  had  better  be  passed 
as  it  was. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  wished  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  presenting  a  petition 
from  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Churchy 
who  held  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Enrol- 
ments in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  The 
House  of  Commons. had  not  abolished  the 
office;  for  if  they  had,  he  might,  perhaps, 
in  the  regular  way,  have  claimed  compen- 
sation; but  they  had  abolished  the  prac- 
tice of  enrolment,  by  which  means  he  had 
been  deprived  of  all  his  fees.  It  was  on 
these  grounds  that  he  hoped  his  claims 
would  not  be  overlooked. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  admitted  that  it 
was  a  case  of  great  hardship;  but  the  of- 
fice was  unnecessary,  and  the  House  of 
Lords  had  no  power  of  giving  compensa- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  Bill  before 
them,  they  must  send  a  message  to  the 
Commons,  intimating  that  they  had  agreed 
to  the  Amendments  with  Amendments. 

Commons'  Amendments  considered  and 
agreed  to  with  Amendments,  and  Bill  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

DEFECTS  IN  LEASES  SUSPENSION  BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  objected  to  the  sec- 
ond reading  of  the  Bill,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  suspend,  until  the  end  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  one  of  the 
most  useful  Bills  that  had  passed  the  Le- 
gislature this  Session.  He  had  the  hon- 
our of  proposing  the  second  reading  of  the 
Defects  in  Leases  Bill,  the  operation  of 
which  it  was  proposed  to  suspend  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House.  That  Bill  was 
suggested  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General,  who  drew  up  a 
sketch  of  it,  the  measure  having  been  per- 
fected by  his  learned  friend,  Mr.  Coulson, 
whose  assistance  to  the  Government  in 
such  cases  was  of  the  highest  value.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  a  scandal 
which  existed  in  the  law  of  England,  and 
also  the  prejudice  which  existed  on  the 
subject  of  entails  and  family  settlements. 
Under  the  law  as  it  stood  previous  to  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  repeated  instances 
had  occurred  of  leases  having  been  de« 
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clared  void  in  consequence  of  some  defect 
in  tlieir  execution;  and  one  of  the  provi- 
sions of  tlio  Bill  was  to  the  effect,  that,  in 
cases  where  it  should  be  found  that  any  in- 
accuracy existed  in  the  execution  of  the 
powers  for  granting  leases,  they  should  not 
bo  declared  void,  as  they  were  then  liable 
to  be,  but  that  they  should  be  held  to  bo 
good,  so  far,  at  least,  as  the  granting  of 
the  lease  was  concerned.  The  remaining 
enactments  of  the  Bill,  he  considered,  were 
of  so  beneficial  a  nature,  that  he  could  not 
consent  to  the  suspension  of  the  Act  as 

{n'oposod  in  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
earned  Lord.  Had  the  Bill  been  one  pro- 
posing merely  to  remedy  any  defects  in 
the  Bill,  he  would  not,  perhaps,  have  had 
any  objection  to  offer  to  it;  but  as  the 
case  at  present  stood,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  three  months. 

Loud  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  ob- 
servations made  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  might  be  fair  enough,  but  if  their 
Lordships  would  only  give  the  Bill  a  second 
reading,  it  might  be  amended  in  Committee. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  xiffinnative. 

Bill  read  2\ 

RAILWAYS  Ar.ANDONMENT  BILL- 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 
The  Eaul  of  GRANVILLE,  in  moving 
the  rosumptiou  of  the  Adjourned  Debate  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Railways  Aban- 
donment Bill,  stated  that  he  had  received 
no  additional  information  since  yesterday, 
calculated  to  induce  them  to  view  the  mea- 
sure more  favourably  than  they  had  pre- 
viously done;  but  he  still  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  advantageous  to  pass  the 
Bill.  As  the  law  at  present  stood,  the 
sharoholdors  in  railway  companies  could 
not  be  priH*eeded  against  by  landowners 
otherwise  than  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
A  suit  of  that  nature,  he  understootl, 
would  occupy  about  two  years;  and  after 
it  was  over,  the  landlonl  might  tind,  and 
prolmbly  would  tind,  that  the  only  pn>perty 
which  the  company  possessed  was  a  certain 
ditch  that  they  had  cut  through  his  lawn. 
Besides  that,  the  wealthy  shareholders 
found  it  very  hard  upon  thorn  to  pay  for 
injuries  infliotcii  thn^ugh  a  pertinacious 
pn>secution  of  the  prv\ioot  by  men  who  had 
no  projH^ty.  The  measure  which  he  re- 
Ci^mmondoti  to  the  acceptance  of  their 
Lordships  would  have  the  etfect  of  reliev- 
ing Undlords  from  the  necessity  of  pro- 
c^^ding  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  a 
specific  porfonuAnco  of  contract ;   and    it 


would  protect  one  class  of  shareholders 
against  another.  Doubtless  there  was  a 
highly  respectable  and  intelligent  class  of 
men,  the  Parliamentary  agents,  who  would 
lose  rather  than  gain  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  The  money,  however,  that  would 
cease  to  go  into  their  pockets  would  be  all 
for  the  benefit  of  the  shareholders  in  com- 
panies. 

The  Earl  of  EGLINTOUN  objected  to 
the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  tend 
to  abrogate  the  authority  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  would  devolve  upon  the  Railway 
Commissioners  greater  powers  than  were 
ever  exercised  by  their  Lordships,  or  any 
Committee  of  either  House  of  Parliament. 
He  would  not  occupy  their  time  by  going 
into  the  clauses  of  the  Bill;  but  merely 
state  this,  that  one  of  the  principal  reasons 
for  passing  this  Bill  had  been  to  avoid  the 
great  expense  individual  companies  had  to 
undergo  by  coming  before  Parliament;  but 
he  wanted  to  see  how  that  expense  was  to 
be  avoided.  If  the  Railway  Commission- 
ers were  to  sit  and  listen  to  evidence,  and 
hear  the  speeches  of  counsel,  then  no  doubt 
they  would  arrive  at  as  proper  a  decision  as 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House; 
but  he  did  not  see  how  the  expense  would 
be  avoided.  And  if  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners were  to  allow  a  company  to  be  dis- 
solved on  the  mere  statement  of  the  parties 
without  inquiry,  that  would  be  an  objec- 
tionable mode  of  proceeding. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  that  they 
could  not  effectually  legislate  on  the  subject 
without  having  more  time  to  consider  it. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  was  in  favoar  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  did  not  think 
they  could  do  justice  to  that  principle  by 
carrving  it  through  this  Session. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  said,  that 
after  the  statements  which  had  been  made 
by  his  noble  Friends  opposite,  he  woold  not 
press  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  that  the  word  ••  now**  stand 
part  of  the  original  Motion, 

Resolved  in  the  AJirmatite, 

Bill  read  2*. 

PILOTAGE  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

The  EARLof  ELLENBOROUGH  wished 
to  know  whether  there  had  been  any  com- 
munication between  Her  Majesty *s  GoTem- 
ment  and  the  Trinity  Board  as  to  the  pnn- 
oiplos  u]K»n  which  they  were  to  exercise 
the  powers  conferred  upon  them  hy  the 
Pilotage  Bill.  By  the  Bill  as  it  now  alood, 
the  Trinity  Board  conld  give,  at  their  dift* 
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cretion,  a  license  for  any  ship  to  any  port. 
Uuder  an  Act  of  George  IV.  a  pilot  could 
not  obtain  a  license  unless  he  had  been 
mate  for  three  years  in  a  vessel  of  80 
tons;  or  a  master  for  one  year  with  a  ves- 
sel of  the  same  size.  If  he  had  not  either 
qualification,  it  was  necessary  that  he 
should  have  been  seven  years  a  servant  of 
the  Board,  in  the  appointment  of  pilot,  or 
^ye  years  a  pilot's  apprentice.  He  wished 
to  know  what  restrictions  the  Trinity 
House  intended  to  place  itself  under  in 
the  exercise  of  its  discretion.  It  was  not 
safe  to  give  arbitrary  discretionary  powers 
to  bodies  of  men  or  to  individuals,  unless 
there  was  an  absolute  necessity.  By  the 
25th  section  of  George  IV.,  the  owners  of 
vessels  were  not  liable  for  loss  if  the  pilot 
was  a  certified  one.  Now,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  under  this  Act  the  owner 
would  be  liable  if  the  vessel  was  lost  by 
the  incompetence  of  the  master.  This  was 
very  important  to  know;  and  if  the  Bill 
had  been  sent  up  in  time,  their  Lordships 
could  have  attended  to  it  and  to  other  im- 
portant points.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter,  dated  the  24th  of  July,  and  written 
by  the  commander  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships,  directing  that  seven  or  ten  pilots 
should  be  in  readiness  at  Cove,  to  take 
charge  of  the  Royal  squadron  on  the  5th 
of  August.  He  alluded  to  this  letter  in 
order  to  show  the  necessity  that  existed 
for  having  a  supply  of  pilots.  If  this  Act 
were  to  come  into  extensive  operation, 
there  would  not,  in  the  present  case,  be 
ten  pilots  found  to  take  charge  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's fleet.  He  had  stated  last  night, 
that  he  saw  no  objection  to  give  certifi- 
cates to  the  captains  of  steam  vessels 
plying  between  the  ports  of  the  united 
kingdom  and  the  opposite  ports  of  the 
Continent,  because,  from  the  circumstance 
of  their  coming  into  port  so  often — perhaps 
two  or  three  times  a  week  —  they  must 
know  the  difficulties  of  the  harbour.  In 
these  cases  he  did  not  see  any  objection  to 
make  the  masters  of  vessels  the  pilots;  but 
if  they  were  to  allow  the  captains  of  ves- 
sels which  had  made  long  voyages  to  be 
their  own  pilots,  they  would  run  great 
danger;  because  the  shifting  of  the  sands, 
the  changes  of  buoys,  lights,  and  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  coast,  required  the  expe- 
rience of  a  man  who  lived  upon  the  spot, 
and  watched  the  movements  of  the  tides 
and  currents.  He  believed  that  the  mas- 
ters of  Her  Majesty's  ships  were  not  al- 
lowed the  expense  of  pilotage  in  English 
ports,  and  it  might  be  the  same  in  Irish 
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ports;  but  the  letter  he  had  read  showed 
the  distrust  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  know- 
ledge of  the  masters — and  they  were  right; 
for  he  himself  would  not  trust  their  know- 
ledge, except  where  they  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  a  particular  locality  for  a  certain 
time. 

Lord  BYRON  thought  this  Bill  ought 
to  have  been  called  the  "  Steam  Pilotage 
Bill."  Had  its  provisions  been  in  accord- 
ance with  that  title,  it  would  have  been 
most  beneficial  and  quite  unobjectionable. 

Eabl  TALBOT  observed,  that  any  per'> 
son  who  had  brought  his  ship  home  in 
heavy  weather,  must  know  the  advantage 
of  having  a  pilot  acquainted  with  the 
coast.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
alter  the  Bill,  so  as  to  apply  it  only  to 
steamers. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  wished  to 
state,  in  reply  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough),  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  communications  held  with  the 
Trinity  Board,  was  a  condition,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  that  the  powers  conferred 
should  be  exercised  with  great  caution  and 
prudence.  Under  the  new  law,  the  owner 
would  be  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  the 
person  who  acted  for  him  as  pilot,  instead 
of  being  exonerated,  as  he  was  at  present. 
He  could  not  admit  that  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  Her  Majesty's  voyage  to 
Ireland  at  all  affected  the  commercial  ques« 
tion  at  issue;  and,  as  regarded  the  ques- 
tion of  general  safety,  he  thought  sufficient 
credit  was  not  given  to  the  owners  of  ves- 
sels for  a  desire  to  preserve  their  own  ves- 
sels from  shipwreck,  at  whatever  cost. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  nothing  could  be  more  necessary  and 
proper  than  to  take  every  possible  precau- 
tion for  Her  Majesty,  but  it  was  likewise 
absolutely  necessary  that  every  possible 
precaution  should  be  taken  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's ships.  The  noble  Earl  should  remem- 
ber also  that  only  one  Royal  person  could 
go  in  one  ship;  and  that  one  pilot  only, 
therefore,  would  be  required  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's safety,  whereas  the  others  were  re- 
quired for  the  rest  of  the  squadron. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment. 

TITLES  OF   ROMAN  CATHOLIC  BISHOPS 

IN  THE  COLONIES. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE,   in    moving  for 

correspondence  relating  to  the  precedence 

of  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in  the  colonies^ 

would  remind  the  House,  that  last  year  he 

drew  their  attention  to  a  circular  addressed 

by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  to  the  Qover- 
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the  noble  Earl  has  laid  it  down  that  the 
Bishop  of  Sydney,  having  metropolitan 
jurisdiction,  should  have  precedence  of  the 
Romish  archbishop,  though  himself  only 
a  bishop.  This  is  a  lame  attempt  to  es- 
cape from  the  difficulty  of  having  proposed 
to  give  to  Romish  archbishops  a  corre- 
sponding rank  to  our  archbishops.  Strictly- 
speaking,  an  archbishop  has  no  rank  as 
such,  except  precedence  over  the  bishops 
of  his  Church.  There  is  no  archbishops* 
bench  in  this  House,  but  the  archbishops  sit 
at  the  head  of  the  bishops'  bench.  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  takes  prece- 
dence of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  takes 
precedence  of  the  Archbishop  of  York, 
showing  that  there  is  no  rank  belonging 
especially  to  archbishops,  but  that  the 
Primate  of  all  England  has  one  rank 
granted  to  him  in  right  of  his  office,  and 
the  Primate  of  England  another,  and  not 
a  corresponding  rank,  in  right  of  his  office 
— both,  too,  settled  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  affording  no  guide  for  the  placing  of 
archbishops  of  foreign  appointment.  The 
rank  proposed  to  be  given  by  Lord  Clarendon, 
would  be  derogatory  to  the  Queen's  supre- 
macy. According  to  his  mistaken  interpre- 
tation of  th^  Bequests  Act,  the  Roman 
Catholic  archbishop  in  the  Ulster  district, 
was  to  take  precedence  after  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh,  but  before  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  which  would  be  con- 
ceding to  the  Pope  not  only  the  right  to 
!  make  an  archbishop  with  rank  here,  but 
jto  make  an  Archbishop  of  Armagh  and 
■  a  primate  of  all  Ireland.  Nor  would  the 
.  difficolty  end  here.  Supposing  rank  to  be 
^  granted  to  Irish  and  colonial  prelates  as 
.  indicated  in  Lord  Clarendon's  letter  and 
the  colonial  circular,  what  rank  would  be 
conceded  to  one  if  made  a  Cardinal  f  He 
wished  also  to  be  informed  what  rank  was 
to  be  gircn  to  Roman  Cathohe  prelates  in 
Englaiid,  as  well  as  what  has  been  de- 
cided upon  in  the  colv^nies. 

Earl  GREY  said,  the  papers  moved  for 
by  the  noWo  Loixi  wore  produced  last  night 
in  the  Hi^n*e  of  Commons,  and  of  course 
tht>T  iroxiU  ako  be  ]a:d  before  theh*  Lord- 
i^V.'.ps.  >^":th  rpcai^  to  the  question  that 
had  Keen  raised,  the  m]  state  ci  the  case 
WIS  this  :  No  bishops,  either  of  the  Eng- 
li^S  Esta'rfished  ChnT^rh  or  of  anr  other, 
had  ar.T  njrht  to  rank.  p:\wrlT  speaking, 
eTvvpi  a<  Lords  of  r&rl:anent:  and  the 
b:sh:T*<  ,^f  the  Irish  C>.::tv^i  only  had  rank, 
berirtse  Vy  tbe  Act  «f  Uhm  iher  were  en- 
thW  I,-"  the  Task  whych  they  pwTionslj 
posscssioi.      Thcst&ce  ■•  kuk^p  kad  a 


nors  of  nil  tlio  colonies,  in  which,  referring 
to  a  cotntiiunication  ho  had  received  from 
tiio  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  to  the  ef- 
fect tlint  by  the  Bequests  Act  the  Legisla- 
ture had  given  to  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
biffhopH  and  Bishops  corresponding  rank 
>vith  the  TrolatcHof  the  Church,  ho  desired 
that  the  Hunie  should  bo  conceded  to  them 
iti  the  colonies.  The  noble  Earl  refused  to 
produco  this  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon,  as 
being  a  privato  document,  but  admitted 
that  his  inturprotation  of  the  law  was  in- 
coiTi'ct,  and  tnat  no  precedence  whatever 
was  ncoordwl  to  those  Prelates  by  the  Act 
in  quoHtion.  As,  however,  much  mischief 
hnn  Arisen  from  this  mistake,  he  thought 
it  dosirablo  again  to  call  the  attention  of 
tho  llouso  to  tho  subject,  the  more  so  as 
llor  Majesty  is  about  to  proceed  to  Ireland 
to  bo  rtH;eived  there  by  tho  same  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, llo  much  regretted  that  this 
question  should  have  arisen.  The  subject 
ought  not  to  have  been  officially  noticed, 
for  it  was  not  one  for  official  interference. 
Ho  was  confident  that  all  right-minded 
persons  would  always  be  disposed  to  con- 
oihIo  proper  rank  to  the  Prelates  of  any 
branch  of  the  Catholic  Church,  even 
though  they  might  consider  that  branch 
to  be  corrupt  in  its  doctrines,  in  the  same 
way  as  rank  by  oourtesy  is  granted  to  fo- 
nngn  nobility.  But  as  it  would  be  impro- 
|H^r«  unconstitutional,  and  derogatory  to 
the  supremacy  and  dignity  of  the  Crown 
for  a  Secretary  of  State  to  direct  officially 
that  rank  should  be  conceded  to  foreign 
nobles,  and  determine  what  rank,  making 
it  in  some  cases  above  that  of  our  own 
nobler,  so  is  it  equally  objectionable  that 
he  slu^uKl  determine  the  rank  of  Prelates 
app^MVt:t\l  by  a  f^roign  authority,  and  not 
dcHTinc  thoir  titles  to  office  ftim  tho  So- 
^  eTv",jj:\  t^f  these  realms.  The  only  way  in 
wh:oh  the  noble  Earl  can  release  himself 
fr\>ni  the  unfortunate  difficulty  into  which 
he  hAs  plunj^l.  is  by  withdrawing  all 
his  yuM'o  and  official  orxiors  on  the  suV 
jivi,  AS  founded  orijrinally  on  a  mistake. 
ar.i  IcAv-r.^  the  matter  to  the  gvvd  feoU 
ir.c>  A:Nt  c^nirtosy  of  the  people,  at  hc^me 
.-i-.-.a  V,;  the  <vKm«os,  XXhen  he  wiwe  the 
ci;v;.'r.-.  *.  \\:ovo  thit  he  hid  r.o  idea  th^t 
ft r. V  e. :  1*^ ,-  ;;* t  y  w v\r.ld  ansic  frv>r.i  :t ,  The  p>- 
'i\-x  » f  '«...'  K.^ro^h  Ch:*rch  bo:r.i:  to  s<^t  ;:- 
»c't*  *s  r.'.;:oh  ,ns  rs>ss:K»e  aK^re  our  o^r.. 
A.iAArtj-.iv  was  tAcn  ot  their  Kish«>p  :r. 
.\r.sjr,%  ■«  Soirjj  an  A:ip>,hjsh*^rk.  to  elsl^ 
p-\v<\vr.>c  tV  him  cxvr  the  l%jshop  of  Sy^-i- 
TiCT.  ,V  c,>Tw*p»v:^,w^T«or  has  rakesi  pi»« 
oa  the  »nb;oct.  attd  he  had  aniersKxid  that 
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right  to  rank  as  such,  except  by  virtue  of 
that  statute,  or  as  Lords  of  Parliament; 
but  for  many  yeilrs  it  had  been  the  prac- 
tice— unfortunately,  as  he  thought — to  ex- 
tend to  bishops  of  the  English  Established 
Church  in  the  Colonies  the  style  and  title 
given  to  bishops  in  this  country.  That, 
however,  had  been  done,  as  he  belieVed, 
entik-fely  in  error;  but  as  in  certain  colo- 
nies the  Protestant  bishops  received  prece- 
dence by  courtesy,  it  came  to  be  consider- 
ed that  the  Roman  Catholic  rather  than 
the  Protestant  bishops  were  entitled  to  it 
in  those  colonies  where  the  majority  of  the 
population  consisted  of  Catholics.  And  in 
colonies  like  New  South  Wales,  where  the 
majority  was  Protestant,  although  there 
was  yet  a  large  proportion  of  CathoUcs,  the 
Catholic  bishops  had  the  same  right,  and 
were  paid  their  salaries  precisely  in  the 
same  way,  as  the  bishops  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church;  and  the  Protestant  Church 
there  not  being  more  established  than  the 
Roman  Catholic,  it  was  considered  a  great 
social  inequality  that  the  bishop  of  the  one 
Church  should  have  a  title  that  was  denied 
to  that  of  the  other.  Upon  that  principle 
it  was  that  he  (Earl  Grey)  issued  his  order 
that  the  title — the  mere  courtesy  title — 
should  be  conceded  to  Catholic  bishops  as 
well  as  to  those  of  our  own  Church.  Fol- 
lowing out  that  principle,  he  had  instruct- 
ed the  Governor  of  New  South  Wales  not 
to  allow  the  Roman  Catholic  archbishop  to 
take  the  precedence  of  the  bishops  of  our 
Church;  and  the  Catholic  bishop  at  Mel- 
bourne having  claimed  to  be  called  Bishop 
of  Melbourne,  he  had  instructed  the  Go- 
vernor that  the  only  Bishop  of  Melbourne 
was  the  Rev.  Dr.  Bennett,  who  was  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty.  He  had  also  in- 
structed him  not  to  admit  the  pretensions 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  have  their 
Church  recognised  as  if  it  were  the  only 
**  Catholic'*  Church,  but  always  to  use  the 
term  **  Roman*'  before  the  word  Catholic 
when  mentioning  that  communion  officially. 
As  to  the  case  put  of  a  Cardinal  visiting 
this  country,  that  had  never  occurred  in  his 
official  experience,  and  he  declined  to  enter 
into  that  part  of  the  question. 

Lord  REDES  DALE  expressed  himself 
gratified  by  much  of  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Earl;  but  he  had  not  answered 
his  questions.  For  instance,  if  he  still  ad- 
hered to  anything  like  his  former  proposi- 
tion, what  rank  would  he  give  to  any  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  prelates  in  this  king- 
dom or  in  the  colonies  if  advanced  to  the 
rank  of  Cardinal? 


Earl  GRET  said,  that  till  the  case 
arose,  he  declined  to  answer  the  ques- 
tioh. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  that  he 
was  sure  if  any  Cardinal  came  over  to  this 
country,  every  person  would  Call  him  his 
Excellency. 

Lord  REDESDALE  :  That  is  no  an- 
swer to  my  question; 

Motion  agi*eed  to. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  27,  1849. 

MtNUTt8.J    t»BBtic  BrLi.8.— lo  Mercantile  Marine. 
30  Workhouie  Loan*  (Ireland) :  Drainage  uf  Lands;  Ad- 
miralty Juriftdiction  in  the  Colonies ;  blave  Trade  (Per- 
sian GulO. 

PETITIONS  pRBSBifTBO.  By  Mr.  Baldock,  from  Shrews- 
bury, for  the  Marriages  Bill.— By  Lord  J.  Russell,  fVom 
Merchants,  dec,  for  promoting  Steam  Communication  to 
the  Australian  Colonies.— By  Mr.  Ormsby  Gore,  fh>m 
Slfg6,  fbr  facilitating  Emi^Uon. — By  Mr.  Disraeli,  tvom. 
Uxbridge,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certifi- 
cates; also  from  the  Mon^omeryshire  Farmers'  Club,  for 
Agricultural  Relief;  and  i^rom  the  Amenham  Union,  for 
a  Superanntiation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Offlceri. — By  Mr. 
Bouverie,  from  North  Uist,  for  Redress. — By  Sir  Ralph 
Lopes,  ttata  Clyst  Honiton,  respecting  the  Appropriation 
of  the  Educational  Grant. — By  Mr.  Spooner,  from  Sun- 
derland, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund 
Act— By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  Arom  Kentish  Town,  com- 
plaining of  the  Impurity  of  the  Water  supplied  to  that 
District. — By  Mr.  Brotherton,  ttom  Ashton,  against  the 
Mines  ind  Collieries  Bill.— By  Admiral  Dundas,  ttom 
Deptford,  fbr  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law. — By  Mr. 
Ellis,  from  Leicester,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  Bill. 
—By  Sir  D.  Dundas,  fh>ra  Kirkwall,  against  the  Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Newdegate,  from  the 
Holbeach  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act — By  Viscount  Palmerston,  from  Jamaica,  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade;  and  fVom  the  Tiverton 
Union,  fbr  an  Alteration  of  tlie  Small  Debts  Act. 

SLAVE  TRADE  (PERSIAN  GULF)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  stated  it  to  have  been 
his  intention  to  have  offered  some  opposi- 
tion to  the  principle  of  this  £ill  on  the 
second  reading;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
absence  of  tlie  noble  Lord  the  Secretaiy 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  had  postponed  doing 
so.  Ho  believed  Bills  of  this  description 
were  productive  of  a  great  deal  of  mischief. 
He  had  various  and  well-grounded  objec- 
tions to  treaties  of  this  kind,  as  he  felt 
they  had  been  productive  of  injury  to  the 
cause  of  humanity,  and  the  slave  trade  had 
increased  in  consequence  of  them,  and  in 
spite  of  them.  He  contended,  moreover, 
that  this  was  not  a  time  to  increase  the 
naval  expenditure  of  the  country,  unless  in 
cases  in  which  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
2L2 
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tlio  iMHiiitry  wnro  tnatonaiij  concomGa, 
\\\\\.  iMMiiiiiily  not  for  Uio  ptirpoMO  of  carry- 
iii^;  out  IriMilioN  of  thin  kind,  if  treaties  thoj 
wiM'o.  Ilo  uiiditrntood  that  the  annual  ex- 
|MMm(«  of  tho  voiiii<«U  u))on  tho  coast  of 
AlVloii  wiiM  4()0,()()()/.,  and  that  sinco  the 

iiiM'lod  whon  tho  hounty  svfttoni  bogan,  no 
ONN  a  sinu  than  1GI,K61I.  had  bcon  ez- 
|>oudod.  Tho  Hill  of  tlio  GoTornmont 
>vould  inortM^Ho  tluM  oxpondituro,  for  it 
>vouhl  ho  iioooAKury  to  havo  a  squadron  in 
tho  ror)«iun  K\\\\i  as  wo  had  on  tho  coast 
wi  AtViott,  and  thort>  would  bo  a  further 
ohi^rjyt*  upon  tho  l\ui»olidated  Fund  for  the 
bou\U  V  on  oaptur\>».  In  that  point  of  view, 
thoivt\\i\\  ho  cou*idortHi  tho  Bill  of  the 
iwhlo  Kor\l  vt^ry  objtH^tionablo.  Another 
objis'tiou  wa«  this.  Tho  Rill  recited  cer> 
tAiu  A^rrxvmouu  or  ongai^^monts  entered 
iwt^>  by  A  ^nuloman  re;Mding  by  the  Per- 
j^Un  iudt\  and  who  was  said  to  bo  accre- 
dits! to  ibf>  Sohah  of  Persia,  with  chiefs 
>llb^^*o  terriuwios  bordered  on  those  seas, 
a^d  >fchvh  ;ji4:r«^oments  were  similar  to  that 
>ii>,i,^h  <^\iM<Nl  KMWtH>u  this  cooniry  and 
iW  Soh^h.  Ho  was  sonry  that  any  such 
aj:T^>^:^^o:^5  o\i*te\l.  f\>r  it  would  be  hotter 
f,vr  K^iiS  Towoa  and  Knglaud  if  ther«  were 
>wtt<^.  Ho^iroty^r,  if  the  Bill  passed,  our 
^XN^rni'  %^'  '^^ti^  vvHild  hare  the  power  of  I  particQlar  objectifHis 
^Aik\r^  "vxi^  iho  Tyv$;$<e4s  and  with  the  Uber>  |  particular  case.     The 

t^^\4W«^  jay  ;i:>>9t  iW  Pcnusi  iittUI  aD4 
^'W  >•n^'v  T  w,^^  wias^xva  with  the  $^bah« 
A>i  yiir»,^Kfc>^(  w>Ni  h»a  ailW^^aaKV^.  The 
/«rv^-^;..M^  /c  tise  R^  wv>ia!UL  lhcr»«^  WaJI 
V  i:.#»^i;'^.v'*  wttii  tlW  ^-^^^  aaid  wvxsU 
^*  -t  Tjr  jiT-Ji  ,*c  tW  ^  W.>i  w^*^  exi»eil 

-n^i-vviij^At    /c  7»«cy.  iftT  %-Wi  tjctjiw^w 

3HMft>.').  «»iv.  Thai/  "nNWii^  a:   ^Wi«r  'wr^hwosi^ 

V\    Jicv    ,»^iJ,    4n%^  >\    thf    lls<»r'4Ji»JLl«»     tt    lis- 

%T;il,   #KvHi'  ^v^"*   ^-^bi^N  t^Tmiv^a^u  V  jJ. 

»Kf  >)sx»tAi     U    ^VJk^n*.  til    *Kr   ^^vw*s^vilti^   ^ 


thoae  tribes  against  us.  aad  by  inflictiiig 
an  injury  on  our  commereev  whieh  was  now 
on  the  increase  on  the  ihgfi  of  the  Per- 
sian Gulf.  Upon  thcK  groondB  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  and  therdbremoTed  that 
it  be  read  a  third  time  diafe  daj  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  ont  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tioA  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three 
months." 

Sir  T.  E.  COLEBROOEE  seconded 
the  Amendment.  He  riewed  this  measore 
simply  as  an  attempt  to  centimie  and  ex- 
tend those  attempts  to  soppresa  the  alare 
trade  by  force  which  a  long  experience  had 
now  proved  to  be  abortive  and  lotile.  Thej 
were  now  about  to  apply  a  sjsleai  wluch 
had  already  signally  failed  on  the  coast  of 
Africa  to  Mussulman  tribes,  without  the 
least  reflection  as  to  its  total  inapplieahilitj 
to  them,  and  the  manifest  Afferanee  in  aU 
their  habits,  customs,  and  fedi^i^  This 
was  the  most  idle  and  nselesa  of  all  the 
attempts  which  had  yet  been  node  to  sup- 
press  the  slave  traflic;  and  the  only  dfeet 
of  it  would  be  to  imperil  oar  lyciiiil 
relations  in  the  East.  Bat  heniea  the 
i»eneral  objections  on  principfe^  there  were 
•■  "  i»  that 
fiv  patting 


;:v  I'^Vkct^  of  tKvo  chio^  men-  \  dovn  the  slave  trade  had  ahmm 
.:(;  ^  V  issy^sa^jo  of  tho  V^ilU  wIkxs*^   carded  as  of  an  exc 

"^ intcffMred  only  on 

tndo  of  the  evO;  and 

heU  that  w>^  shMld 

natioai  on  ti^ 

Atrvckgeta  grwnds   «f 

w^an^  no  <wsh  wia»itt*  aa  ^»  ci 

oaswni  laaMBts^  te  skvwr  mh 

a  ^i^nr  ££eDeiia  ansrifTaffMia  »  Ae 

4«h<r  naOif  08^  aai  hna  ana 

>naar»w     ^oouc  ait  t^cIb  k 

^3ie  r^winmfi  ic  UK  Kaa;?n  •!£ 

»iu  id»f  Ekc  IiKOia  CimMOkw  ^ 

a  M*w  wua  5ir  a 

irtTY  TTtrau^^  V-  timM:^  5s: 

v^ofi.  7/-  xbr  jonnrKeaiiL  <c  iirvw. 

iW  'vjvtV  rtiKQuit:  ic  air  aiv^r  s^ 
.Mom  issuur  xnr  MoiiiiaRTSisuiL  ic  die 
jiir'^  i«f  x'^  >ft:5timk  iQMit  :air 

tii>  -^it  tii«c  ^l«r  nsKnnic 
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There  was  nothing  of  novelty  about  the 
engagements  alluded  to  in  the  present  Bill; 
for  the  Treaty  by  which  the  slave  trade  in 
the  Persian  Gulf  was  declared  piracy  was 
made  by  the  present  General  Sir  W.  Keir 
Grant  on  the  8th  of  January,  1820,  and 
had  the  further  peculiarity  of  being  the 
first  Public  Act  in  which  the  slave  trade 
was  denominated  piracy,  as  he  knew  from 
communication  with  the  late  Minister  of 
the  United  States,  Mr.  Rush,  who  told 
him  the  American  Act  containing  the 
same  declaration,  was  dated  in  the  May 
after,  though  from  circumstances  it  was 
known  in  England  first.  The  hou.  and 
learned  Mover  of  the  Amendment  might 
set  his  mind  at  rest  on  the  subject  of 
cruelty  having  been  exercised  towards  the 
chiefs  who  were  parties  to  the  engagements 
named.  He  was  personally  acquainted 
with  them  all,  except  where  a  chief 
was  dead,  "  and  Esarhaddon  his  son 
reigned  in  his  stead."  He  would  relate 
the  circumstances  attending  the  signing 
of  the  treaty  of  1820.  As  he  was  directed, 
he  collected  on  the  floor  of  a  tent  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  tribes  concerned  in 
the  treaty  which  was  to  put  an  end  to  the 
war.  After  discussing  the  other  subjects 
satisfactorily,  he  represented  to  them,  with 
some  caution  and  circumlocution,  that 
there  was  another  point  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  people  of  England  had  greatly 
at  heart;  and,  if  the  English  had  not  shown 
themselves  disposed  to  make  a  harsh  use  of 
such  fortunes  of  war  as  had  gone  in  their 
favour,  he  hoped  they  would  have  credit 
for  not  wishing  to  make  any  improper  in- 
terference with  the  customs  of  the  tribes, 
but  merely  to  urge  a  point  in  which  their 
own  feelings  were  deeply  concerned.  The 
collected  plenipotentiaries  evinced  great 
interest  to  know  what  was  coming.  When 
he  announced  the  question,  **  Would  they 
admit  such  an  Article  as  one  declaring  the 
slave  trade  piracy  ?  "  a  ghastly  laugh  ran 
round  the  circle  of  diplomatists,  and  they 
exclaimed  with  one  voice,  **  Tatb^  iaib 
Jcathir  !  **  •*  Good,  very  good  !'*  A  light 
opened  upon  the  negotiator.  There  was  a 
potentate,  who  had  been  the  ally  of  the 
British  against  these  tribes  during  the 
war,  and  the  subjects  of  this  potentate, 
and  not  the  tribes,  were  the  great  carriers 
of  slaves  by  sea.  It  was  therefore  matter 
of  high  mirth,  to  accede  to  a  treaty  which 
cut,  not  against  themselves,  but  against 
their  enemies.  [Mr.  Anstey:  Who  was 
the  potentate?]  The  Imaum  of  Mascat.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Mover  was  re- 


lieved from  anxiety  on  the  point  of  cruelty. 
On  the  subject  of  expense,  he  saw  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  the  expense  of  anything 
was  to  be  increased  by  the  contents  of  the 
Bill.  The  whole  affair  had  been  going  on 
successfully  and  quietly  for  twenty- seven 
years,  and  because  it  was  found  desirable 
to  have  further  regulations  laid  down  by 
law,  this  Bill  appeared  to  have  been  intro- 
duced. 

Viscount  P  ALMERSTON  was  not  going 
to  discuss  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  made  this  Amendment,  or  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  seconded  it,  the  ab- 
stract love  of  slavery  which  was  too  evident 
in  the  course  of  their  speeches.  He  would 
not,  moreover,  discuss  with  the  seconder 
of  the  proposition  the  amiable  character  of 
slavery  in  Mahomedan  countries ;  but  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  a  great  part 
of  the  slaves  who  were  the  subjects  of 
slave  States  on  the  eastern  coast  of  Africa, 
were  Christians,  natives  of  Abyssinia,  and 
therefore  had,  in  a  greater  degree,  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  British  public  than  the  negroes 
on  the  west  coast.  jBut  the  practice  of  sla- 
very, both  on  the  west  and  east  coast  of 
Africa,  was  to  this  country  matter  of  great 
interest,  because  that  great  continent,  that 
might  naturally  offer  an  amazing  field  for 
European  commerce,  never  could  be  opened 
to  the  commercial  intercourse  of  this  coun- 
try so  long  as  that  abominable  slave  trade 
was  carried  on.  It  was  doubted  whether 
those  chiefs  were  independent;  but  no 
doubt  whatever  could  exist  on  the  subject. 
They  were  perfectly  independent — as  much 
so  as  the  Imaum  of  Mascat,  or  the  Schah 
of  Persia.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wished  that  it  should  be  set  forth  in 
the  treaty  with  each,  that  he  was  indepen- 
dent; but  such  a  thing  was  never  found  in 
any  treaty  whatever.  So  far  as  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
went,  as  to  our  getting  into  angry  discus- 
sion with  the  Schah  of  Persia  on  this  ques- 
tion, the  answer  was  a  plain  one — that  in 
the  month  of  June  last  year  the  Schah 
issued  a  firman  prohibiting  the  slave  trade 
in  the  Persian  Gulf,  and,  in  the  formality 
of  the  East  declared  that  firman  to  be  equal 
to  a  decree  of  fate.  [Mr.  Anstey:  Why 
was  a  Bill  not  brought  in  upon  that  point  ?] 
It  was  not  necessary  in  order  to  carry  into 
effect  the  decree  of  the  Schah  of  Persia, 
as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  other  chiefs. 
The  chiefs  had  granted  the  right  of  search; 
the  Schah  of  Persia  had  not.  But  it  was 
said  they  were  engaged  in  a  wild-goose 
chase  in  endeavouring  to  ^persuade  Maho* 
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inedan  Powers  to  enter  into  Christian 
views  of  this  suhject,  and  tliat  thej  were 
forgetting  that  the  system  of  abolishing 
the  slave  trade  was  incompatible  with  all 
their  feelings  and  prejudices.  He  would 
shortly  state  to  the  House  what  they  had 
done  in  that  respect.  They  had  had  the 
Imaum  .of  Muscat,  the  Schah  of  Persia, 
and  the  Sultan,  all  yielding  to  their  wishes 
by  prohibiting  the  slave  trade  in  the  Per- 
sian Gulf;  and  last  year  they  had  the  Sul- 
tan putting  down  the  slave-market  of  Con- 
stantinople, and  prohibiting  his  officers  on 
the  coast  of  Barbary  from  engaging  in  the 
slave  trade.  But  the  other  day  a  British 
subject,  a  Maltese,  was  seized  as  a  person 
employed  in  the  slave  trade,  and  taken  to 
Tripoli,  whence  he  was  sent  for  trial  to 
Malta,  and  the  Sultan  ordered  a  certain 
number  of  officers  to  go  to  Malta  to  be  ex- 
amined as  witnesses,  in  order  that  the 
British  Government  might  be  able  to  con- 
vict the  prisoner.  So  far,  therefore,  from 
their  being  hostility  or  persevering  resist- 
ance on  the  part  of  these  Mahomedan 
Powers,  they  had  made  great  progress  in 
bringing  them  to  a  proper  state  of  feeling 
on  this  subject.  It  was  said  this  measure 
was  to  be  attended  with  great  expense; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  would  cause  no  ex- 
pense whatever — not  an  additional  cock- 
boat would  be  required  for  the  duty.  All 
that  was  asked  was,  that  they  should  give 
power  to  those  vessels  that  were  there  for 
the  protection  of  trade  and  the  prevention 
of  piracy  to  execute  the  agreement  that 
had  been  entered  into  with  the  Imaum  of 
Muscat.  This  Act  was  establishing  no 
new  principle.  It  was  simply  carrying  into 
effect  previous  agreements  with  independ- 
ent chiefs.  It  would  lead  them  into  no 
conflict  with  those  chiefs  nor  with  any 
other  Power  in  the  Persian  Gulf;  and  ho 
thought  no  argument  had  been  adduced 
to  show  that  it  should  not  be  agreed  to  by 
that  House. 

Mu.  MILNER  GIBSON  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  a  better  under- 
standing was  likely  to  be  arrived  at  with 
the  Emperor  of  Brazil  on  the  subject  of 
our  attempts  to  suppress  the  slave  trade. 
He  was  told  that  very  great  uneasinesa 
existed  as  to  the  state  of  relations  between 
England  and  Brazil,  and  that  these  rela- 
tions had  been  disturbed  by  our  slave-trade 
policy;  but  he  must  say  that  it  appeared 
to  him  very  strange  that  it  should  have 
been  thought  necessary  at  all  to  have  en- 
tered into  any  treaties  whatever  with  these 
diierent  chiefs,  if  we  had  a  rigkt  to 


ips  carrying  on  the  slave  trade  witboat 
treaty.  He  was  told  that  we  had  that 
right  with  Brazil;  without  any  treaty  with 
the  Brazils  entitling  ns  to  capture  their 
ships.  Having  assumed  the  right  to  cap- 
ture and  search  their  ships  without  treatj, 
it  appeared  questionable  to  have  entered 
into  these  treaties  with  these  chiefs,  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  the  power  of  doing  all  in 
the  way  of  capture  without  any  engage- 
ment. He  had  doubts  whether  the  attempt 
to  put  down  the  slave  trade  by  force  of 
i^rms  would  ever  succeed.  Hei  believed 
that  the  only  way  was  enlisting  opinion  in 
those  countries  which  carried  on  the  slave 
trade.  At  all  events  to  interfere  with  the 
independence  of  foreign  nations  would  only 
have  the  effect  of  enlisting  public  opinion 
in  those  countries  in  a  state  of  hostility, 
and  would  defeat  the  object  which  they 
had  in  view.  He  thought  it  was  not  right 
to  throw  out  any  kind  of  insinuation  that 
a  gentleman  who  differed  on  the  policy  of 
armed  interference  in  putting  down  the 
slave  trade,  was  favourable  to  carrying  on 
the  infamous  taffio.  The  hon.  Baronet 
who  seconded  the  Motion  was  as  much  op- 
posed to  the  slave  trade,  and  thought  it  as 
abominable  a  traffic,  as  the  noble  Lord.  All 
that  he  questioned  was  the  policy  of  at- 
tempting to  put  down  the  slave  trade  with- 
out reference  to  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
tries which  were  carrying  on  the  slave 
trade.  We  could  not  expect  other  countries 
to  arrive  at  our  opinions  at  any  moment 
we  might  point  out.  Opinion  was  of  slow 
growth.  The  anti-slave-trade  party  in 
Brazil  had  not  been  at  work  so  long  in  that 
country  as  they  had  been  in  this  to  abolish 
the  slave  trade.  They  were  longer  in  this 
country  agitating  against  the  slave  trade 
than  they  had  been  in  Brazil.  Why  should 
we  expect  the  Brazilians  to  be  faster  than 
we  were  ?  Give  these  different  nations 
every  time  for  the  formation  of  an  opinion, 
and  carry  on  a  conciliatory  and  rational 
course  of  policy.  He  should  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

Captaiv  PEOHELL  was  sorry  to  differ 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had  jusf 
spoken;  but  in  all  transactions  connected 
with  the  suppression  of  the  slav«  trade,  he 
pinned  his  faith  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affi&irs,  whose  conduct 
during  the  last  fifteen  years  had  been  most 
straightforward  and  consistent  in  that  mat- 
ter. In  his  opinion  a  squadron  would  al- 
ways be  necessary  for  the  suppression  of 
the  sbve  trade. 
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Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  that  all 
attempts  hitherto  made  for  the  suppression 
of  the  slave  trade  had,  to  a  great  extent, 
failed;  but  he  attributed  that  failure  to 
certain  concessions  which  bad  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. It  would  hardly  mend  the  matter  to 
make  further  concessions  in  the  same  di- 
rection. Ho  greatly  doubted  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Yougbal  truly 
represented  the  feeling  of  his  constituents 
in  opposing  this  Bill. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  said,  that  a 
Committee  had  been  sitting  for  two  years 
to  consider  the  best  means  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  slave  trade;  and  the  Committee 
had  reported  '<  That  the  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade  by  naval  force  was,  in  their 
opinion,  impracticable.''  It  was  painful,  no 
doubt,  to  confess  failure  in  an  object  which 
the  country  had  so  much  at  heart;  but  that 
was  the  conclusion  to  which  the  Committee 
had  arrived.  On  account  of  the  lateness  of 
the  Session  and  other  causes,  the  report  of 
the  Committee  had  not  yet  been  brought 
officially  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  E.  Denison)  had  come  to  the  same 
conclusion  which  had  been  arrived  at  by 
the  majority  of  that  Committee.  It  was 
a  painful  position  to  be  placed  in  at  the 
end  of  a  Session  of  Parliament,  to  be 
asked  to  vote  for  a  Bill  to  enable  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  carry  into  effect  certain  engage- 
ments or  treaties  in  the  Persian  Gulf  for 
the  more  effectual  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade — the  means  to  be  taken  for  that  pur- 
pose being  the  employment  of  a  naval 
force — means  which  the  Committee  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  were  entirely  in- 
effectual. The  noble  Lord  said  that  there 
would  be  no  expense  incurred;  but  he  must 
doubt  the  correctness  of  that  yiew,  when 
he  saw  the  provision  made  in  Clauses  8 
and  9  for  bounty  on  captures  and  for  in- 
demnification. He  had  no  alternative  if 
there  were  a  division  than  to  vote  against 
the  Bill. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  as  his 
hon.  Fiiend  who  had  just  spoken  had 
touched  upon  the  general  question  of  the 
suppression  of  the  slave  trade,  he  would 
address  a  very  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
objections  he  had  urged.  He  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  did  not  consider  that  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  would  at  all  commit  the  House 
in  regard  to  any  future  conclusion  to  which 
they  might  arrive  on  the  general  question 
of  the  means  to  be  adopted  for.  the  sup- 
pression of  the  slaTe  tra^e.    .The  condb* 


sions  in  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
which  had  not  yet  been  considered  by  thQ 
House,  did  not  appear  to  him  a  good  reason 
for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  He  agreed: 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee,  and  the  re% 
port  of  that  Committee,  must  form  the 
matter  for  the  most  serious  coAsideration^ 
both  of  ^he  Qovernment  and  of  Parliament, 
in  the  course  of  the  next  Session ;  bui 
whe^  his  hon.  Friend  referred  to  that  re« 
port  as  being  the  opinion  of  the  Commit* 
tee,  he  xpust  say  that  there  were  circum-  ' 
stances  which  appeared  to  add  to  the  difi^- 
culty  which  the  Government  and  Parlia-. 
ment  would  have  to  encounter  in  consider<} 
ing  the  subject.  If  the  report  had  ex^ 
pressed  the  imanimous  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, or  the  opinion  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  Committee,  the  case  would  have 
been  different.  But  it  appeared  that  therft 
had  been  a  majority  of  one  vote  only,  tha^ 
of  ^  Member  who  had  taken  the  greatest 
possible  interest  in  this  question,  but  whose 
opinions  upon  it  were  known  to  be  so  de- 
cided that  no  oiie  believed  that  any  evi- 
dence that  could  be  brought  forward  would, 
have  power  to  alter  his  conviction,  that, 
the  present  means  taken  for  the  suppresr 
sion  of  the  slave  trfide  were  inefficient  and 
injurious.  Therefore,  that  view  being  uur 
supported  by  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of 
the  Committee,  it  only  amounted  to  an 
acknowledgment  that  the  opinion  of  hi« 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chairman*  was  ^s  strong 
now  as  it  had  ever  been.  Another  circum- 
stance which  increased  the  difficulty  exr 
perienced  on  this  subject,  was  the  object 
for  which  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
that  being  to  consider  the  present  npeans 
used  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  ^ 
ai^d  if  they  were  deemed  to  be  insufficient, 
to  see  whether  m^aus  could  be  found  better 
calculated  to  effect  the  pbject  in  view. 
Now,  when  he  looked  to  the  report  of  that 
Committee,  he  found  opinions  very  positive^ 
with  respect  to  the  means  at  present  in 
use,  and  very  full  on  the  point  of  their  in- 
efficiency; but  when  he  looked  further,  ex- 
pecting some  consplation  for  the  failure  of 
the  present  means,  in  the  suggestion  of 
other  means  to  be  substituted,  he  found 
only  a  frequent  repetition  of  opinion  on  tk 
weU-admitted  fact,  that  the  slave  trade  was 
a  very  bad  thing,  and  ought  to  be  put. an' 
end  to.  The  question,  therefore,  really  re* 
mained  to  be  considered  by  Parliament  in 
the  course  of  another  Session.  It  might 
be  that  the  present  means  in  use  were  in- 
efficient, and  did  not  anjBwer  their  object; 
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but  it  WM  for  ParliMnont,  bofore  giTing  up 
ttiiiNo  uimnn,  to  dinoorcr  othcri  by  which 
i\wy  ini^ht  hopo  to  lucceed  in  utterly 
nupproNfiiti^  tho  iilavo  trade. 

Mil.  If  UMK  laid,  ho  wiiihod  to  call  tho 
attontioit  of  tho  IIouio  to  tho  fact,  that 
tlin  (lointnittco,  whoro  thoiio  differences,  it 
wan  trues  exiNtod,  had  yet  decided  by  a 
majority  Af^ainiit  tho  policy  pursued  by  the 
Oovornmont.  But  Government  always 
took  caro,  in  tho  appointment  of  every 
(Nmunittoo,  to  have  a  majority  of  the 
M^tnbcrN  in  favour  of  their  own  views,  and 
honoo  tho  result  at  which  this  particular 
Oonnnittc^o  arrived  showed  that  the  Go- 
▼i^nunont  had  been  beaten.  The  Com- 
mittco  dooidod  on  two  allegations — first, 
timt  our  policy  in  regard  to  tho  slave 
trade,  instead  of  doing  ffood,  aggravated 
its  horn^rs ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was  a 
souroo  of  groat  expense  to  this  country. 
Our  exertions  in  those  seas  had  increased 
tho  atrt)cities  perpetrated  on  tho  slaves. 
They  found  now  such  cases  occurring  as 
AOO  hunmn  l)oings  crowded  into  a  vessel 
of  100  tons ;  and  as  no  such  cases  used  to 
ooeur  in  former  years,  he  thought  they 
might  fairly  be  attributed  to  our  cruisers 
on  tho  oi>A»t  of  AfViea« 

Mu,  UKUNAL  wisheil  to  distinguish 
Wtween  tho  gonoral  question  affecting  the 
sIax*o  tnido«  and  the  question  now  before 
tho  Hou*o  as  it^gardeil  the  slave  trade  in 
tho  Toritian  GuTf«  The  one  stood  on  a 
t^ry  ditftront  baaas  (Wmu  the  other.  He 
ibouj^^ht  it  wwuld  be  very  easy  fWr  ns  to 
cKvko  up  tho  IVrMan  Gulf  with  our  marine, 
and  »^^  otf\vtual^  put  a  stop  to  the  slaT« 
iT^do;  aihl  tboreh>re  be  considered  tbe 
Bill,  taVon  on  it*  own  meHts,  destemng 
%Nf  »npp«Nn.  At  the  Mumo  time  be  did  not 
fN4  him*olf  proolttdod  thereby  from  takin|^ 
a«y  <sN«r^  ho  tbo^urbl  pT>m«'  on  tbe  ^pMie> 
nil  q>»o*^i*Nn  wbo«  it  eame  Wiwe  tbew. 

^w^T5xN«,  **  Tbat  tbo  w\>rd  *  ik^w  *  siuid 
j*rl  %Nf  tW  ^»Wit^>n/*  p«t  and  a^rr^eed  t^ 

Ma^.^i  \JiwvM>»>«  p«t^  and  a^:Te<4  t^v 

|\;**  TXNS4  ;^'  a)!>d  |Vli$M4. 

taismwii  o('  %^^  1  iia^t^  ^>^t«a  W«m^  1 
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to  the  Amendments  which  the  Lords  have 
introduced  into  this  BiU,  in  as  far  as  they 
affect  the  privileges  of  this  House.  I  will 
reserve  what  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject 
as  affecting  the  several  Amendments  made 
by  the  Lords,  and  more  especially  in  re- 
gard to  the  omission  of  Clauses  1  and  2, 
until  the  House  shall  have  been  favoured 
with  your  view  on  the  question  of  privi- 
lege. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  know  not  bow  I 
can  better  answer  the  question  put  by  the 
noble  Lord  than  by  stating  to  the  House 
what  is  the  rule  which  governs  the  practice 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  in  Bills  of  this 
description.  The  rule  is  this,  that  the 
Lords  may  amend  Bills  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor,  if  the  amendment  does  not  in  an  j 
way  amount  to  an  interference  with  the 
disposition  or  collection  of  the  rate  to  be 
levied,  or  with  the  persons  who  have  the 
control  or  management  of  the  rate.  Thia 
rule  has  always  been  strictly  adhered  to 
with  regard  to  all  private  Bills  anthmsing 
the  levying  of  local  rates;  but  there  hare 
been  some  occasions  with  referenee  to  pub- 
lic Bills  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
has  agreed  to  wmve  the  point,  and  not 
insist  on  an  adherence  to  its  priril^^. 
The  preeedents  which  have  oecnmd  in 
more  recent  years  are  those  of  the  Engliah 
Poor  Law  BiU  of  1834,  the  Iiiak  Poor 
Law  BiU  of  1833,  the  Irish  Mmudpal  BiU 
of  the  same  year,  and,  lastly,  thie  Irish 
Amended  Poor  Law  BUI  of  1817.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  a  large  nimber  of  tlie 
Amendments  whidi  have  been  made  by  tbe 
Loids  in  the  present  BiU,  do  moat  decidedly 
infringe  npon  the  privUeges  of  tlus  Hovae. 
The  fursi  two  clauses  of  the  BiU  aa  it  was 
smt  up  by  this  House,  propoaed  a  eettabi 
maximum  amount  of  rate  to  be  levied,  firsts 
upon  the  e^ectenl  ^visioBs^  aW  tkeu  upes 
tbe  unious.  By  tbe  omissioB  of  ^Hae  two 
e)aus<M;«  tbe  Lwds  have  inereaaed  iIm 
amount  of  the  rates  to  be  imposed;  or  ut 
any  rsto  bav^^  imposed  a  diffesvut  auseaua 
of  rst^  froBi  tbat  wludi  d»e  BSL  or^iaally 
j>»t  cp  tio  tl^ta  Vt  tW  CoauDOtta,  hmii  de- 
c^brod*  siftOuVd  W  im^feosed.  It  wiO  W  lur 
tW  n^n^  t«  say,  wiied^er  tbey  wiSL  Mknr 
t)»e  |>cy<>NW«it$  in  w^orb  I  liaTe 
ani  "T^ivr  tbeGT  prlvSy.^  <«  i^  < 
^  v^kOtW-  t^ier  wiC  aaaELtaia  tbiaa.  If 
^  H^«K«r  f^Muui  rMu^  r^  i 
lame  a}nrimasrPiK  t^Litds^ 
/C  {yicriws.  XMt$a  vf  t^muml 

Lmst;   3;V$;^LL:  After  1 
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privileges,  and  as  to  what  tbe  House  has 
done  in  similar  instances  on  former  occa- 
sions, I  will  now  state  the  view  which  I 
take  of  this  subject,  and  the  mode  in  which 
I  think  it  is  expedient  the  House  should 
act  while  taking  into  consideration  these 
Amendments.  I  cannot  for  a  moment 
differ,  Sir,  from  your  statement,  that  the 
omission  of  Clauses  1  and  2 — to  saj  no- 
thing of  any  of  the  other  Amendments — 
do  infringe  upon  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  as  has  been  most  clearly  laid  down 
by  you.  At  the  same  time,  Sir,  you  have 
stated,  both  with  respect  to  the  English 
Poor  Law  and  to  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  so  far  waived 
its  privileges  as  to  aUow  amendments  to 
be  made  by  the  Lords  which  certainly  did 
infringe  upon  those  privileges.  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  Irish  Poor  Law  Bill  in 
1838,  one  of  the  amendments  made  by 
the  Lords  was  the  introduction  of  electoral 
divisions.  The  effect  of  that  amendment 
was,  that  instead  of  having  an  equal  rate 
over  the  whole  union,  the  rates  in  different 
parts  of  the  union  were  exceedingly  various 
in  amount — some  parties  paying  not  less 
than  10«.  in  one  part  of  the  union,  while 
others  were  paying  only  6cJ.  or  lOcJ.  in 
another  part  of  the  union;  thereby  charg- 
ing particular  districts  and  particular  per- 
sons—namely, the  inhabitants  of  those 
districts — very  variously,  and  imposing  a 
greater  rate  of  tax  upon  some  parties  than 
the  House  of  Commons  had  originally 
agreed  to.  With  respect  to  the  last  poor- 
law  of  1847,  hon.  Members  will  recollect 
that  that  Bill  as  it  passed  this  House  im- 
posed a  rate  of  Is.  3d.  in  the  half-year,  or 
2«.  6d.  in  the  year,  upon  the  electoral  di- 
vision, leaving  any  remaining  charges  that 
might  be  incurred  by  the  electoral  division 
to  be  defrayed  by  the  whole  union.  The 
House  of  Lords  omitted  that  provision,  and 
introduced  other  provisions  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent nature.  In  both  these  cases — as 
well  that  of  the  original  Irish  Poor  Law  of 
1838,  as  of  the  amended  Irish  Poor  Law 
of  1847 — this  House  consented  to  discuss 
the  amendments  made  by  the  Lords,  and 
they  finally  consented  to  the  adoption,  in 
the  first  instance,  of  the  Amendment  which 
was  introduced  by  the  Lords;  and,  in  the 
the  second  instance,  to  the  omission  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Lords.  In  both 
those  instances  I  imagine  that  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons  were  as 
clearly  and  as  positively  affected  by  the  al- 
terations made  by  the  House  of  Lords,  as 
they  are  in  the  case  now  before  us.     I  do 


not  think,  therefore,  on  the  ground  of  pre- 
cedent, that  we  should  feel  ourselves  bound 
to  assert  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  present  occasion.  That 
being  so,  it  is  for  the  House  now  to  con- 
sider whether  it  is  advisable  with  regard 
to  these  Amendments  that  we  should  assert 
those  privileges.  I  own  it  appears  to  me 
that,  so  long  as  the  House  of  Lords  con- 
fine themselves  to  amending  the  poor-law, 
with  a  view  to  effect  better  legislation  on 
the  subject  of  a  legal  provision  for  the 
poor,  and  not  for  the  sake  of  increasing  the 
amount  of  rates,  or  with  the  especial  view 
of  imposing  a  tax  upon  the  subject,  it  is 
not  expedient  that  we  should  assert  our 
privileges  in  that  respect.  With  regard  to 
legislation  in  reference  to  the  condition  of 
the  poor,  it  must  be  acknowledged  by  all 
to  be  a  subject  of  very  great  importance, 
and  one  concerning  which  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  should  be  entitled  to  give  an 
opinion.  I  think  legislation  is  likely  to 
proceed  more  harmoniously  between  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  if  we  do  not 
assert  our  privileges  on  an  occasion  of  that 
kind.  If  we  were  strictly  to  assert  those 
privileges,  I  do  not  see  how  any  progress 
could  be  made  in  amending  the  poor-law, 
either  as  regards  this  country  or  Ireland, 
because  scarcely  any  amendment  can  be 
made  by  the  Lords  which  would  not  affect 
the  rate  in  some  degree.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  shaU  propose  to  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  Amendments  of  the  Lords  without 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  the  privileges 
of  the  House  being  in  any  way  affected  by 
them,  and  without  deeming  it  necessary 
that  those  privileges  should  be  asserted  so 
far  as  the  present  Amendments  are  con- 
cerned. I  believe  that  the  Amendments 
have  been  introduced  by  the  House  of  Lords 
with  a  view  to' amend,  in  their  opinion,  the 
law  relating  to  the  poor  in  Ireland.  That, 
I  conceive,  to  be  a  subject  upon  which  they 
are  fairly  entitled  to  give  an  opinion,  and 
respecting  which  they  have  a  right  to  pro- 
pose such  amendments  as  they  think  would 
conduce  to  the  better  management  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland.  Therefore,  to  bring  the 
question  to  an  issue,  I  now  propose  that 
the  House  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments, omitting  Clauses  1  and  2  of  the 
Commons'  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Amendments  be  now  read  a 
Second  Time." 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  Sir,  I  can  assure 
the  House,  that,  upon  a  question  affecting 
the  ancient  and  undoubted  privileges  of 
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this  rcprcsontatire  assembly,  I  yenture  to 
diifcr  with  very  great  regret  and  diffidence 
from  the  noble  Lord  at  tbe  bead  of  tbe  Go- 
verumcnt.  But  entertaining,  as  I  do, 
great  doubts  upon  tbe  matter,  and  cor- 
dially agreeing  with  you,  Sir,  in  tbe  desire 
that  those  ancient  and  undoubted  privileges 
should  be  reasonably  and  justly  maintained, 
I  do  not  think  I  should  discharge  my  duty 
if,  before  the  House  came  to  a  decision,  I 
failed  to  express  what  is  my  impression 
with  regard  to  these  Amendments.  For 
the  sake  of  discussing  them  in  the  most 
satisfactory  manner,  it  is  right  to  consider 
the  constitutional  question  altogether  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  alterations  which 
the  Lords  have  made  in  the  Bill.  But  to 
prove  to  the  House  that  I  am  not  pre- 
judiced in  that  respect,  and  that  I  am  not 
actuated  by  a  feeling  hostile  to  these 
Amendments,  I  beg  to  remind  the  House 
that  I,  when  the  Bill  was  before  this 
House,  objected  to  the  maximum  clauses, 
and  agreed  in  substance  with  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Lords.  But  to  return  to  the 
great  constitutional  question  involved  in 
this  matter,  I  will  proceed  to  state  what  is 
the  apprehension  which  now  weighs  upon 
my  mind.  I  shall  begin  by  adverting  to 
that  most  important  declaration  from  the 
Chair,  that  were  it  not  for  a  few  pre- 
cedents of  recent  date,  these  alterations 
by  the  Lords  which  we  are  now  consid- 
ering, do  interfere  with  the  ancient  and 
undoubted  privileges  of  the  Commons' 
House  of  Parliament.  Without  going  back 
to  antiquated  cases,  or  referring  to  the 
authorities  in  the  pages  of  Hatsell  with  re- 
gard to  the  unwritten  law  of  Parliament, 
wo  have  had  it  stated  from  the  Chair,  what 
none  who  make  it  their  business  to  attend 
to  those  quostions  can  doubt,  that  the  pri- 
vilogo  claimed  by  the  Commons  is  this — 
that  the  Lonls  may  amend  any  Bill  except 
such  clauses  as  relate  to  taxation,  whether 
general  or  local ;  but  with  respect  to  those 
clauses  the  Lords  cannbt  interfere,  either 
with  reganl  to  the  amount  of  the  tax  to  be 
levied,  or  the  mode  of  collecting  the  tax, 
or  with  resiK'ct  to  the  persons  who  shall 
col  loot  it.  or  the  persons  who  shall  pay  the 
tax,  or  those  who  shall  receive  it.  I  do 
not  think  1  have  overstated  in  the  least 
the  priviloixe  on  which  this  House  in  the 
best  times  of  its  history  has  always  in- 
sisted. We  then  come  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  recent  relaxations  to  which  the 
noble  Lonl  has  referred.  They  are  both 
of  recent  date,  and  were  limited,  if  my 
memoTT  serves  me  correctly,  to  the  quea- 


tion  affecting  the  levying  of  poor-rates. 
The  first  case  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance, but  not  of  direct  interference  ; 
it  was  that  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  of 
1838.  Incidentally,  there  certainly  was 
a  great  change  introduced  into  that  Bill 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
chiefly  concerned  the  area  of  taxation. 
The  Bill,  as  sent  up  by  the  Commons,  en- 
acted that  the  rate  should  be  levied  in  the 
unions.  The  Lords  narrowed  the  area  of 
taxation,  and  substituted  for  unions  elec- 
toral divisions  within  the  unions.  Inciden- 
tally, therefore,  the  Lords,  pro  tanto,  bj 
narrowing  the  area,  increased  the  burden 
upon  the  ratepayers  living  within  the 
smaller  dbtricts.  If  I  mistake  not,  a  spe- 
cial memorandum  was  left  with  you  by 
your  predecesor,  Sir,  with  a  view  to  place 
on  record  a  strong  opinion  that  this  was  an 
interference  which  ought  not  to  be  drawn 
into  a  precedent.  In  the  year  1847,  again 
dealing  with  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  the  same 
relaxation  was  made  upon  the  precedent  of 
1838,  and  a  more  direct  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords  waa  anh- 
mitted  to  by  this  House.  Still,  after  giv- 
ing the  utmost  effect  to  these  precedents, 
I  contend  that  the  interference  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  present  occasion 
goes  infinitely  farther  than  any  {wecedent 
that  has  been  quoted,  or  that  can  be 
produced.  If  we  admit  an  interference 
of  so  extensive  a  nature  with  onr  prir 
vileges  with  respect  to  the  tubject  of 
the  poor-rate,  the  better  and  more  con- 
sistent course  on  the  part  of  this  Homa 
would  be  to  abandon  its  priyilegea  directlj 
and  for  ever,  so  far  as  poor-ratea  are 
concerned;  for,  should  this  interference 
be  now  allowed,  I  do  not  see  how  this 
House  can  ever  hereafter  stand  np  ftir  its 
privileges,  whatever  may  be  the  interfe- 
rence on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Just  observe  —  the  first  two  danaes  of  the 
Bill  which  the  Conunons  sent  np  to  the 
Lords  limited  the  rate  at  the  maximnm  of 
5s.  on  the  doctoral  division;  and  the  rale 
in  aid,  when  that  maximum  should  be  ex- 
ceeded, which  was  to  be  impoaed  on  the 
union,  was  limited  to  2s,  So  that  in 
no  case  could  the  ratepayer  in  Irdaad 
be  compelled  by  force  of  law  to  pej 
more  than  7«.  in  the  pound  in  tlie  year. 
Now,  the  Lords  have  struck  out  both 
those  limitations,  and  have  left  the  rate- 
payer liable  to  an  unlunited  amount  of 
rate.  The  Commons  said  that  the  rate* 
payers  should  under  no  circumstaneea 
more  than  7«.,  while  the  Loids  aej 
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DO  limits  whatever  shall  he  assigned.  So 
much  for  the  quantum  of  the  rate.  But 
that  is  not  all.  The  Commons  made 
fresh  property  suhject  to  the  rate;  thej 
charged  jointures  and  annuities,  as  well 
as  other  property  not  now  liahle,  with 
alleviating  the  hurden  on  the  present  rate- 
payers. The  Lords  struck  out  that  clause. 
Thus  the  Lords  have  left  the  present  rate- 
payer liahle  to  an  unlimited  charge,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  have  rejected  the  pro- 
position for  hringing  in  fresh  property 
as  the  suhject  of  rating,  therehy  indirectly 
aggravating  the  hurden  of  the  present 
charge.  They  have  inserted  a  clause  hy 
which  a  tenant  being  in  arrear  for  more 
than  a  year,  and  being  unable  to  pay  up 
his  rates,  shall  be  subject  to  ejectment. 
This  is  a  clause  of  a  most  painful  cha- 
racter, and  will  be  viewed  by  the  tenantry 
of  Ireland  with  the  utmost  jealousy.  The 
House  of  Lords  have  thus  inflicted  on  the 
tenant  a  new  penalty  for  nonpayment  of 
the  poor-rate,  notwithstanding  all  the  co- 
venants and  restrictions  to  which  he  is  al- 
ready subjected  by  his  lease.  But  don't 
let  me  mislead  the  House  on  this  point.  I 
am  aware  that  the  noble  Lord  has  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  reject  that  clause. 
Let  us  not  confuse  the  question  of  the 
merits  of  these  Amendments  with  the  con- 
stitutional question  which  I  am  at  present 
arguing.  1  am  now  fairly  stating  the 
extent  of  the  interference  of  the  Lords; 
and  in  arguing  that  question  of  interfe- 
rence, and  in  pointing  out  what  are  the 
clauses  which  affect  the  privileges  of 
your  House,  it  is  necessary  that  the  whole 
extent  of  that  interference  should  be 
brought  under  your  view.  I  have  thus 
stated  to  the  House  what  is  the  extent  of 
that  interference.  It  is  for  the  House  to 
consider,  if  we  waive  our  privileges  with 
respect  to  the  poor-rate,  how  are  we  to 
take  our  stand  with  respect  to  other  local 
rates  ?  What  are  we  to  say  with  respect 
to  the  highway  rates,  with  respect  to  the 
county  rate,  and  another  topic  I  will  men- 
tion— what  are  we  to  say  with  respect  to 
the  church  rate  ?  May  not  the  House  of 
Lords,  if  we  agree  thus  to  abandon  our 
privileges  in  respect  to  poor-rate,  frame  an 
enactment  with  regard  to  church  rates,  and 
send  it  down  to  the  Commons  ?  As  mat- 
ters now  stand,  that  question  is  exciting 
very  angry  feelings  in  this  country.  What 
would  be  the  only  becoming  course  for  this 
House  in  such  a  case  to  pursue  ?  Our 
language  to  the  House  of  Lords  ought  to 
be — *'  We  take  a  preliminary  objection  to 
yoor  proceeding;  ve  say  this  is  not  yoiur 


province ;  you  have  no  right  to  deal 
d  priori  with  this  matter;  we  stand  upon 
our  privilege  and  reject  your  measure.'' 
But  if  for  the  sake  of  avoiding  all  angry 
feeling,  we  forego  that  preliminary  ques- 
tion, and  agree  to  debate  the  measure;  or, 
if  we  give  way,  and  abandon  our  privilege 
with  respect  to  the  poor-rate,  I,  for  one, 
reserving  my  judgment  to  be  corrected  bj 
superior  in^rmation  and  better  lights,  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  we  could  make  a 
stand,  founded  on  reason  and  precedent, 
respecting  any  one  of  the  local  rates  I 
have  mentioned.  But  is  this  subject  neif 
to  the  House  ?  Was  not  this  very  qnes* 
tion,  as  to  what  extent  we  should  waive 
our  privileges  in  matters  concerning  local 
taxation,  referred,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government,  to  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
course  of  last  Session  ?  I  see  many  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  benches  with 
whom  I  had  the  honour  of  being  associated 
in  that  Committee.  We  investigated  the 
matter  with  the  greatest  care,  we  delibe- 
rated upon  it,  and  some  very  strong  argn- 
ments  were  stated  on  both  sides  of  the 
Question;  we  went  into  the  Committee  pre- 
disposed,  with  a  view  of  consulting  the 
public  convenience  in  regard  to  a  more 
equal  division  of  labour  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament,  to  recommend  a 
large  relaxation  of  our  privileges,  and 
thereby  enable  the  House  of  Lords  to  ini- 
tiate measures  affecting  local  taxation.  But 
after  careful  consideration,  after  consulting 
the  highest  authorities,  and  hearing  the 
opinions  of  the  most  experienced  Members, 
we  came  to  an  unanimous  opinion  that  any 
such  relaxation  would  be  dangerous  to  our 
privileges.  A  very  limited  relaxation,  how- 
ever, was  recommended,  and  that  recom- 
mendation was  embodied  in  a  Standing 
Order,  which  was  passed  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  moved  as 
an  amendment  to  that  limited  Standing 
Order  the  following  Resolution : — 

"That,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  passing  of 
Bills  through  Parliameat,  this  House  will  not  in- 
sist upon  its  privileges  in  respect  of  any  Bills^ 
Clauses,  or  Amendipents  which  may  bo  broughf 
from  the  House  of  Lords  whereby  tolls,  rate^,  qr 
duties  are  authorised,  imposed,  or  regulated,  pro^ 
Tided  the  same  shall  be  assessed  and  levied  bjr 
local  authorities,  and  shall  not  be  applied  to  thd 
pubUo  service." 

My  hon.  Friend  thus  recorded  his  opinion; 
but  that  opinion  being  opposed  and  con- 
trary to  the  sense  of  the  Hoo^e,  he  did 
noft  venture  ta  go  to^  diYiwaa  upioi  it»  and 
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between  poor-rates  and  other  local  rates. 
The  House,  however,  might  det>end  upon 
it  that  if  they  now  gave  up  their  privilege 
upon  this  question — a  question  upon  which 
it  was  most  valuable — thej  would  find 
great  difficulty  in  maintaining  it  hereafter. 

Mr.  HUME,  having  been  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Business,  had 
then  refused  to  give  up  any  of  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House  with  respect  to  taxation. 
The  privilege  of  taxation  belonged  ex- 
clusively to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  saw  nothing  but  difficulty  and  collision 
in  the  future,  if,  in  this  measure,  they 
consented  to  yield  it  up.  It  was  at  all 
times  unpleasant  and  inexpedient  for  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  to  come  into 
collision;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  no- 
thing was  so  likely  to  avoid  it  as  a 
steady  determined  resolution  to  adhere  to 
their  undoubted  rights.  There  ought  to 
be  no  relaxation  unless  in  the  greatest 
emergency;  and,  in  his  opinion,  a  case 
had  been  made  out  for  a  waiver  dn  this 
question.  If,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  took  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  subject,  he 
should,  at  whatever  risk  of  inconvenience, 
support  him. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  contended  that  there 
was  nothing  beneficial  in  the  Amendments 
to  counterbalance  the  evil  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House  being  abandoned.  The 
House  had  already  yielded  its  privilege, 
without  any  advantage  being  thereby 
gained,  in  the  ease  of  the  original  Poor 
Law  Bill  for  Ireland;  and  if  they  went  on 
abandoning  their  rights  in  order  to  pass 
bad  measures,  they  would  eventually  de- 
stroy the  country.  He  suggested  that 
— as  this  difficulty  had  arisen — the  Bill 
should  be  postponed,  and  that  next  Ses- 
sion a  measure  should  be  introduced  really 
adapted  to  promote  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, without  interfering  with  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon 
divided  the  House  upon  the  question,  he 
should  vote  with  hira. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  in 
matters  of  very  great  importance  there 
might  be  some*  plea  for  the  House  giving 
up  its  privileges  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  they  ought 
to  be  yielded.  There  were  already  so 
tnany  precedents  in  this  way  that  they 
almost  became  a  general  rule. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  said,  that 
if  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  went 
to  impugn  the  resolution  of  the  {Committee 


on  Public  Business  last  year,  no  one 
would  have  a  greater  interest  than  him- 
self in  resisting  that  proposal.  But  he 
did  not  think  that  was  the  effect  of  it. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  the 
House  should  not,  by  resolution,  abandon 
its  undoubted  rights  and  privileges  upon 
questions  of  local  taxation;  but  they  did 
not  go  the  length  of  saying  that  any 
practical  inconvenience  had  arisen  from 
the  occasional  waiving  of  its  rights. 
That  House  need  fear  no  great  encroach- 
ment upon  its  privileges  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  But  it  was  said  that  the  harmo- 
nious working  of  the  legislative  system 
would  be  best  promoted  by  insisting  upon 
extreme  rights.  He  doubted  that  very 
much.  At  the  same  time,  if  they  were 
to  take  the  course  pointed  out  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  they  would  be  draining  the  strings 
much  tighter  than  they  had  been  drawn 
of  late  years.  Was  there  any  occasion 
for  it  ?  Had  any  practical  inconvenience 
resulted  from  the  slight  concessions  which 
had  been  made  ?  None,  in  his  opinion  ; 
and  if  the  House  were  called  upon  for  a 
decision,  he  should  vote  with  hb  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
believing  that  the  Amendments  might  be 
made  without  inconvenience. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  have  misapprehended  him, 
and,  perhaps,  therefore,  he  might  be  permit- 
ted to  explain  what  he  intended  to  suggest. 
He  should  suggest  that  the  same  course 
should  be  taken  with  this  Bill  as  was  taken 
with  a  Bill  yesterday.  In  the  proceedings  ot 
yesterday,  he  found  the  following  : — ••  Bo- 
roughs Relief  Bill;  Lords'  Amendments  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  this  day  three 
months."  Then  there  was  : — "  Boroughs 
Relief  (No.  2)  Bill :  To  relieve  boroughs, 
in  certain  cases,  from  contribution  to  cer- 
tain descriptions  of  county  expenditure; 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney 
General  and  Mr.  Spooner."  And  the 
next  was: — "Boroughs  Relief  (No.  2) 
Bill :  To  relieve  boroughs,  in  certain  cases, 
from  contribution  to  certain  descriptions  of 
county  expenditure;  presented,  and  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  committed; 
considered  in  Committee  and  reported, 
without  amendment;  and  read  a  third  time 
and  passed."  This  was  the  last  proceed- 
ing in  the  House  yesterday;  and  it  was 
the  example  which  he  would  recommend 
to  be  followed  now. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  Bill  referred   to  by  the   right  hon* 
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Baronet  had  been  introduced  to  relieve 
the  borough  of  Birmingham  from  certain 
local  taxed,  which  had  to  be  paid  to  the 
county  of  Warwick.  It  was  originally  in- 
troduced as  a  private  Bill,  but  thrown  out 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  ground 
that  it  ought  to  be  a  public  measure;  and 
it  had  been  introduced  as  a  public  mea- 
sure, with  certain  clauses  added,  to  meet 
the  objections  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  course,  however,  could  not  be  taken 
with  the  present  Bill,  because  it  was  pro- 
posed to  agree  to  some  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  and  to  disagree  with  others. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  thought  that  if 
such  a  course  had  been  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  the  borough  of  Birmingham,  it 
ought  d  fortiori  to  be  adopted  in  ttfe  case 
of  Ireland.  The  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  were 
unanswerable,  and  they  had  been  left  Un- 
answered. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  said,  in  effect,  that  there 
were  a  number  of  precedents  for  waiving 
the  privileges  of  that  House,  and  that  a 
number  of  precedents  was  not  the  same  as 
adopting  the  resolution  which  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford.  But  they  came  to 
the  same  thing;  and  he  would  ask  any  ex- 
perienced Member  in  that  House,  whether 
a  series  of  precedents  was  not  stronger 
than  any  resolution  ?  It  was  against  such 
a  series  of  precedents,  all  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  poor-rates,  that  he  wished  to  guard 
the  House;  and  he  contended  that  the 
discussion  had  been  most  properly  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  tne  Member  for 
Ripon,  to  whom  the  House  must  feel  in- 
debted for  the  course  he  had  taken. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  urged  the  House  to  take 
the  same  course  with  this  measure  as  they 
had  with  a  private  Bill.  [Sir  J.  Graham  : 
No;  a  public  Bill.]  Well,  a  public  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  merits  of  the  Birming- 
ham Bill,  there  had  been  no  dispute,  and 
no  obstacle  raised  to  its  passing  through 
all  its  stages.  But  if  the  same  course  were 
taken  with  the  present  measure,  it  must 
be  materially  altered;  and  the  alterations 
would  probably  give  rise  to  so  much  dis- 
cussion that  there  would  be  little  chance 
of  the  Bill  passing  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  SPOONER  contended  that  the  Bill 
was  just  as  liable  to  be  delayed  if  the 
Commons  waived  their  privileges,  as  it  was 
if  they  resolved  to  maintain  them. 

CoLONBii  DUKNE  said,  the  only  rdti- 


ablo  parts  of  the  Bill  were  the  Amendments 
made  in  it  by  the  Lords — all  the  rest  was 
a  delusion.  But  even  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments were  not  an  equivalent  for  a  8ur<- 
render  of  the  privileges  of  the  House;  and 
if  there  was  a  division,  he  should  support 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  he 
intended  to  propose  that  the  Lords'  Amende 
ments  be  taken  into  consideration  that  day 
three  months;  but,  before  moving  it,  he 
wished  to  know  what  course  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  proposed  to 
take. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  intimated  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  divide  the  House. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  thought  the 
House  was  greatly  indebted  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  brought  the  question  forward;  and  he 
rejoiced  to  think  there  was  still  soihe  re< 
spect  for  privileges  which  used  to  be  so 
much  valued.  The  late  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Strangers  was  also  an  instance  of 
the  same  feeling.  The  hon.  Baronet  then 
entered,  at  some  length,  into  a  review  of 
the  Amendments,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
stated  that  only  five  clauses  had  really 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill  by  the  Go- 
vernment. All  the  rest  were  owing  to 
private  Members  or  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
Some  of  the  clauses  were  inconsistent 
with  each  other;  and  he  contended  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  immediate  le- 
gislation. It  would  be  infinitely  wiser  to 
postpone  it  till  next  Session. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  •*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  should  not  en- 
ter into  a  discussion  upon  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  or  upon  the  Amendments  made  in  it 
by  the  House  of  Lords;  He  had  not 
heard,  however,  any  hon.  Member  say 
that  a  rule  was  to  be  once  and  for  ever 
laid  down  that  the  House  was  never  to 
waive  its  privileges.  This  being  the  case, 
he  reminded  the  House  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  of  Lords  to  make  any 
amendment  in  the  Bill  without  interfering 
in  some  degree  with  the  privileges  of  the 
Commons.  If,  therefore,  the  House  of 
Commons  insisted  upon  its  privileges,  the 
House  of  Lords  must  be  deprived  of  all 
power  of  considering  poor-law  measures. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  with  the 
noble  Lord. 

Lord  J.  RUSSBLL   0aid>  the  hon^ 
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between  poor-rates  and  other  local  rates. 
The  House,  however;  might  clet>end  upon 
it  that  if  they  now  gave  up  their  privilege 
upon  this  question — a  question  xxi^on  which 
it  was  most  valuable — they  would  find 
great  difficulty  in  maintaining  it  hereafter. 

Mr.  HUME,  having  been  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Business,  had 
then  refused  to  give  up  any  of  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House  with  respect  to  taxation. 
The  privilege  of  taxation  belonged  ex- 
clusively to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  saw  nothing  but  difficulty  and  collision 
in  the  future,  if,  in  this  measure,  they 
bonsented  to  yield  it  up.  It  was  at  all 
times  unpleasant  and  inexpedient  for  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  to  come  into 
collision;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  no- 
thing was  so  likely  to  avoid  it  alt  a 
steady  determined  resolution  to  adhere  to 
their  undoubted  rights.  There  ought  to 
be  no  relaxation  unless  in  the  greatest 
emergency;  and,  in  his  opinion,  a  case 
had  been  made  out  for  a  waiver  On  this 
question.  If,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  took  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  subject,  he 
should,  at  whatever  risk  of  mconvenience, 
support  him. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  contended  that  there 
was  nothing  beneficial  in  the  Amendments 
to  counterbalance  the  evil  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House  being  abandoned.  The 
House  had  already  yielded  its  privilege, 
without  any  advantage  being  thereby 
gained,  in  the  ease  of  the  original  Poor 
Law  Bill  for  Ireland;  and  if  they  went  on 
abandoning  their  rights  in  order  to  pass 
bad  measures,  they  would  eventually  de- 
stroy the  country.  He  suggested  that 
— as  this  difficulty  had  arisen — the  Bill 
should  be  postponed,  and  that  next  Ses- 
sion a  measure  should  be  introduced  really 
adapted  to  promote  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, without  interfering  with  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon 
divided  the  House  upon  the  question,  he 
should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  in 
matters  of  very  great  importance  there 
might  be  some-  plea  for  the  House  giving 
up  its  privileges  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  they  ought 
to  be  yielded.  There  were  already  so 
many  precedents  in  this  way  that  they 
almost  became  a  general  rule. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  said,  that 
if  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  went 
to  impugn  the  resolution  of  the  Committee 


on  Public  Business  last  year,  no  one 
would  have  a  greater  interest  than  him- 
self in  resisting  that  proposal.  But  he 
did  not  think  that  was  the  effect  of  it. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  the 
House  should  not,  by  teSolntidn,  abandon 
its  undoubted  rights  and  privileges  upon 
questions  of  local  taxation;  but  they  did 
not  %o  the  length  of  saying  that  any 
practical  inconvenience  bad  arisen  from 
the  occasional  waiving  of  its  rights. 
That  House  need  fear  no  great  encroach- 
ment upon  its  privileges  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  But  it  was  said  that  the  harmo- 
nious working  of  the  legislative  system 
would  be  best  promoted  by  insisting  upon 
extreme  rights.  He  doubted  that  very 
much.  At  the  same  time,  if  they  were 
to  take  the  course  pointed  out  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  they  would  be  draiving  the  strings 
much  tighter  than  they  had  been  drawn 
of  late  years.  Was  there  any  occasion 
for  it  ?  Had  any  practical  inconvenience 
resulted  from  the  slight  concessions  which 
had  been  made  ?  None,  in  his  opinion  ; 
and  if  the  House  were  called  upon  for  a 
decision,  he  should  vote  with  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
believing  that  the  Amendments  might  be 
made  without  inconvenience. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  have  misapprehended  him, 
and,  perhaps,  therefore,  he  might  be  permit- 
ted to  explain  what  he  intended  to  suggest. 
He  should  suggest  that  the  same  course 
should  be  taken  with  this  Bill  as  was  taken 
with  a  Bill  yesterday.  In  the  proceedings  oi 
yesterday,  he  found  the  following  : — •'  Bo- 
roughs Relief  Bill;  Lords'  Amendments  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  this  day  three 
months."  Then  there  was  : — **  Boroughs 
Relief  (No.  2)  Bill :  To  relieve  boroughs, 
in  certain  cases,  from  contribution  to  cer- 
tain descriptions  of  county  expenditure; 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney 
General  and  Mr.  Spooner.'*  And  the 
next  was: — "Boroughs  Relief  (No.  2) 
Bill :  To  relieve  boroughs,  in  certain  cases, 
from  contribution  to  certain  descriptions  of 
county  expenditure;  presented,  and  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  committed; 
considered  in  Committee  and  reported, 
without  amendment;  and  read  a  third  time 
and  passed."  This  was  the  last  proceed- 
ing in  the  House  yesterday;  and  it  was 
the  example  which  he  would  recommend 
to  be  followed  now. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  Bill  referred   to  by  the   right  hon. 
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Baronet  had  been  introduced  to  relieTS 
the  borough  of  Birmingham  from  certain 
local  taxed,  which  had  to  be  paid  to  the 
county  of  Warwick.  It  was  originally  in- 
troduced as  a  private  BiU,  but  thrown  out 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  ground 
that  it  ought  to  be  a  public  measure;  and 
it  had  been  introduced  as  a  public  mea- 
sure, with  certain  clauses  added,  to  meet 
the  objections  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  course,  however,  could  not  be  taken 
with  the  present  Bill,  because  it  was  pro- 
posed to  agree  to  some  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  and  to  disagree  with  others. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  thought  that  if 
such  a  course  had  been  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  the  borough  of  Birmingham >  it 
ought  d  fortiori  to  be  adopted  in  the  case 
of  Ireland.  The  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  were 
unanswerable,  and  they  had  been  left  Un- 
answered. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  said,  in  effect,  that  there 
were  a  number  of  precedents  for  waiving 
the  privileges  of  that  House,  and  that  a 
number  of  precedents  was  not  the  same  as 
adopting  the  resolution  which  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford.  But  they  came  to 
the  same  thing;  and  he  would  ask  any  ex- 
perienced Member  in  that  House,  whether 
a  series  of  precedents  was  not  stronger 
than  any  resolution  ?  It  was  against  such 
a  series  of  precedents,  aU  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  poor-rates,  that  he  wished  to  guard 
the  House;  and  he  contended  that  the 
discussion  had  been  most  properly  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  to  whom  the  House  must  feel  in- 
debted for  the  course  he  had  taken. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  urged  the  House  to  take 
the  same  course  with  this  measure  as  they 
had  with  a  private  Bill.  [Sir  J.  Graham  : 
No;  a  public  Bill.]  Well,  a  public  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  merits  of  the  Birming- 
ham Bill,  there  had  been  no  dispute,  and 
no  obstacle  raised  to  its  passing  through 
all  its  stages.  But  if  the  same  course  were 
taken  with  the  present  measure,  it  must 
be  materially  altered;  and  the  alterations 
would  probably  give  rise  to  so  much  dis- 
cussion that  there  would  be  little  chance 
of  the  Bill  passing  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  SPOONER  contended  that  the  Bill 
was  just  as  liable  to  be  delayed  if  the 
Commons  waived  their  privileges,  as  it  Was 
if  they  resolved  to  maintain  them. 

Colonel  DUKNE  said,  the  only  rdti- 


able  parts  of  the  Bill  were  the  Amendments 
made  in  it  by  the  Lords — all  the  rest  was 
a  delusion.  But  even  the  Lords*  Amend- 
ments were  not  an  equivalent  for  a  sur- 
render of  the  privileges  of  the  House;  and 
if  there  was  a  division,  he  should  support 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said.  h« 
intended  to  propose  that  the  Lords*  Amende 
ments  be  taken  into  consideration  that  day 
three  months;  but,  before  moving  it,  he 
wished  to  know  what  course  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  proposed  te 
take. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  intimated  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  divide  the  House. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  thought  the 
House  was  greatly  indebted  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  brought  the  question  forward;  and  he 
rejoiced  to  think  there  was  still  soihe  re- 
spect for  privileges  which  used  to  be  so 
much  valued.  The  late  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Strangers  was  also  an  instance  of 
the  same  feeling.  The  hon.  Baronet  then 
entered,  at  some  length,  into  a  review  of 
the  Amendments,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
stated  that  only  ^ye  clauses  had  really 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill  by  the  Go- 
vernment. All  the  rest  were  owing  to 
private  Members  or  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
Some  of  the  clauses  were  inconsistent 
with  each  other;  and  he  contended  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  immediate  le- 
gislation. It  would  be  infinitely  wiser  to 
postpone  it  till  next  Session. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  should  not  en- 
ter into  a  discussion  upon  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  or  upon  the  Amendments  made  in  it 
by  the  House  of  Lords.  He  had  not 
heard)  however,  any  hon.  Member  say 
that  a  rule  was  to  be  once  and  for  ever 
laid  down  that  the  House  was  never  to 
waive  its  privileges.  This  being  the  case, 
he  reminded  the  House  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  of  Lords  to  make  any 
amendment  in  the  Bill  without  interfering 
in  some  degree  with  the  privileges  of  the 
Commons,  If,  therefore,  the  House  of 
Commons  insisted  upon  its  privileges,  the 
House  of  Lords  must  be  deprived  of  all 
power  of  considering  poor-law  measures. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  with  the 
noble  Lord. 

liOBo  J;  RUSSBLL   0aid>  the  hon^ 


1055  Poor  Belief  {COMMONS} 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mallow  had 
entered  at  some  length  into  the  merits  of 
the  subject;  but  he  did  not  feel  bound  to  fol- 
low him  in  that  discussion.  The  question, 
however,  was  one  of  very  great  import- 
ance, whether  they  should  waive  or  strictly 
maintain  the  privileges  of  that  House.  He 
could  not  himself  see  that  they  could  take 
any  other  course  but  one  of  these  two — 
either  to  admit  that  the  Lords  should  in- 
terfere with  their  privileges  with  regard 
to  some  of  the  clauses  in  the  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  poor-law,  or  whether 
they  should  give  up  any  chance  of  legisla- 
tion upon  the  subject  of  the  poor-law  in 
Ireland  in  the  present  Session.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Mallow  asked 
him  to  consider  the  question  further,  and 
to  introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  subject  in  the 
course  of  the  next  Session.  But  if  the 
House  was  to  decide  that  its  privileges 
were  to  be  strictly  maintained,  without  any 
departure  from  them  —  that  was  to  say, 
that  the  course  taken  in  1838  and  1847 
should  never  again  be  followed — that  they 
were  bad  precedents  which  ought  never  to 
have  been  adopted — he  should  consider  it 
hopeless  to  introduce  any  measure  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament.  If  he  brought 
in  any  Bill,  he  should  not  consider  that 
he  could  introduce  clauses  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  not  to  be  open  to  some  amendment 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords;  and 
he  could  hardly  hope,  if  the  House  of 
Lords  made  amendments,  that  they  would 
not  be  such  as  woidd  interfere  in  some 
way  with  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  House  had  heard  from 
the  Chair,  and  everybody,  he  believed,  had 
admitted  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
the  Lords  to  pass  a  poor-law  without  inter- 
fering with  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
There  could  be  hardly  one  clause  in  which 
they  would  not  attack  or  interfere  with  the 
Commons'  privileges.  The  question  was, 
therefore,  of  great  importance,  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  should  give  up  the 
hppe  of  being  able  to  legislate  harmoni- 
ously with  the  House  of  Lords  upon  the 
subject  of  the  poor-law.  When  ho  said 
the  question  was  of  great  importance  to 
the  House,  he  said  it  was  more  especially 
of  importance  to  those  who,  taking  an  in- 
terest in  the  present  subject,  believed  that 
the  poor-law  of  Ireland  ought  to  be  amend- 
ed, lie  had  introduced  a  maximum  clause, 
thinking  it  was  an  amendment,  and  be- 
lieving it  would  tend  to  make  the  law 
work  better  hereafter;  but  ho  had  always 
admitted  that  the  prmciple  was  new,  and 
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that  there  were  arguments  against  it  of 
great  weight.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he 
was  himself  quite  satisfied  with  the  present 
poor-law  in  Ireland.  Let  the  House,  then, 
understand  that,  though  he  thought  it  was 
capable  of  amendment,  he  did  not  think 
any  essential  amendments  in  its  clauses 
were  so  required  as  to  make  it  necessary 
for  him  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pose, seeing  that  it  would  only  lead  to 
great  waste  of  time,  and  renewed  conflict 
with  the  other  House.  In  conclusion,  he 
wished  the  House  to  consider  the  impor- 
tance of  the  question,  whether,  on  this 
occasion,  they  should  depart  from  the 
course  taken  in  1838  and  again  in  1847. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  Sir,  I  beg  to  claim 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few  mo- 
ments. The  noble  Lord  has  frankly  ad- 
mitted the  great  importance  of  the  consti- 
tutional question,  and  what  I  am  about  to 
say  shall  be  strictly  limited  to  the  discus- 
sion of  it.  I  admit  most  distinctly  that  it 
is  very  difficult  on  a  question  of  this  nature 
to  preserve  the  harmonious  working  of  the 
two  Legislative  Assemblies,  and  that  some 
concessions  should  be  made,  where  it  is 
possible  to  make  them  without  the  infrac- 
tion of  great  constitutional  principles  — 
those  principles  which  have  been  handed 
down  to  us  as  fixed,  and  as  a  special  se- 
curity— a  security  for  that  harmonious 
working.  I  admit  as  fully  as  the  noble 
Lord,  or  any  hon.  Gentleman,  that  a 
conflict  with  the  other  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature is  to  be  avoided.  But  the  ques- 
tion is,  how  such  a  conflict  is  best  to  be 
avoided  ?  I  believe  that  reliance  on  the 
old  constitutional  maxims,  and  the  strictest 
adherence  to  them,  will  be  found  the  safest 
and  best  way  of  doing  so.  I  declare  to  the 
noble  Lord — so  strongly  am  I  impressed 
with  this  belief — that  if,  with  reference  to 
the  public  safety  and  advantage,  it  was  on 
the  whole  thought  expedient  we  should 
waive  our  privileges  with  respect  to  this 
question  of  the  poor-rate,  I  would  infinitely 
rather,  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
come  deliberately  to  a  resolution  embody- 
ing that  waiver,  than  go  on  multiplying 
these  precedents.  I  tell  the  noble  Lord — 
and  I  am  sure  that  on  reflection  he  wiU 
agree  with  me — that  if  we  multiply  these 
precedents,  it  is  clear  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature  will  avail  itself  of  them 
when  it  pleases,  and  claim  the  right  of 
dealing,  not  with  the  poor-rate  only,  bat 
with  that  immense  mass  of  local  taxation 
which  is  becoming  daily  of  more  impor- 
tance, and  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Euckinghamsbire  showed  us  the  other 
night  had  increased  to  the  amount  of  not 
less  than  10.000,000^.  or  12,000,000^. 
sterling  annually.  I  repeat,  that  if  we 
multiply  these  exceptional  cases,  the  House 
of  Lords  will  claim  this  interference  with 
local  taxation  generally  as  a  right.  And  what 
will  then  be  the  result  ?  Why,  that  we — 
the  House  of  Commons — shall  be  on  the 
defensive,  and  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
draw  a  line  of  distinction  between  the  poor- 
rate  and  local  taxation — a  line  which  the 
most  acute  man  in  this  House  (or  I  am 
much  deceived)  will  not  be  able  to  define. 
I  am  decidedly  of  opinion,  therefore,  it  is 
safer  to  come  to  a  specific  surrender  of  a 
given  portion  of  our  privileges — strictly 
assigning  its  limits — rather  than  multiply 
precedents  of  this  indefinite  character.  I 
am  far  from  saying  I  consent  to  that  sur- 
render. For  my  own  part,  I  at  once  declare 
I  doubt  its  policy.  Why,  what  does  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  say  ? 
He  declares  that,  in  his  own  deliberate 
opinion,  he  is  well  satisfied  with  the  exist- 
ing poor-law,  and  thinks  it  requires  no 
amendment.  If  this  be  the  noble  Lord's 
opinion,  we  are  about  to  make  the  most 
gratuitous  surrender  of  our  privileges  that 
was  ever  heard  of.  If  the  leader  of  the 
Executive  Government  came  down  to  the 
House,  and  said  great  interests  were  at 
stake,  and  it  was  necessary  for  the  public 
good  to  make  exceptions  in  regard  to  this 
particular  question,  I  might  have  been  led 
to  make  such  an  exception;  but  when  he 
tells  us  that  with  respect  to  this  particular 
case,  he  is  entirely  satisfied  with  the  pre- 
sent law,  and  that  he  has  proposed  these 
alterations  not  so  much  in  conformity  with 
his  own  judgment  as  to  meet  floating  opin- 
ions here  and  elsewhere,  I  cannot  hesitate 
to  decide  what  course  I  shall  take,  and  at 
once  I  say  I  take  my  stand  on  the  ancient 
and  undoubted  privileges  of  this  House. 
You,  Sir,  have  stated  that  you  have  often 
private  Bills  before  you  affecting  our  privi- 
leges relating  to  the  poor-rate,  and  that  you 
are  bound  by  the  rules  and  privileges  of  the 
House  to  give  precise  and  exact  effect  to 
them,  and  not  to  sanction  any  appeal  to  the 
House  in  the  strictest  adherence  to  them. 
But  what  will  be  your  position  hereafter 
with  respect  to  our  private  legislation  ?  Why 
this — that  in  matters  of  minor  importance, 
you  shall  be  bound  by  those  rules  and  privi- 
leges, insisting  on  the  strictest  interpreta- 
tion of  them ;  but  that  when  mighty  na- 
tional interests  are  at  stake,  we  shall  make 
some  unknown  insertion  on  the  Journals  | 
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of  our  House,  and  waive  our  privileges  with- 
out a  contest.  If  I  had  doubts  when  I  raised 
this  question,  I  must  say  I  cannot  now  he- 
sitate, after  the  discussion  I  have  heard,  and 
after  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  as 
to  what  course  I  should  take,  and  that  I 
shall  most  decidedly  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mallow. 

Mr.  SHAFTO  ADAIR  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  constitutional  question,  he 
believed  that  all  the  Members  of  the  House 
were  united  in  a  universal  wish  to  defend 
their  just  privileges;  but  he  also  thought 
that  in  matters  of  privilege  there  was  an-' 
other  party  whose  interests  were  to  be 
considered,  and  that  was  the  party  on  be- 
half of  whom  those  privileges  were  exer- 
cised. He  thought  that  if  the  public  in- 
terests required  them  to  make  a  waiver  of 
their  privileges,  they  might  do  so  without 
any  injury  to  their  future  position ;  and  if 
any  great  occasion  hereafter  arose,  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Rrpon  seemed  to  apprehend,  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  Mr.  Speaker  would,  as  his 
predecessors  had  always  done,  give  timely 
notice  to  the  House  with  regard  to  it.  He 
would,  under  these  circumstances,  feel 
bound  to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  said,  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  now 
told  the  Irish  Members,  on  the  27th  of 
July,  after  they  had  been  sitting  there 
since  the  month  of  February  endeavouring 
to  amend  the  law,  that  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  Irish  poor-law  as  it  stood. 
When  he  heard  that  declaration  he  re- 
marked to  an  hon.  Friend  near  him,  "  The 
noble  Lord  has  cut  all  our  throats."  He 
thought  it  essential  that  they  should  im- 
pose taciturnity  on  the  noble  Lord.  There 
was  once  an  Irish  doctor  in  that  House 
who  was  forced  to  hold  his  tongue,  and 
who  was  called  the  muzzled  doctor.  They 
ought  to  have  an  English  muzzled  Lord 
also  in  the  House.  It  was  too  bad  that 
after  five  months'  deliberation  they  should 
be  met  by  such  a  declaration.  He  found 
his  house  on  fire  ;  he  came  there  to  look 
for  aid,  but  when  he  looked  round  to  the 
quarter  from  which  he  was  to  expect  as- 
sistance, he  found  that  it  was  much  more 
likely  to  come  from  the  ablebodied  pom- 
pier six  feet  high  and  three  feet  broad, 
than  from  the  Lilliputian  occupant  of  the 
bench  opposite. 

Lord  J.   RUSSELL :  The  right  hon. 

Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  seems  to 

think  that  I  said  I  was  entirely  satisfied 

with  the  present  state  of  the  Irish  poor- 
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]aw,  and  that  I  thought  no  amendment 
whatever  was  required  in  it.  Now,  I  heg 
leave  to  explain  what  I  really  did  say.  I 
was  proposing  that  the  House  should  go 
into  the  consideration  of  the  Amendments 
in  the  Poor  Law  Bill,  which  have  come  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  when  the  hon. 
Earonet  the  Member  for  Mallow  moved  his 
Amendment,  stating  that  he  thought  it 
better  to  defer  the  subject  to  another  Ses- 
sion, and  that  this  Bill  ought  to  be  rejected 
on  the  ground  of  an  interference  with  our 
privileges  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  stated  that,  if  the  course  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  recommended  were  pur- 
sued, we  could  not  introduce  a  Bill  next 
Session,  to  which  the  same  objection  with 
regard  to  privilege  would  not  apply;  but  I 
added  also  that  I  was  so  satisfied  with  the 
present  poor-law,  that,  although  I  thought 
amendments  might  be  usefully  introduced 
in  it,  yet  if  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
House  came  were,  that  the  present  law 
should  remain  on  the  Statute-book  as  it  is 
until  next  Session,  I  should  not  object  to 
such  a  course. 

Mr.  HUME  would  not  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  Bill ;  but  respecting  the  con- 
stitutional question,  his  opinion  was  this, 
that,  as  they  were  representatives  of  the 
nation,  and  were  bound  to  protect  the  na- 
tional interest,  it  was  not  for  them  to  yield 
a  right  which,  from  time  immemorial,  was 
constitutionally  vested  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  namely,  the  right  of  taxation. 
The  House  of  Lords  might  yield,  because 
they  acted  for  themselves;  but  they — the 
House  of  Commons — had  no  right  to  give 
up  a  privilege  which  they  held  from  the 
people,  and  which  had  been  handed  down 
to  them  by  successive  generations.  He 
quite  concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ripon,  that  it  would 
be  much  better  to  come  to  a  resolution  to 
give  up  their  privilege  to  a  certain  point; 
but  in  their  present  position  he  did  not 
see  that  they  were  justified  in  parting  with 
a  constitutional  right  which  they  held  from 
the  people  at  large.  Upon  that  ground,  and 
without  reference  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
itself,  he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  looked  upon  the  Bill 
as  consisting  of  two  parts.  In  one  respect 
it  was  a  Money  Bill,  but  it  also  contained  a 
great  many  regulations  for  improving  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  not, 
therefore,  strictly  speaking,  a  Money  Bill, 
and  he  thought  th  e  House  of  Lords  had  a 
fair  right  to  amend  it.  He  must,  in  that 
yiew  of  it,  vote  against  the  Amendment. 


Sm  H.  W.  BARRON  said,  that  if  the 
principle  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
were  to  be  carried  out,  that  House  should 
not,  upon  any  measure  of  local  taxation, 
go  through  the  mockery  of  sending  it  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  Let  that  be  the  un- 
derstood principle  of  the  constitution  if 
they  were  to  act  as  that  hon.  Member  re- 
quired. He  should  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  J.  WALMSLEY  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  for 
the  opinions  he  had  expressed  on  this  very 
important  question.  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  two  Houses  could  not  work  har- 
moniously unless  the  House  of  Commons 
gave  way  upon  this  occasion.  But  they 
had  already  been  favoured  with  strong  rea- 
sons for  not  giving  way;  and  if  they  were 
obliged  to  do  so,  he  was  satisfied  that  the 
opinion  of  the  people  out  of  doors  would  be 
this,  that  if  the  two  Houses  could  not 
work  harmoniously,  one  of  them  must  be 
reformed,  and  that  one  was  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  trusted,  however,  that  this 
House  would  never  yield  one  iota  of  its 
privilege  of  keeping  a  just  and  strict  con- 
trol over  the  taxation  of  the  country. 

Sir  J.  YOUNG  wished  to  observe,  with 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  to 
the  powers  of  the  House  of  Lords  being 
considerably  on  the  increase,  that  the 
course  of  legislation  for  the  last  century 
showed  that  any  danger  of  encroachment 
on  the  part  of  the  other  House  on  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  people  was  perfectly  chime- 
rical. The  question  to  be  considered  was, 
whether  it  was  indispensable  for  this  House 
to  maintain  power  over  local  taxation — a 
power  so  difficult  to  maintain  that  it  must 
be  frequently  waived — or  whether  they 
might  not  safely  add  another  precedent  to 
those  that  had  been  cited  as  diready  exist- 
ing>  of  departure  from  their  privileges. 
The  House  should  consider,  looking  to  the 
position  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  consist- 
ing of  great  landed  proprietors,  whether 
that  House  was  not  better  qualified  to  deal 
with  these  questions  of  local  taxation  than 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  considered 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  questions 
of  local  and  general  taxation  to  be  so  broad, 
that  there  could  be  no  danger  whaterer  of 
its  being  passed. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  resumed  his  seat,  had  told 
them  that  he  could  see  no  harm  in  adding 
another  to  the  precedents  already  existing 
of  departure  from  the  privileges   of  the 
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Home  on  such  questions;  and  yet  he  had 
added,  immediately  after,  that  he  thought 
it  hetter  if  all  questions  connected  with  the 
poor-law  should  be  handed  over  exclusively 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  advantage  to  he  gained  by 
concession  was  worthy  of  the  sacrifice  of 
their  privileges.  Ho  thought  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  on  this  point  after  the 
speech  which  they  had  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
-—a  speech  of  which  he  would  only  say, 
that  nothing  else  had  been  wanting  to 
make  up  the  absurdity  of  their  legislation 
this  Session  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
poor-law.  They  had  commenced  their  le- 
gislation on  this  subject  ^je  months  ago, 
thinking  that  the  law  required  amendment. 
A  Committee  had  been  appointed,  and  had 
been  sitting  for  five  months,  and  yet  it  now 
turned  out,  that  wheUier  the  law  was 
amended  or  not,  was  a  matter  which  made 
very  little  difference  in  the  estimation  of 
the  Government.  As  the  Bill  now  stood, 
it  was  an  entirely  different  measure  from 
that  which  they  had  agreed  to.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  taken  away,  and 
there  were  only  five  clauses  in  the  whole 
Bill  to  which  that  House  had  given  their 
sanction.  It  was  no  more  their  Bill  than 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  Prime  Minister,  if 
he  were  brought  into  the  House  to-morrow 
without  his  head.  He  thought  they  should 
stand  by  their  privileges  as  a  separate  and 
independent  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
Every  one  who  considered  the  subject 
must  see  that  these  were  not  times  when 
that  House  ought  to  give  up  any  of  the 
privileges  which  they  held  on  behalf  of 
the  people.  They  should  certainly  not 
waive  any  of  these  privileges  unless  there 
were  some  great  object  to  be  gained;  but 
in  the  present  instance  the  object  to  be 
gained  was  perfectly  insignificant,  while 
the  precedent  sought  to  be  established,  of 
a  surrender  of  their  privilege,  was  a  far 
larger  one  that  any  that  had  as  yet  taken 
place.  He  fuUy  concurred,  under  these 
circumstances,  in  what  appeared  to  be  the 
almost  unanimous  opinion  of  the  House, 
that  it  was  not  an  occasion  when  they 
ought  to  makeso  large  a  sacrifice. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  *now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  111;  Noes 
62:  Majority  49. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,T.N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Maim,  hpn.  Col. 


Armstrong,  Sir  A« 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Berkeley,  bon.  Capt. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Brocklehurst,  J, 
Brockman,  £.  D. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brotberton,  J. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  bon.  W.  F. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cobden,  R. 
Coke,  bon.  E.  K. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cowper,  bon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dawson,  bon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dickson,  S. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  Do  L. 
Evans,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzpatrick,  rt.  hn.  J.  W. 
Fitrroy,  hon.  H. 
Foley,  J.  H.H. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fortescuo,  bon.  J.  W. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
French,  F. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
HallyburtoB,  Ld.  J,  F.G. 
Harris,  R. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Hobhouse,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobbouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Laboucbere,  rt.  bon.  H. 


F. 


Lascelles,  hen.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lygon,  bon.  Gen. 
M'Cullagb,  W.T. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Matbeson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  bon. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  bon.  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R, 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Shell,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.  Sir  W. 
Stafford,  A. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  CoL 
Tbomely,  T. 
Tollemaohe,  hon. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
WUson,  M. 
Wodebouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


.F.J. 


List  of  the  Mes. 


Adderley,  C.  B. 
Anderson,  A. 
BaUUe,  H.  J. 
Beresford,  W. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
BurreU,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cbarteris,  bon.  F. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Fagan,  W. 
Foniyee,  A.  D. 

2H2 


Fox,W  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J, 
Greene,  J. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Henley,  J.  W.     ^ 
Heywood,  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Horsman,  £). 
Hotbam,  Lord 
Hume,  «r. 
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Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keating,  H. 
Locke,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lushington,  G. 
Meagher,  T. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Naas,  Lord 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Pakington,  Sir  J, 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  Col. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 


Reynolds,  J. 
Sadleir,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Scully,  F. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  J. 
Thompson,  G. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 

TELLE  BS. 

Grattan,  H. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

At  a  subsequent  period  of  the  evening, 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  that  the 
House  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendments, 
omitting  Clauses  1  and  2  of  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Bill.  He  did  not  intend  to 
reopen  the  discussion  of  the  subjects  in- 
volved in  these  clauses.  One  of  them  was 
that  of  a  maximum  rate.  On  this  subject 
there  had  been  a  great  division  of  opinion 
in  this  House,  and  when  the  Bill  went  up 
to  the  Lords,  they  had  struck  out  the 
clause  embodying  the  principle  in  question. 
Under  these  circumstances,  particularly 
considering  the  divided  and  nearly  balanced 
state  of  feeling  in  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  maximum  clause,  he  thought  that 
the  most  advisable  course  for  them  to 
adopt  would  be  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Lords,  by  whom  the  clause 
had  been  expunged. 

Sjk  DENHAM  NORREYS  thought 
that  the  Bill,  as  the  noble  Lord  wished 
them  to  receive  it,  contained  scarcely  one 
principle  worth  having.  He  was  afraid 
that  the  hopes  which  had  been  raised 
throughout  the  country  would  be  disap- 
pointed. In  his  opinion  it  would  have  been 
better  for  the  noble  Lord  to  have  adhered 
to  the  principles  with  which  he  started;  he 
believed  those  principles  would  have  been 
most  beneficial  to  the  country;  and  the 
more  they  were  exhibited,  the  more  they 
would  be  approved  of. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  said,  that  if 
the  statement  turned  out  to  be  true,  he 
should  regret  that  the  proposition  for  taking 
possession  of  the  waste  lands  of  Ireland 
was  not  carried  into  effect,  for  they  might 
have  discovered  means  at  once  to  have 
paid  oif  the  national  debt.  As  to  the 
maximum  rate  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  omit,  he  never  was  very  san- 
guine as  to  the  effect;    on  the  contrary, 


in  voting  for  those  clauses,  he  yielded 
to  what  he  believed  to  be  the  superior 
judgment  of  gentlemen  of  practical  au- 
thority. He  wished  to  know  whether,  ex 
confesso,  in  giving  up  these  clauses,  they 
did  not  leave  these  western  unions  in  a 
most  deplorable  condition,  unable  to  main- 
tain then*  population.  He  did  not  see  that 
the  poor-law  in  the  western  unions  would 
work  relief  to  that  part  of  the  country. 
He  must  protest  against  the  Session  being 
allowed  to  close  without  the  adoption  of 
any  measures  of  an  ameliorative  character 
for  the  west  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  DUNNE  was  much  disappoint- 
ed that  Government  should  have  abandon- 
ed the  maximum  clause  after  it  had  re- 
ceived the  support  of  nearly  all  the  Irish. 
Members.  He  did  not  think  that  any  rate 
should  be  allowed  to  reach  confiscation; 
and  seeing  that,  according  to  the  Earl  of 
Rosse,  the  local  taxation  of  England  was 
only  28,  3d,  in  the  pound,  while  in  Ireland 
it  was  8;.  4df.,  he  thought  that  the  latter 
country  had  been  badly  used  with  re- 
spect to  this  Bill.  Another  objection  he 
had  to  the  poor-law  was  the  expense  of  its 
administration.  From  a  return  he  held  in 
his  hand,  it  appeared  that  the  amount  ex- 
pended in  relief  was  equalled  by  the  ex- 
penditure in  administration.  He  agaia 
protested  against  the  excision  of  the  maxi- 
mum clause. 

Mr.  grattan  thought  that  the 
House  would  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
Poor  Law  Bill  had  totally  failed.  Mr. 
Nicholls  and  Captain  Kennedy  had  given 
it  as  their  opinion  that  no  measure  could 
do  good  unless  that  which  gave  employ* 
ment.  The  Government  were  mistaken  if 
they  thought  the  Poor  Law  Bill  would  give 
permanent  relief;  but  then  they  had  an- 
other resource  in  emigration.  He  had 
never  heard  that  a  country  was  made 
powerful,  great,  and  rich  by  exporting  its 
people.  He  saw  but  one  remedy — he  hoped 
the  day  would  come  when  the  English 
Members  would  rise  in  a  body  and  say  to 
the  Irish  representatives,  **  Go  home;  we 
are  tired  of  you  and  your  affairs."  But 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  afraid 
of  that  magic  word  "Repeal;**  but  there 
were  men  who  did  not  yet  forget  it,  and 
who  thought  that  if  anything  could  sare 
their  country,  it  would  bo  self-legislation. 
There  was  no  sincerity  in  the  maximum 
clause,  and  that  was  the  reason  why  the 
noble  Lord  only  set  its  proper  value  on  it. 
He  thought  that  the  Irish  gentry  had  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  mode  in  which  they 
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were  treated  in  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  poor-law,  which  might  be  car- 
ried out  with  less  than  half  of  the  present 
establishment.  The  Government  had 
passed  measures  which  had  sapped  the 
morals  of  the  people  of  Ireland — ^the  men 
had  been  rendered  dishonest,  for  they  had 
been  supported  in  idleness  and  negligence, 
and  the  females  had  been  driven  into  the 
workhouses,  where  the  virtuous  were  mixed 
with  the  abandoned.  They  would  yet 
want  the  Irish,  when  their  faithless  allies, 
having  swept  the  last  vestige  of  freedom 
from  other  parts  of  Europe,  would  attempt 
the  same  in  England.  In  Ireland  they  did 
not  want  men  with  muskets  and  bayonets, 
they  wanted  men  with  the  plough  and 
the  sickle.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  much  better  have  abandoned  the 
Bill  altogether,  and  consulted  the  Irish 
Members  on  measures  for  the  good  of  the 
country.  Let  the  Government  not  seek  to 
colonise  Connemara,  let  them  send  back 
those  Dukes  and  Marquesses  who  had  run 
away  from  their  country.  They  had  re- 
fused to  impose  an  absentee  tax.  He 
thought  they  would  end  by  granting  to 
Ireland  self-legislation.  He  had  seen 
some  clothes  made  in  one  of  the  gaols  in 
Ireland,  and  if  the  prisoners  there,  and  the 
inmates  of  the  unions  had  been  so  employ- 
ed. Government  could  have  clothed  150,000 
for  10,000?.  The  14,000?.  expended  on 
clothing  for  the  old  pensioners  who  had 
been  called  out  in  this  country,  would  have 
saved  from  cold  and  misery  100,000  of  the 
starving  peasantry  of  Ireland.  They  ought 
to  illuminate  in  Ireland  next  week,  not  only 
for  the  advent  of  Her  Majesty,  but  for  the 
restoration  of  the  potato;  for  he  differed 
from  some  hon.  Members  on  the  subject  of 
the  potato;  and  he  believed  that  if  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  were  saved,  it  would  be  by 
the  intervention  of  Providence  in  restoring 
that  root. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  supported  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord,  and  felt  that 
they  were  under  a  deep  debt  of  obligation 
to  the  Lords  for  the  manly  manner  in 
which  they  had  dealt  with  the  clause.  He 
had  heard  with  pain  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  say  that  he  was 
content  with  the  poor-law,  and  tbat  he 
sought  no  alteration  in  the  Bill.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  think  that  he  or  any  other  Min- 
ister would  be  able  to  maintain  a  law  so 
injurious  to  the  welfare  of  the  country? 
He  told  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  prepared  to  act  in  a  body, 
and  that  neither  he  nor  any  other  Min- 
ster would  be  able  to  maintain  the  law. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Lords'  Amendment  inserting  Clause 
5  of  the  Lords'  Bill  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Lords'  Amendment  inserting  Clause  6  of 
the  Lords'  Bill  was  disagreed  to. 

On  Clause  10. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  to  agree  to 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  omitting  Clause 
10,  and  to  insert  Clause  10  of  Lords'  Bill, 
omitting  the  word  **  resident." 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  opposed  the  omis- 
sion of  the  clause.  When  they  were  pro- 
viding for  the  poor  of  the  country,  they 
had  no  right  to  tax  only  one  species  of 
property.  The  clause,  as  sent  up  to  the 
Lords,  laid  down  the  principle  that  charges 
upon  land,  so  far  as  they  could  be  got  at, 
should  go  to  the  support  of  the  pauperism, 
as  well  as  the  fee  and  the  occupancy  of  the 
property.  Why  should  a  man  who,  out  of 
an  estate  of  5,000?.  a  year,  had  to  pay 
jointures  and  other  charges  to  the  amount 
of  perhaps  4,000?.,  have  to  pay  rate  upon 
the  full  5,000?.,  while  he  himself  only  re- 
ceived 1,000?.,  those  wbo  held  the  charges 
upon  the  property  receiving  the  income 
clear  from  all  the  various  burdens  to  which 
the  holder  of  the  land  was  liable.  He  op- 
posed the  Motion. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  hoped  the  hon  Baronet 
would  not  divide  against  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion.  As  the  clause  went  up  to  the 
other  House,  it  made  jointures  chargeable 
in  the  first  place,  and  annuities  and  rent- 
charge  in  the  second  place.  The  effect  of 
imposing  poor-rate  on  jointure  would  be 
intolerable ;  and  to  impose  it  on  rent- 
charges  and  annuities,  would  be  only  to 
add  an  additional  charge  upon  the  land; 
Many  English  capitalists  had  advanced 
their  money  on  the  security  of  Irish  rent- 
charges  and  annuities,  and  the  effect  of 
such  a  law  would  be  to  induce  them  at 
once  to  call  in  the  arrears  due  to  them. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  moved  the  omission 
of  the  clause  altogether. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  wished  to  know  what 
the  opinions  of  the  Irish  Members  were  ? 
He  thought  that  amidst  the  variety  of 
opinions  expressed  by  the  Irish  Members, 
tbe  best  plan  to  pursue  was  to  reject  the 
clause. 

Question  put,  to  agree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  said  clause  as  amended. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  60 ;  Noes 
25 :  Majority  35. 

Sir  G.  grey  moved  that  the  Commit- 
tee disagree  to  the  Lords'  Amendments 
omitting  Clauses  16,  17,  18,  and  19,  which 
were  explained  as  simplifying  proceedings 
by  boards  of  guardians  for  the  recovery  of 
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arrcani,  and  giving  powers  for  regtilatmg 
the  practice  in  such  proceediDgs. 

After  a  brief  conrersation,  in  which  Mr. 
Hadlcir,  the  Attorney  General,  Colonel 
Dunne,  and  Mr.  Hamilton  took  part, 

QucAtion  put,  to  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  omission  of  Clauses  16,  17,  18,  19. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  81;  Noes 
22:  Majority  59. 

The  Amendments  suggested  with  regard 
to  Clauses  20  and  21  were  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  22, 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL  moTed  that  the 
Committee  disagree  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments inserting  Clause  22  of  Lords'  Bill. 

Mr.  HKNLEY  said,  that  he  could  not 
understand  why  ratepayers  in  Ireland 
should  not  be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the 
ratebook,  as  in  England* 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  the  provisions  in  this  clause 
had  the  lonst  analogy  to  the  provisions  of 
the  English  law.  By  this  clause  the  par- 
ties were  not  to  have  a  copy  of  the  rate- 
book, but  the  amount  of  the  rates  which 
wore  duo.  It  was  the  collector's  book,  not 
the  ratebook. 

Sill  J.  GRAHAM  observed,  that  the 
clauso  now  under  discussion  was  ancillary 
to  another  clauso,  which  gave  the  landlord 
a  power  of  ojocting  his  tenant  when  more 
than  a  year's  rates  were  due,  To  that 
clauso  he  had  an  insuperable  objection,  and 
therefore  ho  should  vote  against  the  pre- 
sent clause. 

The  gallery  was  cleared  for  a  division, 
but  none  took  place;  and  tho  Motion  for 
disagreeing  to  tho  Lords'  Amendments 
was  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  J.  Russell,  the 
Lonls'  Anieudments  in  Clause  25  were 
agreed  to. 

On  Clause  27, 

Loud  J.  RUSSELL  then  moved  that 
tho  House  should  disagree  with  tho  Lords' 
Amendment  in  the  27th  Clause. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  thought  that  the 
clause  would  considerably  facilitate  cmi- 
grntion.  and  that  it  ought  to  stand  in  its 
prt^sent  shape. 

Siu  c;.  CiKKY  said,  that  tho  effect  of 
tho  clause  as  it  stoixi  would  bo  to  encour- 
age ooUusiou.  and  tend  to  substitute  rates 
for  emigmtiou  for  rates  for  the  relief  of 
tho  iHH^r. 

Mr,  A(i1.10NBY  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why.  when  one  man  owct!  an- 
other man  mouoy,  tho  |varty  to  whom  the 
debl  wa4  owing  might  not  set  off  any  sum 

ich  he  owed  his  debtor.     Th^reiore,  if 


a  ratepayer  advaaoed  100^.  on  debenture 
to  the  parish,  and  ^e  interest  and  instal- 
ments were  not  paid  as  they  fell  due,  it 
seemed  but  just  that  he  ^ould  set  off 
against  the  debt  owing  to  him  the  rates 
due  from  him  to  the  parish. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  in  law  there 
was  no  set-off  against  a  poor-rate.  The 
relief  ^  the  poor  was  in  all  eases  a  ready* 
money  transaction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  J.  Ritssell, 
the  Lords'  Amendment  inserting  Clause 
29  of  the  Lords'  Bill,  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  30, 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  next  proposed  to 
agree  to  so  much  of  the  Lords'  Amend* 
ment  inserting  Clause  30  as  is  eontained 
in  the  proviso  commencing  line  10  of  page 
18,  and  ending  line  31  of  the  same  page, 
and  to  disagree  to  the  rest  of  the  clatise. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  should  divide 
the  House  upon  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  first  word  "  And  "  to  *'  be  it  Enact- 
ed." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ckuse." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  26;  Noes 
100:  Majority  74. 

On  Clause  31, 

Question  put,  to  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  said  Clause. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  103;  Noes 
24:  Majority  79. 

The  Lords'  Amendments  on  Clause  33> 
being  the  last  on  the  Paper,  were  then 
agreed  to. 

THE  USES  OF  IRISH  PEAT. 
The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  said,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  valuable  discovery  which  had  be«i 
made,  calculated  to  develop  the  resonrees 
of  Ireland,  and  to  aid  in  relieving  the  po- 
verty of  the  country.  The  announc^nent 
he  now  made,  might  at  first  be  listened  to 
with  incredulity  by  hon.  Members;  but,  in 
support  of  his  statement  that  a  valuable 
discovery  had  been  made,  he  would  read  to 
the  House  the  following  letter  he  had  ro- 
ceivcd  from  an  English  chemist : — 

**  I  be^  to  acquaint  yoa  that  a  dLseoveiy  has 
bef  n  made  in  Ireland  which  will  materially  en- 
hance the  value  of  landed  property  in  that  eomi- 
trr.  It  consists  in  the  aptitude  of  its  millions  of 
peat  acres  to  proiluce  at  a  trifling  expense — UtUe 
more  than  that  of  manual  labour—oil.  naphtha, 
naphthaline,  muriate  of  ammonia,  candka,  pitel^ 
tar.  and  oiher  principies,  by  a  new  process  of  dia- 
tillation.  These  seraal  materials  were  sabmttfted 
to  me  seme  moatha  ago  by  Mr.  Owen,  aad»  ft«m 
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what  I  haye  seen  and  tested,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  pronouncing  it  one  of  the  greatest  discoveries 
of  the  age,  and  one  which  will  become  a  source  of 
unbounded  wealth.  I  can  easily  lot  you  have  a 
list  of  the  several  products  derivable  from  th 
distillation  ;  and  you  have  my  permission  to  giv® 
this  most  important  matter  whatever  publicity  you 
please.  Some  of  the  products  havo  been  seen  by,  I 
believe,  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  and  others 
here ;  and  I  know  the  Irish  Court  are  already  cog- 
nisant of  the  discovery. 

"  John  Watebs,  M.D. 
"  South-crescent,  Bedford-square." 

The  most  unequivocal  testimonj,  both  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  science  involved  in  Mr. 
Reece's  invention,  and  the  facility  of  its 
practical  application,  had  been  furnished 
by  M.  Pcllouse,  of  Paris — in  whose  labora- 
tory the  patentee  made  his  preliminary  ex- 
periments and  perfected  his  discoveries — 
whose  reputation  combined  the  highest 
attributes  of  science  with  eminent  skill  in 
application.  Similar  testimony  had  been 
afforded  by  Professor  Liebig,  Dr.  Hodges, 
Professor  of  Chemistry  in  the  Belfast  In- 
stitute, and  many  other  eminent  chemists, 
who  had  been  consulted  on  the  subject. 
Under  the  sanction  of  these  authorities  the 
capitalists  who  preliminarily  undertook  the 
investigation  of  Mr.  Reece's  invention,  had, 
within  the  last  three  months,  erected  expe- 
rimental works  in  Ireland  on  a  scale  of 
sufficient  magnitude  to  test  its  merits. 
Their  success  had  been  complete  in  ob- 
taining the  products  enumerated  by  the 
patentee,  and  in  verifying  the  scientific 
testimony.  It  appeared  that  Irish  peat 
was  capable  of  producing  oil  of  a  superior 
quality,  equal  to  spermaceti;  and  whereas 
spermaceti  oil  cost  901,  to  951,  per  tun — 
the  oil  from  peat  could  be  produced  for  the 
sum  of  401,  per  tun.  There  would  be  an 
equal  reduction  of  price  in  respect  to  every 
other  article  into  which  peat  might  be  con- 
vertible. [The  hon.  Member  here  exhi- 
bited to  the  House  a  candle,  which,  he 
said,  had  been  produced  from  a  solid  piece 
of  peat,  and  which,  he  added,  gave  a  light 
equal  to  the  finest  wax.  The  candle,  which 
had  all  the  appearance  of  a  waxen  one, 
was  handed  across  the  table  to  the  Trea- 
sury bench,  where  it  was  inspected  by  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  It  was  sub- 
sequently lighted  in  the  House,  and  burned 
very  steadily  and  with  great  brilliancy.] 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  say  that 
he  had  the  guarantee  of  Mr.  Owen,  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  already  established  a  man- 
ufactory in  Ireland,  having  amassed  im- 
mense property  in  this  country,  and  on  the 
faith  of  whose  word  he  would  stake  his 
character,  that  there  was  no  foreign  mate- 


rial in  that  candle,  but  that  it  was  the  pro- 
duce of  a  piece  of  Irish  peat.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  he  was  confer* 
ring  a  great  benefit  on  his  country  bj  call* 
ing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
matter,  as,  by  so  doing,  he  made  known  to 
the  empire  resources  in  Ireland  which  had 
hitherto  been  unknown.  He  trusted  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath,  who 
was  acquainted  with  Mr.  Owen,  would 
favour  the  House  with  his  testimony 
in  reference  to  that  gentleman's  cha« 
racter. 

Lord  ASHLEY,  having  been  thus  ap- 
pealed to,  would  be  only  too  happy  to  bear 
his  testimony  to  the  high  character  of  Mr. 
Owen.  In  fact  he  would  be  most  unwil- 
ling that  the  name  of  that  gentleman 
should  be  mentioned  in  the  House  without 
his  (Lord  Ashley's)  coming  forward  to  give 
his  full  testimony  that  a  more  discreet, 
sober,  generous,  high-minded  and  religious 
man  than  Mr.  Owen,  it  had  never  been  hii 
lot  to  meet.  Mr.  Owen  was  a  trader  who 
had  long  carried  on  a  most  extensive  busi- 
ness; and  a  person  more  capable  of  under- 
taking operations  such  as  those  at  present 
in  question,  as  well  as  a  person  more  in- 
capable of  making  an  exaggerated  state- 
ment in  reference  to  them,  did  not  exist. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ennis  had 
given  him  notice  that  it  was  his  intention 
this  evening  to  appeal  to  him  (Lord  Ash- 
ley) upon  the  subject;  and,  accordingly,  in 
order  that  he  might  be  sure  of  his  ground, 
he  had  that  morning  called  upon  Mr.  Owen 
to  ascertain  from  him  the  exact  results  of 
his  experiments  and  operations.  He  would 
therefore  state  to  the  House  the  facts  ex- 
actly as  they  had  been  stated  to  him,  ob- 
serving, however  incredible  these  results 
might  appear,  that  they  were  yet  the  fruit 
of  actual  experiment,  of  a  course  of  expe- 
riments which  had  been  going  on  for  more 
than  a  twelvemonth,  in  which  Mr.  Owen 
had  invested  considerable  capital,  and  from 
which  he  had  already  reaped  considerable 
returns.  The  great  value  of  the  plan  was, 
that  Mr.  Owen  sought  for  no  recompense 
or  reward  from  the  country.  His  object 
was  to  confer  benefit  upon  Ireland,  and  to 
show  that  there  existed  in  that  country  a 
profitable  investment  for  money  which  Had 
never  hitherto  been  dreamed  of.  The 
statement  which  he  had  to  make  to  the 
House  was  as  follows.  The  extraction  of 
100  tons  of  peat  in  Ireland  would  oost  82.; 
the  labour  of  chemically  converting  it 
would  oost  about  8^  more;  andthepr^nct 
would  be  the  following  substaaooi  :«^ 
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£  <.  d. 

Carbonato  of  ammonia,  2,602  lbs. ,  value  32  10  2 

Soda,  2,1181b8 —      g  16  6 

Vinegar,  600  lbs _      7  lo  0 

Naphtha,  30  gallons    —      7  10  0 

Candies — that  was  tho   stuff  of 

which  candles  were  constructed 

—600  lbs _    17  10  0 

Camphino  oil,  600  lbs —      5     0  0 

Common  oil,  800  lbs —     '3     6  8 

Gas  —      800 

Ashes   —      1  13  0 


Total 


£91  16    4 


It  appeared,  then,  from  this  calculation, 
that  for  16^.  expended  in  raw  material  and 
lahour — or,  take  a  wide  margin,  and  say 
20^.,  a  return  of  more  than  90^  would  he 
realised.  And  these  were  not  mere  theo- 
retical results.  Mr.  Owen  had  already 
operated  upon  hundreds  and  hundreds  of 
tons  of  peat,  and  he  was  ready  to  stake  his 
character  and  his  fortune  upon  the  accu- 
racy of  his  experiments.  And  the  advan- 
tage was  not  confined  to  the  extraction  of 
the  suhstances  in  question  from  the  peat. 
When  the  superincumhent  layer  of  that 
auhstance  was  cleared  away,  the  soil  he- 
neath  was  found  to  he  fruitful  beyond  all 
expression,  having  heen  for  ages  ahsolutely 
saturated  with  ammonia.  He  did  not  wish, 
entire  as  was  his  confidence  in  Mr.  Owen, 
that  tho  Ilouse  should  accept  the  state- 
ment which  it  had  just  heard  without  a 
certain  degree  of  reservation;  but  if  only 
one-half  of  the  results  which  he  had  indi- 
cated were  to  be  realised,  the  effect  would 
bo  most  extraordinary  and  beneficial;  in- 
deed, in  such  a  case,  100,000  acres  of  Irish 
bog  would  bo  more  valuable  than  all  the 
gold  regions  of  Calfomia. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

The  Uouso  adjourned  at  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  •7uty2S,  1849. 

MiNUTis.3    A  CoNPBRKNCB.    PooT  Relief  (Irdand)  Bill. 

Pi'RUC  Bills.  — ••  Workhouse  Loem  (Ireknd) ;  Slare 
Trade  (Persian  Gulf) ;  Boroughs  Relief. 
Rrppr/rcl.— Nuisances  Removal  and  Diseases  Prereotion  ; 
GenenU  Board  of  Health ;  Metropolitan  Sewers ;  Tum- 
(uke  Acts  Continuance ;  Stamp,  &c.  Allowances ;  Trea- 
sury Instruments ;  Customs :  Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priation) :  Dei^cts  in  Leases  Suspension. 
3*  Chapeb  of  Ease  (Ireland) ;  Poor  Law  Union  Charges 
Act  Amendment ;  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton) ;  Boroughs 
Relief:  New  Forest  and  Waltham  Forest;  Municipal 
Coporations  (lT«4and> ;  Collection  of  Rates  (Dublin) ; 
Dublin  Improvement ;  Pilots^ ;  New  Zealand  Land  Coo> 
Teyances. 

Rtcrtpri  thf  Royai  Aftent—CoosolidMttd  Fund;  General 
and  Quarter  Sessions  Courts  Procedure :  Turnpike  Trust 
Union  ;  Mutiny  and  Desertion  ilndta) ;  Attorneys  and 
Solicitors  (Ireland) ;  Sites  for  Schools;  Administntion 
of  Jurtice  (Vancourer^  Island):  Turnpike  Roads  (lre> 
hmA)t    Stwcn  Acts  Amrodmmt;    Popib   Protection 


(Scotland) ;  Militia  BaOoti  Suspension ;  Commons  Inclo- 
sure  (No.  2) ;  Highway  Rates ;  Excise  Benevolent  Fund 
Society;  Newgate  Gaol  (Dublin) ;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) ;  House  of  Lords  Costs  Taxation  ;  Marriages  in 
Foreign  Countries  Facilitating ;  County  Rates,  6lc  ;  Poor 
Relief  (Cities  and  Boroughs) ;  Stock  in  Trade ;  Advance 
of  Money  (Athlone  to  Galway  Railway) ;  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Inland  Poeta  (Colonies) ;  Land  Im- 
provement Amendment  (Ireland) ;  Labouring  Poor  Act 
Amendment  (Ireland) ;  Sequestrators  Remedies;  Indict- 
able Offences  (Ireland) ;  Summary  Convictions  (Ireland): 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland) ;  House  of  Commons  Offi- 
ces; Regimental  Benefit  Societies;  Militia  Pay;  Pro- 
tection of  Women;  Trustees  Relief;  Enlistment  (Artil- 
lery and  Ordnance). 
Petitions  Prksbntkd.  By  the  Earl  of  Carlble,  fh>m 
Leeds,  Stourbridge,  and  other  Places,  in  favour  of  the 
Clergy  Relief  Bill.— From  Huddersfield,  for  the  Suppres- 
sion of  Seduction  and  Prostitution. — From  Liverpool, 
against  the  Pilotage  Bill.— From  Launceston,  for  the 
Abolition  of  Transportation  of  Convicts  to  Van  Diemen's 
Land. 


VAN  DIEMEN'S  LAND. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  called  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  to  two  important  peti- 
tions which  he  held  in  his  hand,  one  signed 
by  many  thousands  of  the  colonists  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  and  the  other  by  the  in- 
habitants of  Launceston  in  that  island. 
The  petitioners  referred  to  a  petition  pre- 
sented to  that  House  in  1846,  in  which 
great  complaints  were  made  by  the  colo- 
nists of  the  enormous  numbers  of  convicts 
transported  to  that  colony.  They  stated 
that  the  value  of  land  had  depreciated  in 
consequence,  and  that  for  the  muntenance 
of  the  convicts  a  tax  amounting  to  205. 
a  head  was  imposed  on  each  colonist. 
They  also  complained  that  the  plan  sug- 
gested for  a  new  colony  in  North  Australia 
for  the  reception  of  convicts  had  been 
abandoned;  and  that,  as  the  burden  of 
maintaining  the  convict  establishments  had 
been  thrown  upon  them,  they  had  to  pay 
30,0002.  a  year  for  the  support  of  the 
gaols.  They  complained  further,  Uiat  all 
the  expenses  for  criminal  prosecutions 
were  traceable  to  the  convict  population, 
inasmuch  as  out  of  135  convictions,  131 
were  convictions  against  persons  who  were 
previously  convicts.  Moreover  they  com- 
plained that  the  power  of  employing  these 
convicts  on  public  works  for  the  benefit  of 
the  colony  had  been  refused  them.  They 
stated  also  that  the  introduction  of  this 
convict  population  into  the  island  had  had 
the  effect  of  driving  out  of  it  the  free  co- 
lonists, and  that  in  the  course  of  a  yery 
few  years  4,519  free  colonists  had  felt 
themselves  compelled  to .  leave  it.  Their 
calculation  was  that  smce  the  year  1841 
\  12,000  free  emigrants  had  been  forced  to 
i  quit  tho  island;  and  they  insisted  that  the 
I  maintenance    of    the    convicts   produced 
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within  it  all  the  evils  arising  from  the 
maintenance  of  a  pauper  population.  The 
petitioners  prayed  that  the  transportion  of 
convicts  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  may  he 
abolished ;  that  12,000  free  emigrants 
may  he  sent  to  that  colony  at  the  expense 
of  the  English  Government ;  that  their 
land  fund  may  he  restored,  and  for  the 
adoption  of  certain  other  measures. 

Earl  GREY  observed,  that  he  had  hut 
a  word  to  say,  which  was,  that  the  petition 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  just  presented 
was  the  same  in  substance  with  a  petition 
presented  in  1847,  and  that  it  referred  to 
circumstances  which  did  not  exist  at  pre- 
sent. The  petition  referred  to  an  inter- 
view which  he  had  given  to  the  agent  of 
the  petitioners  "  in  September  last ;"  hut 
that  interview  took  place  in  September, 
1846;  and  the  petition  was,  therefore,  ob- 
viously of  the  date  of  September,  1847. 
Most  of  the  grievances  of  which  the  peti- 
tioners then  complained  had  been  removed 
since  that  time.  24,000^.  a  year  had  been 
granted  by  Parliament  in  aid  of  the 
colony;  the  land  fund  had  been  restored 
to  it,  and  the  convicts  had  been  employed 
in  useful  public  works.  He  trusted  that 
when  he  had  laid  before  their  Lordships 
the  papers  upon  this  subject — which  he 
should  do  before  the  close  of  the  Session — 
they  would  see  that  the  system  of  task 
work  which  had  been  carried  out  under  the 
instructions  given  to  Sir  W.  Denison,  had 
produced  very  beneficial  effects  in  the 
colony.  A  party  of  convicts,  who  had  been 
employed  in  the  construction  of  a  port  at 
Hobart  Town,  had  constructed  a  work 
which,  valued  at  the  ordinary  contract 
prices,  would  have  amounted  to  the  pay- 
ment of  4s.  a  day  for  each  of  the  convicts 
so  employed. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  28,  1849. 

Minutes.]  New  Wait. — For  Reading,  v.  Thoinai  Noon 
Talfourd,  Esq.,  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas. 

Public  Bills. — 1°  Charitable  Bequests ;  Small  Tenements 
Rating. 

Petitions  Presented.  By  Mr.  Rumbold,  fh>m  Great 
Yarmouth,  for  the  Marriages  Bill. — By  Captain  Boldero, 
f^om  Chippenham,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys' 
Certificates.— By  Mr.  Mullings,  firom  the  Metropolitan 
and  Provincial  Law  Association,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  BilL — By  Mr.  Muntx,  from 
Birmingham,  for  Recognition  of  the  Hungarian  Republic. 
— Uy  Mr.  Lushington,  fh>m  Westminster,  respecting  the 
Construction  of  Millbank  Prison. — By  Mr.Cardwell,  ftom 
Liverpool,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Pilotage  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Aglionby,  from  Cockermouth,  for  the  Protection  of  Wo- 
men Bill.— By  Mr.  Labouchere.  from  Taunton,  for  an 


Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act — From  Donald  Grant, 
Esq.,  respecting  an  Improvement  in  Ventilation. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  BERNAL  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  it  was  impossible  to  know 
or  to  be  answerable  for  the  contents  of 
such  a  number  of  Bills  as  had  come 
down  from  the  other  House  since  Twelve 
o'clock,  the  Amendments  in  which  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  agree  with  before 
Three  o'clock.  He  alluded  more  particu- 
larly to  Railway  Bills.  In  the  ensuing 
Session  he  trusted  some  measures  would 
be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to  a  practice  whicli 
was  utterly  repugnant  to  anything  like 
sound  legislation,  or  to  the  respect  which 
was  due  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  observations  which  had  just  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester.  When 
many  Bills  came  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
but  little  opportunity  was  afforded  to  the 
House  to  consider  them ;  but  he  had  looked 
at  the  Amendments  referred  to,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  there  was  nothing  in  them 
that  interfered  with  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  or  altered,  as  he  understood,  the 
main  features  of  the  measure  referred  to. 

Mr.  HUME  entirely  agreed  in  the  ob- 
servations of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Rochester  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
House  altering  their  mode  of  proceeding  in 
this  respect.  When  he  observed  the  bustle 
and  hurry  which  had  been  exhibited  that 
day  with  respect  to  these  private  Bills,  he 
felt  bound  to  protest  against  such  a  mode 
of  legislation.  The  table  was  covered  with 
Bills,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
throw  them  all  out,  than  pass  them  in 
such  a  way  as  precluded  the  House  from 
becoming  acquainted  with  their  contents. 
Some  rule  ought  to  be  laid  down  with 
respect  to  the  period  of  introducing  Bills 
and  proceeding  with  them.  He  would  ask 
if  such  a  course  of  transacting  the  public 
business  would  redound  to  the  dignity  of 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  fox  MAULE,  as  a  confirmation 
of  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochester,  would  state  a 
circumstance  which  had  occurred  within 
the  last  two  hours.  Among  the  Bills  which 
had  come  down  from  the  Lords,  and  which 
had  been  read  a  third  time  that  morning, 
was  a  Railway  Bill.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Earl  Granville)  had  come  down  to  the 
other  House  with  the  view  of  introducing 


1075 


Businsuofthe 


{COMMONS}       House^Adjaummeni.       1076 


into  it  certain  clauses  which  had  been  pre- 
pared bj  the  Railway  CommissioD;  but 
when  he  arrived  there  he  found  that  this 
Bill  had  been  read  a  third  time  and  passed, 
and  sent  down  to  that  House.  The  Rail- 
way Board  would  not  be  able  to  introduce 
the  Amendments  which  it  proposed  unless 
that  House  should  consider  what  course 
should  be  taken. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  observed,  that  the 
whole  of  the  conversation  showed  that  the 
contemplated  prorogation  of  Parliament 
was  premature,  and  rendered  legislation,  ac- 
cording to  the  admission'of  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
that  House.  As  public  Bills  were  of  just 
as  much  importance  as  private  Bills,  he 
had  some  time  ago  proposed  that  the  same 
rule  should  be  applied  to  both,  and  that  a 
day  should  be  fixed  beyond  which  no  Bills 
should  be  introduced,  unless  they  were 
mere  continuing  Bills,  or  Bills  called  for 
by  some  sufficient  public  exigency  at  the 
time.  The  truth  was,  that  as  soon  as 
Parliament  was  prorogued  for  six  months, 
neither  the  Ministry,  from  whatever  party 
formed,  nor  those  efficient  Gentlemen  who 
worked  under  them,  ever  considered  public 
business,  but  employed  the  whole  of  the 
six  months  of  the  vacation  in  what  was 
called  relaxation.  They  began  to  prepare 
their  measures  only  at  the  moment  when 
Parliament  reasi^embled.  He  hoped  the 
almost  disgraceful  scene  which  had  been 
witnessed  in  the  House  during  the  last 
few  days  in  connexion  with  the  conduct  of 
business,  would  induce  the  House  to  make 
some  change  in  this  respect. 

Subject  dropped. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Ma.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  reported 
from  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to 
draw  up  Reasons  to  be  offered  to  The 
Lords  at  a  Conference  for  disagreeing  to 
certain  Amendments  made  by  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill,  that 
they  had  drawn  up  Reasons  accordingly, 
which  they  had  directed  him  to  report  to 
the  House. 

The  said  Reasons  being  read  a  second 
time  were  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Conference  be  desired 
with  The  Lords  upon  the  subject  matter 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  said  Bill ;  and  that  Mr. 
Cornewall  Lewis  do  go  to  the  The  Lords, 
and  desire  the  said  Conference. 

Subsequently  Mr.  Cornewall  Lewis  re- 
ported, That,  having  been  with  The  Lords 


to  desire  a  conference  on  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  Amendments  made  by  their 
Lordships  to  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill» 
The  Lords  do  agree  to  a  Conference,  and 
appoint  the  same  forthwith. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  who  were 
appointed  to  draw  up  Reasons  to  be  offered 
to  the  Lords  at  a  Conference  for  disagree- 
ing to  certain  of  the  said  Amendments  do 
manage  the  Conference :  And  the  names 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Newde- 
gate,  Mr.  Wodehouse,  and  Mr.  ReynoldB, 
were  added  to  them. 

Then  the  names  of  the  Managers  were 
called  over ;  and  they  went  to  the  Confer- 
ence ;  and  being  returned ; 

Sir  G.  grey  reported.  That  the 
Managers  had  been  at  the  Conference, 
which  was  managed  on  the  part  of  The 
Lords  by  the  Lord  President;  and  that 
they  had  delivered  the  Reasons  for  dis- 
agreeing to  the  said  Amendments,  and 
had  left  the  Bill  and  Amendments  with 
their  Lordships. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE- 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  rose  to  move  that 
the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till 
Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  HUME  alluded  to  the  way  in  which 
the  business  had  lately  been  pressed  on, 
and  said  that  it  could  do  credit  to  no  one. 
Why  was  the  House  to  pass  over  the  Mon« 
day? 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  hoped  that  for  the 
convenience,  not  only  of  the  House,  but  of 
the  public,  some  other  plan  would  be  adopt- 
ed next  Session;  for  the  manner  in  which 
the  business  had  been  conducted  for  the 
last  month  was  not  at  all  satisfactory* 
There  was  no  business  for  the  first  three 
or  four  months  of  the  sitting — there  was 
nothing  but  talk.  There  was  a  morning 
sitting  at  the  time  Members  were  attend- 
ing to  the  duties  which  were  imposed  upon 
them  in  Committees.  He  was  certain  that 
for  the  last  month  a  great  number  of  yalu- 
able  Members  had  been  unable  to  attend 
on  a  single  Bill  in  a  morning.  It  was 
putting  a  dangerous  power  in  the  hands  of 
Government  to  have  the  business  carried 
on  in  the  morning. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  Sir,  the  evil  com- 
plained of  by  my  hen.  Friend  arises,  in  a 
great  measure,  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  business  is  conducted  in  this  House. 
In  the  early  period  of  the  Session  so  many 
notices  of  Motion  are  given  and  discussed, 
and  so  many  Amendments  are  moved  on 
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going  into  Committees  of  Supply,  that  the 
time  of  the  House  is  nearly  wholly  occu- 
pied with  them,  and  it  is  quite  impossible 
to  bring  on  Bills  at  a  late  hour.  After 
Twelve  o'clock  a  very  natural  objection 
arises  to  their  consideration.  The  conse- 
quence is,  that  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, unless  in  the  case  of  Bills  of  very 
great  importance,  such  as  the  Com  Law  or 
the  Navigation  Bill,  are  obliged  to  post- 
pone the  introduction  of  the  Bills  belong- 
ing to  their,  departments,  until  a  late  period 
of  the  Session.  I  entirely  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  it  would  be  better  that 
all  Bills  should  have  a  full  consideration  ; 
but  had  I  not  taken  the  course  I  did  adopt 
— had  I  consented  to  a  further  postpone- 
ment of  our  various  measures,  and  not 
have  asked  the  House  to  sit  at  Twelve 
o'clock,  the  House  would  have  been  sitting 
late  into  September,  when  we  could  not 
have  expected  a  more  numerous  attendance 
of  Members  than  we  have  usually  had  at 
the  early  sitting.  It  is  an  advantage,  and 
it  is  so  far  satisfactory,  that  we  shall  not  be 
sitting  here  in  the  mornings  in  August. 
True,  in  order  to  attain  so  desirable  an 
end,  I  have  been  obliged  to  give  up  several 
Bills,  some  of  them  of  considerable  import- 
ance; for,  although  we  might  have  been 
enabled  to  pass  them  by  considerable  ma- 
jorities, still,  it  would  not  be  with  that  full 
and  satisfactory  discussion  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  I  do  not  think  we  could 
have  fairly  pressed  them  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  when  not  only  many  Members  of 
the  House,  but  also  many  of  the  Members 
of  the  other  House,  were  not  in  attendance; 
and  more  so,  when  I  had  been  informed 
that  many  hon.  Members  were  opposed  to 
them.  I  can  only  say  that,  while  we  have 
done  all  in  our  power  as  a  Government  to 
bring  on  the  business  as  early  as  possible, 
I  believe  the  only  and  best  recipe  or  spe- 
cific for  early  legislation — for  legislation 
at  an  early  period  of  the  Session — is  for 
Members  to  content  themselves  with  fewer 
Motions,  and  allow  the  Government  of  a 
largo  empire  like  oiu"s  more  opportunities 
of  proceeding  with  the  real  business  of  the 
country.  I  hope  this  House  will  not  fulfil 
the  prediction  which  an  old  lady  made  to 
Horace,  that  he  would  not  die  of  poison, 
nor  of  fever,  nor  of  gout,  nor  of  many 
other  diseases — (I  forget  the  words  of  the 
original) — but  that  at  last  he  would  die  of 
garrulity. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  the  noble  Lord 
seems  to  plead  guilty  to  the  charge  of  his 
bemg  the  cause  of  iJie  very  unsatiafactoi^ 


manner  in  which  the  business  of  the  Ses- 
sion has  been  conducted;  but  at  the  same 
time,  as  he  has  done  upon  former  occa- 
sions, he  attempts  to  eMx  the  greater 
share  of  the  blame  upon  the  House.  Last 
Session  I  analysed  the  state  of  things 
which  then  existed,  and  then  I  showed 
clearly  that  the  whole  blame  lay  with  the 
Government,  and  not  with  the  House.  I 
believe  the  accuracy  of  that  statement  has 
never  been  questioned.  But,  says  the  noble 
Lord,  in  consequence  of  the  number  of  no- 
tices of  Motion  given  and  discussed  in  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  and  the  number 
of  Amendments  moved  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  the  publio 
business  and  the  progress  of  legislation  had 
been  necessarily  retarded.  Now,  Sir,  I 
speak  only  from  memory,  but  I  believe  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  we  had  no  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  moved  during  the  first 
three  months  of  the  Session;  and  in  no 
former  Session  have  I  seen  such  a  general 
disposition  to  accelerate  the  public  business 
— such  a  general  desire  to  restrict  the  la- 
titude of  debate  which  the  noble  Lord 
seems  so  much  to  disapprove  of.  But  the 
noble  Lord  must  remember  that  this  is  a 
Parliament — that  the  business  of  the  House 
is  carried  on  by  public  discussion  —  and 
although  it  may  be  inconvenient  to  the 
Government,  or  to  any  Government,  to 
have  discussion,  unnecessary  discussion  it 
may  be  according  to  their  ideas,  yet  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  House  or  the  country 
would  be  satisfied  with  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  evidently  wishes  on  every  occasion  to 
recommend.  But,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord, 
speaking  of  this  Session,  has  no  case 
against  the  House,  for  during  the  whole  of 
it  he  has  received  as  much  assistance  from 
Members  generally  as  they  could  possibly 
give  him.  Again  I  say,  speaking  only 
from  memory,  for  I  have  not  looked  at  the 
dates,  that  you  had  no  Amendment  moved 
because  you  had  no  Committee  of  Supply 
for  the  first  three  months  of  the  Session. 
The  fact  is.  Sir,  Bills  are  not  introduced 
early  because  they  are  not  prepared — they 
are  never  thought  of  during  the  recess.  If 
they  will  only  carefully  prepare  their  mea- 
sures during  the  recess — if  they  will  bring 
in  some  important  measures  early  in  the 
Session,  I  feel  certain  that  the  House  will 
facilitate  their  progress  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. The  House  will  remember  that  I 
called  attention  to  the  state  of  publio  busi- 
ness on  the  1st  of  July.  Since  that  pe- 
riod the  Government  have  introduced  no 
less  than  twenty-two  Bills,  some  of  them 
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of  great  importance,  and  at  the  same  time 
they  introduced  systematically  the  morning 
sittings.  We  have  sat  day  and  night.  I 
say  if  you  have  these  morning  sittings  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  business  of 
the  House,  the  Government  are  estopped 
from  properly  carrying  on  the  business  of 
their  departments.  Sir,  I  only  rose  to 
vindicate  the  House  from  what  I  believe 
to  be  the  unjust  accusations  of  the  noble 
Lord — unjust  always,  but  this  Session  par- 
ticularly unmerited. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  had  not  meant  to 
cast  any  imputation  on  the  House.  On 
the  contrary,  he  had  said  on  more  than 
one  occasion  the  Government  had  been  as- 
sisted by  the  manner  in  which  the  House 
had  acted. 

Mr.  roebuck  suggested  to  the  no- 
ble Lord,  that  he  should  bring  in  one 
Bill  at  a  time,  and  carry  it  through  stea- 
dily, and  adhere  to  that  measure,  and 
finish  it.  Now,  according  to  the  present 
practice,  at  the  end  of  every  Session,  there 
was  what  was  called  **  the  sacrifice  of  the 
innocents,**  when  more  than  half  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  were  thrown  over- 
board, and  all  previous  labours  were  ren- 
dered futile. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER observed,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  was  incorrect  in  stating 
that  there  was  no  Committee  of  Supply 
for  the  first  three  months  of  the  Ses- 
sion. There  was  one  at  the  end  of  Feb- 
ruary. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CEYLON. 
Mr.  bail  lie  said,  that  having  had 
the  honour  of  being  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the  late 
disturbances  in  Ceylon,  he  had  been  in- 
structed by  the  Committee  to  move  an 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  praying 
for  inquiry  respecting  the  late  insurrection 
at  Ceylon.  As  the  Committee  had  decided 
that  for  the  present  the  evidence  taken 
before  them  should  not  be  communicated 
to  the  House,  and  under  these  circum- 
stances as  it  would  be  improper  that  he 
or  any  other  Member  of  the  Committee 
should  make  any  observations  upon  the 
evidence,  ho  would  endeavour  to  confine 
the  few  observations  he  had  to  make  to  a 
simple  statement  of  the  grounds  on  which 
the  Committee  conceived  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  make  this  application  for  the 
means  of  further  eliciting  the  truth,  and 
forwarding   the   inquiry  which  had  been 


begun  before  them.  He  said  the  Com- 
mittee had  had  to  contend  with  various 
difficulties.  These  arose,  in  the  first 
place,  from  the  neglect  of  the  Government 
of  Ceylon  to  send  home  that  information 
to  the  Colonial  Office  which  would  very 
much  have  facilitated  the  inquiry,  and 
which  they  were  bound  to  have  sent  borne 
according  to  instructions  to  that  effect 
from  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  said  he 
alluded  to  the  minutes  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Council  of  Ceylon,  which  they  were 
instructed  to  send  to  the  Colonial  Ofi&ce 
every  six  months,  but  which  the  Commit- 
tee had  been  informed  had  not  been  for> 
warded  for  the  last  twelve  months.  The 
Committee  were  therefore  debarred  from 
any  information  in  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Council  during  the  disturbances 
which  had  occurred  in  Ceylon.  Their 
difficulties,  in  the  second  place,  arose  from 
the  neglect  of  the  Colonial  Office,  or  of 
the  military  authorities  out  in  the  colony, 
who  had  not  sent  home  any  account  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  various  courts-martial 
that  had  been  held.  He  might  state  that  cer- 
tain allegations  of  a  very  grave  character  had 
been  made  against  the  Governor  of  Ceylon, 
the  truth  of  which  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Committee  to  test  without  witnesses 
brought  from  the  colony.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Committee  found  them- 
selves in  this  difficult  position,  with  the 
Session  about  to  draw  to  a  close,  and  with 
certain  statements  on  their  evidence  which 
they  were  unanimously  of  opinion  ought 
not  to  be  left  standing  against  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Governor,  without  affording  him 
the  opportunity  of  confuting  them.  The 
Committee,  therefore,  must  have  adopted 
a  resolution  to  the  effect,  that  they  had 
not  been  able  to  complete  their  inquiry 
from  the  want  of  witnesses,  and  that  they 
recommended  that  the  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed again  next  Session,  instructions  m 
the  meantime  being  sent  out  to  the  law 
officer  in  the  colony,  the  Queen's  Advo- 
cate, to  send  to  England  the  requisite  wit- 
nesses for  this  inquiry.  Instead  of  such  a 
resolution,  however,  he  had  been  instruct- 
ed by  the  Committee  to  make  this  Motion 
to  the  House.  And  he  might  state  that, 
in  adopting  that  resolution,  the  House 
would  only  be  following  the  practice  in  the 
courts  of  justice  ;  because  he  understood 
it  was  usual  for  the  Court  of  Chancery,  iu 
cases  where  it  appeared  necessary,  to  send 
a  commission  to  India  or  elsewhere  to  take 
that  evidence  in  the  cause  which  could  not 
otherwise  be  obtained. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 


**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  on  the 
spot  into  the  means  taken  for  the  repression  of 
the  late  insurrection  at  Ceylon." 

Mr.  HUME  seconded  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  was  of  opinion, 
that  in  so  far  as  it  concerned  the  good 
govemraent  of  our  dependencies,  it  was  a 
very  serious  question  whether  a  commis- 
sion should  he  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  of  the  executive  officers  at  the 
head  of  one  of  those  dependencies.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  commissions  might 
he  appointed,  and  had  heen  appointed  from 
time  to  time,  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
our  colonies,  their  general  administration, 
and  likewise  their  finances,  and  to  get 
such  information  as  might  enable  Parlia- 
ment to  legislate.  But  an  inquiry  into  the 
means  taken  for  the  suppression  of  insur- 
rection appeared  to  him  as  calculated  to 
weaken  and  impair  the  authority  of  any 
person  exercising  the  functions  of  govern- 
ment. He  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  for 
any  person  to  go  on  conducting  the  affairs 
of  a  colony  with  a  grand  inquisitor  in  that 
colony  collecting  all  complaints,  and  taking 
the  evidence  of  every  person  who  might 
have  any  charge  to  make  against  him 
with  regard  to  an  insurrection  which,  like 
most  other  insurrections,  had  not  heen 
suppressed  without  the  exercise  of  force, 
and  the  application  of  those  measures  of 
coercion  which  it  was  usual  and  necessary 
to  resort  to  under  such  circumstances. 
There  was  an  insurrection  in  Canada  some 
years  ago,  which  was  put  down  by  Sir  J. 
Colborne,  who  was  rewarded  with  the 
highest  honours  the  Crown  could  bestow. 
Had  they  sent  out  a  commission  of  inquiry 
into  the  means  taken  by  Sir  J.  Colborne 
to  put  down  that  insurrection,  his  legiti- 
mate authority  as  governor  of  the  colony 
must  have  ceased.  Again,  they  had  had 
an  insurrection  in  Ireland  last  year,  which 
was  promptly  suppressed  by  the  energetic 
steps  taken  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
Lieutenant ;  but  had  they  afterwards  sent 
over  a  commission  to  inquire  by  what 
means  that  insurrection  had  been  put 
down  and  suppressed,  the  authority  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Executive  of  Ire- 
land would  have  been  gone.  Therefore, 
ho  said,  that  although  it  might  bo  per- 
fectly right  to  appoint  a  commission  to 
inquire  into  the  affairs  of  a  colony  gene- 
rally, a  commission  to  inquire  and  take 
evidence  on  the  spot  as  to  how  a  go- 


vernor had  conducted  himself  in  putting 
down  an  insurrection,  would  not  only  be 
most  unjust  to  him,  but  also  most  injurious 
to  the  colony  itself,  as  destroying  the  in- 
fluence and  authority  of  the  Government. 
He  thought,  before  such  a  proceeding  was 
taken,  the  proper  course  would  be,  that  an 
impeachment  should  be  directed  against 
the  Governor,  and  the  Governor  be  put  on 
his  trial.  He  did  not  see  that  there  was 
any  intention  of  that  kind — all  that  was 
proposed  was,  that  a  commission  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Governor,  he  remaining  the  Governor 
all  the  while  the  inquiry  was  going  on. 
Such  a  course  was  unprecedented  and  most 
improper.  The  House  might  have  expect- 
ed that  when  the  Committee  called  upon 
it  to  take  a  step  so  extraordinary  and  so 
unprecedented,  they  would  give  some  rea- 
sons to  show  that  such  a  step  was  neces- 
sary; but  to  do  this  the  evidence  should 
be  produced.  It  was,  therefore,  that  he 
had  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Inverness-shire  whether  he  meant  to 
produce  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee.  It  appeared  they  were  not 
to  have  this  evidence  until  the  House  had 
come  to  a  decision,  and  they  were  asked 
to  assent  blindly  to  the  course  recom- 
mended, the  Committee  refusing  them  the 
benefit  of  the  evidence  on  which  that  re- 
commendation was  founded.  The  Com- 
mittee had  not  given  to  the  House  a  single 
word  of  evidence  they  had  taken.  On  the 
contrary,  they  had  by  a  distinct  resolution 
refused  to  produce  it;  and,  like  the  Inqui- 
sition in  Spain  or  the  Inquisitors  of  Venice, 
they  condemned  in  the  absence  of  all  evi« 
dence.  He  shoidd  have  thought,  had  the 
originators  of  the  resolution  in  the  Com- 
mittee considered  the  proposition  a  prac- 
tical one,  that  they  would  have  given  ten 
days'  or  a  fortnight's  notice  of  their 
intention  to  submit  it — that  they  would 
have  summoned  all  the  Members  of  that 
Committee  together,  and  said,  "  We 
are  about  to  take  an  extraordinary  step 
— we  are  about  to  pass  a  vote  which,  if 
adopted  by  the  House,  will  paralyse  all 
Government  authority  in  Ceylon.  It  will 
most  likely  be  opposed  by  those  who  would 
maintain  and  uphold  such  authority,  there- 
fore we  have  called  you  together  to  ex- 
plain to  you  the  reasons  why  we  recom- 
mend such  a  course."  No  such  step,  how- 
ever, as  he  understood,  was  taken  by  the 
Committee;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  re* 
solution  was  proposed  and  carried  without 
any  previotts  notice.     If  he  was  rightly 
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informed  in  this  respect,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Committee  had  heen  led  without 
thought  to  come  to  the  decision  they  had 
arrived  at;  and  he  could  not  but  think  that 
if  due  notice  had  heen  given  to  all  the 
Members  that  such  a  proposition  was  in- 
tended to  be  made,  they  would  probably 
have  come  to  the  decision  that  the  course 
recommended  was  inexpedient.  It  appear- 
ed to  him,  then,  that  the  House  could  not, 
in  utter  ignorance  of  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee,  and  the  reasons 
which  weighed  with  them  in  recommend- 
ing this  extraordinary  step — but  knowing 
only  that  the  Committee  had  passed  the 
resolution  on  a  sudden,  and  without  notice 
— that  the  House  could  not  adopt  the  pro- 
posal now  made  to  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — and  the  statement  was  an  ex- 
traordinary one  as  a  justification  for  the 
present  Motion  —  that  he  understood  it 
was  a  usual  course  for  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery to  appoint  commissioners,  and  send 
them  to  India  or  Ceylon  to  obtain  evidence 
on  questions  of  title.  True,  that  was  the 
practice  of  the  Court  of  Chancery;  but  was 
there  any  analogy  between  a  commission 
appointed  by  that  court  on  a  question  of 
property,  and  that  of  a  charge  made 
against  the  governor  of  a  colony  ?  In  the 
case  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
would  be  a  dispute  between  A  and  B,  both 
of  whom  claimed  a  certain  property — no 
guilt  attaching  to  either — the  only  ques- 
tion being  whether,  according  to  certain 
title-deeds  and  other  documents,  A  or  £ 
was  the  party  entitled,  and  the  Court 
of  Chancery  very  properly,  in  such  cases, 
sent  out  a  commission  to  inquire  into  the 
pedigree  of  the  parties,  and  other  docu- 
mentary and  oral  evidence  which  could 
not  be  got  at  here,  in  order  to  see  who  was 
the  party  to  whom  the  property  of  right 
belonged.  There  was  no  excitement  oc- 
casioned in  Ceylon,  or  where  else  the  in- 
quiry was  conducted,  by  such  a  course, 
and  no  public  inconvenience  resulted.  But 
what  resemblance  was  there  between  that 
and  the  placing  the  governor  of  a  colony 
on  his  trial,  and  paralysing  all  his  autho- 
rity while  that  trial  was  going  on  ?  Where 
was  the  resemblance  between  the  two 
cases  ?  Take  the  case  of  the  governor  of 
any  colony  :  send  out  a  commission  to  the 
colony,  whose  affairs  he  is  administering, 
to  inquire  into  his  acts,  and  how  his  autho- 
rity had  been  exercised  in  very  difficult 
circumstances,  and  you  destroyed  his  au- 
thority and  his  power  for  the  efficient  go- 
vernment of  the  colony  altogether.      At 


the  same  time  he  quite  agreed,  if  it  should 
be  said  that  the  Committee  had  not  been 
able  to  complete  their  inquiries,  and  that 
it  was  desirable  further  investigation  should 
be  made,  that  either  in  the  present  or  the 
next  Session  the  investigation  should  be 
prosecuted  to  its  completion.  He  was  in- 
formed that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  wanted  to  ask 
certain  questions  as  to  the  course  intended, 
but  was  prevented,  and  was  told  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Committee  was  at  an  end;  that 
he  could  not  examine  further,  as  the  in- 
quiry was  finished  for  the  present  Session. 
If  so,  who  would  have  expected  that,  at 
the  close  of  their  proceedings,  without 
notice,  a  resolution,  which  in  effect  was 
one  of  censure,  as  against  the  Governor  of 
Ceylon,  would  have  been  proposed  ?  He 
must,  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  and 
for  the  sake  of  the  good  government  of 
our  colonial  empire  generally,  resist  the 
proposition.  If,  however,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  would  come  forward  next 
Session  in  an  open  and  manly  manner — as 
he  knew  he  would  do  if  he  felt  that  the 
circumstances  justified  that  course  —  and 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  in  order  to 
lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  articles  of 
impeachment  against  Lord  Torrington,  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  would  be  prepared  to 
meet  him;  but  he  could  not  consult  to  a 
commission  which  would  effectually  destroy 
the  authority  of  the  Governor  of  the  co- 
lony, without  being  attended  with  any  pftr- 
ticular  result. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  Committee  being  taken  by  surprise, 
the  first  notice  was  given  for  the  day  when 
the  Committee  was  summoned  for  special 
purposes.  Notice  was  given  by  Lord  Ho- 
tham  that  he  intended  to  propose  the  reso- 
lution in  question;  but  another  notice  was 
issued  by  the  clerk,  in  which,  by  mistake, 
that  resolution  was  not  referred  to.  The 
Committee,  however,  were  specially  Bimi- 
moned.  [Mr.  Hawes  :  No;  it  was  the  or- 
dinary summons.]  The  summons  was  a 
special  one.  Notice  of  a  resolution  was 
given  on  which  the  Committee  were  to 
meet,  and  the  clerk  was  directed  to  insert 
it  in  the  circular,  but,  by  mistake,  he 
omitted  to  do  so;  but  the  Committee  were 
summoned  for  other  purposes,  and  thej 
were  all  there.  [Mr.  Haweb  :  No !  ]  He 
admitted  that  there  were  three  Members 
absent— Sir  R.  Peel,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
Mr.  Adderley — who  were  out  of  town  at 
the  time.  [Mr.  Hawes:  There  were  four 
absent.]     He  understood  there  were  four 
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Members  absent.  But,  now,  what  were 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  ?  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  granting  this  inquiry 
would  paralyse  the  functions  of  the  Gover- 
nor; and  that  if  he  (Mr.  Hume)  would  allow 
things  to  remain  as  they  were,  and  next  Ses- 
sion bring  forward  articles  of  impeachment 
against  Lord  Torrington,  that  would  be  a 
manly  and  straightforward  course  of  pro- 
ceeding. He  could  only  say  that  if  the 
evidence  now  wanting  were  collected,  and 
it  should  warrant  such  a  step,  if  no  other 
person  would  bring  forward  such  a  propo- 
sition, he  would  do  so.  He  was,  there- 
fore, anxious  for  a  full  and  fair  inquiry, 
and  that  where  the  necessary  evidence 
could  alone  be  obtained — that  was  on  the 
spot — there  they  should  endeavour  to  ob- 
tain it.  They  had  not  the  necessary  in- 
formation at  present ;  for  it  had  been,  he 
would  not  say  purposely,  withheld  from 
them  ;  but  the  charge  made  against  the 
Governor  of  the  Island  was  so  serious,  as 
shown  by  the  incomplete  evidence  they  had, 
that  the  Committee  feared  to  publish  it. 
He  had  moved  that  the  evidence  should  be 
laid  before  the  House,  to  enable  them  to 
judge  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  present 
Motion;  but  out  of  ten  Members  present, 
when  that  resolution  was  moved,  not  one 
besides  himself  voted  for  it.  And  why? 
Because  the  charges  contained  in  that 
evidence  were  of  so  grave  a  nature — 
amounting  in  fact,  to  a  capital  offence — 
that  they  did  not  wish  by  publishing  it  in 
an  incomplete  state  to  prejudge  the  case. 
But  they  thought  the  cause  of  justice 
would  be  better  served  by  a  commission 
proceeding  at  once  to  the  Island,  and 
there  collecting  all  the  information  re- 
lating to  the  subject  on  the  spot.  The 
object  for  which  the  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, was  to  inquire  into  the  grievances 
complained  of  by  the  people  of  Ceylon. 
And  what  were  those  grievances  ?  The 
inhabitants  complained  that  they  had  been 
unjustly  oppressed  by  the  Governor,  who, 
they  alleged,  had  exceeded  the  constitu- 
tional functions  of  the  governor  of  a 
colony.  If  the  Earl  of  Clarendon  had 
done  in  Ireland  what  the  evidence,  so  far 
as  it  went,  proved  Lord  Torrington  to 
have  done  in  Ceylon — if  35  courts-mar- 
tial had  been  held  by  his  orders,  and 
18  persons  had  been  convicted  and  shot 
to  death,  and  many  others  transported 
for  life,  or  imprisoned  under  the  sentence 
of  those  courts-martial — and  if,  as  the 
evidence  went  to  prove,  that  these  acts — 
Mr.  BAILLIE  must  object  to  the  hon. 
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Mr.  HUME  would  then  state  what  was 
not  in  the  evidence.  They  knew  that 
the  Governor  of  Ceylon  was  directed  by 
the  Sovereign  to  send  once  every  six 
months  the  proceedings  of  the  executive 
and  legislative  councils:  they  had  evidence 
in  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  show 
that  the  proceedings  up  to  December, 
1848,  which  would  have  given  them  the 
official  information  of  the  origin,  cause, 
and  grounds  for  establishing  martial  law, 
had  not  been  forwarded.  None  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government  had  been  forwarded,  and 
therefore  they  were  in  ignorance  of  the 
form  and  manner  of  the  steps  which  Lord 
Torrington  had  taken.  Here,  then,  was 
a  clear  breach  of  the  Sovereign's  instruc- 
tion. This  also  they  knew  without  hav« 
ing  recourse  to  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
Committee  —  that  35  courts-martial  had 
been  held,  and  that  neither  in  the  Co- 
lonial Office  nor  in  the  War  Office  were 
there  any  accounts  of  the  manner  in  which 
those  tribunals  had  been  constituted,  or 
of  their  proceedings.  They  knew  not  the 
number  of  officers  of  which  they  con- 
sisted. All  they  did  know  was  that  no 
official  record  of  their  proceedings  had 
been  sent  to  England.  And  yet  Earl 
Grey  had  given  his  unqualified  approval 
of  all  these  acts.  He  (Mr.  Hume),  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  generally, 
said  where  martial  law  superseded  and 
set  aside  the  law  of  the  land,  as  it  had 
done  in  Ceylon,  and  the  Governor  failed 
in  his  duty  to  send  home  the  informatioa 
which  he  was  directed  by  the  Queen  to 
send,  and  especially  the  information  as 
to  all  the  proceedings  connected  with  the 
courts-martial,  which  ought  to  have  been 
sent  before  those  proceedings  were  sanc- 
tioned and  approved,  the  House  was 
bound,  not  only  to  institute  an  inquiry, 
but  to  pursue  the  investigation  to  the  end. 
In  this  case  a  full  and  fair  inquiry  was 
absolutely  necessary,  not  only  for  the 
sake  of  the  colonists,  who  complained  that 
their  rights  as  subjects  of  Her  Majesty 
had  been  invaded,  but  in  justice  to  the 
Governor,  whose  conduct  was  called  in 
question.  The  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee proved  that  Lord  Torrington  had 
exceeded  his  legitimate  functions.  [Mr. 
Hawes  :  Order,  order !]  I  say  yes,  we 
have  eridence  to  prove  it.    [Mr.  Hawes  : 
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No,  no  !  ]    You  may  deny  it,  as  you  deny 
cvcrythinp^.     [**  Order,  order  !  *'] 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  evidence  has 
not  been  reported,  it  is  clearly  out  of  or- 
der to  allude  to  it. 

Mr.    HUME  had   alluded  to   the   evi- 
dence, but  had  not  quoted  from  it.     The 
hon.  Member  the  Under  Secretary  denied 
his  (Mr.  Hume's)  allegation.       But   the 
hon.  Member  was  not  warranted  in  deny- 
ing an  allegation  which  could  be  proved. 
[Mr.  Ha  WES  :    I  am  quite  ready  to  meet 
your  allegations.]     Well,  then,  meet  them 
now.     But  with  the  evidence  they  had  of 
the  sacrifice  of  life  which  had  occurred, 
the   promulgation  of   orders     which    had 
been  issued,  and  the  exercise  of  powers 
unknown  in  any  part  of  the  dominions  of 
the  Queen,  except  in  Ceylon — when  they 
had  evidence  of  the  property  of  innocent 
persons  having  been  confiscated  and  sold 
at  a  great  sacrifice,  and  the  only  satisfac- 
tion  afterwards  accorded  to   them  being 
the  promise  of  the  return  of  the  proceeds 
of   the   sale — with    the    knowledge    they 
had  of  the  sacrifice  of  life  and  property 
which    had    resulted    from    the    conduct 
of   the    Governor  of  that   colony,   it   be- 
hoved that  House,  for  the  protection  of  the 
lives  and  properties  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in. all  her  dependencies,  that  a  full 
explanation  should  be  had.    In  the  absence 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Legislative  and 
Executive  Councils,  and  in  the  absence  of 
all  official  details  of  Lord  Torrington's  pro- 
ceedings, except  as  to  one  court-martial, 
the  Committee  had  not  the  information  ne- 
cessary to  enable  them  to  conclude  their 
inquiry.     All  they  knew  was,  that  a  num- 
ber of  lives  had  been  sacrificed;   and,  in 
his  opinion,  they  had  taken  a  proper  course 
in  advising  a  commission  to  proceed  to  the 
spot  to  carry  out  the  investigation,  and  as- 
certain the  real  facts,  in  order  to  enable 
the  House  to  form  a  judgment  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  case.     He  knew  of  no  other 
mode  by  which  justice  could  be  done;  and  I 
if  the  noble  Lord  meant,  by  refusing  this  : 
Motion,  to  say  that  everything  should  be  j 
done  to  screen  any  governor  of  a  colony  ' 
charged  with  improper  conduct,  and  that  | 
means    should   not   be   afforded  to   those  j 
who  were  complaining  of  injustice,  to  es- 1 
tablish  tlicrr  case — if  that  was  to  be  the  < 
principle  on  which  our  colonies  were  to  be  I 
govonuHl.  the  dissatisfaction  would  not  be 
confined  to  Ceylon,  but  would  extend  to  . 
all.     This  resolution  was  perfectly  in  con- 
currence witli  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  colony,  who  asked  for  a  commission  { 


to  inquire  into  the  grievances  which  they 
alleged  they  were  suffering.  What  he  had 
now  stated  was  not  from  the  evidence,  but 
from  the  blue  book  on  the  table;  and  he 
contended  that,  independent  of  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  altoge- 
ther, there  was  ample  ground  in  the  infor- 
mation before  the  House  to  warrant  the 
passing  of  the  Motion  before  them. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH,  not  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  and 
knowing  nothing  of  the  evidence  produced 
before  it,  appealed  to  the  House  whether 
they  could,  in  the  absence  of  that  evidence, 
come  to  a  vote  such  as  that  now  proposed  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire,  who 
had  made  the  Motion,  had  not  entered  into 
any  reasons  for  asking  the  House  to  assent 
to  it,  for  he  knew  that  he  could  not  do  so 
without  referring  to  evidence  which,  as  not 
having  been  reported,  it  would  be  contrary 
to  rule  to  allude  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last,  had,  notwithstanding  that 
salutary  rule,  alluded  to  the  evidence,  and 
had  most  properly  been  called  to  order  by 
the  Speaker  for  doing  so.  But  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  thought  fit  to  press  his 
Motion  for  the  production  of  the  evidence* 
probably  out  of  kindness  to  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who  he 
knew  had  that  day  other  fish  to  fry.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  passing  of  this 
Motion  would  in  effect  be  a  censure  on  Lord 
Torrington;  and,  for  one,  he  would  never 
consent  to  brand  with  censure  the  governor 
of  a  colony,  unless  upon  the  most  satis- 
factory and  conclusive  evidence.  It  was 
impossible  for  any  governor  to  maintain 
his  position  in  times  of  difficulty  without 
incurring  considerable  obloquy.  He  had 
not,  however,  risen  to  defend  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Torrington;  and  if  sufficient  grounds 
should  be  shown  in  the  ensuing  Session  to 
justify  his  impeachment,  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  he  would  not  vote  for  such  a 
step.  But  at  present — in  the  absence  of 
all  evidence — he-  knew  of  no  grounds  to 
justify  the  condemnation  of  Lord  Torring- 
ton, which  the  appointment  of  the  commis- 
sion proposed  would  in  effect  be.  It  was 
true  that  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
of  that  House  to  inquire  into  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  governor  of  a  colony,  might,  to 
a  certain  extent,  impair  his  power,  and 
operate  as  a  censure  upon  him;  but  a  com- 
mission on  the  spot  to  investigate  his  con- 
duct would  do  away  with  his  authority 
altogether  from  the  very  moment  they 
landed.  The  Motion  was  certainly  in 
words — *<  to    appoint     a    commission    to 
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inquire  into  the  means  which  had  been 
taken  for  repressing  the  late  insurrection.'* 
But  who  took  those  means  ?  The  Governor. 
It  was,  therefore,  into  his  conduct  that  the 
commissioners  were  to  inquire,  and  the 
very  moment  they  left  the  English  shore  to 
proceed  to  their  duties,  a  direct  censure 
would  have  been  cast  on  that  functionary. 
If  it  were  necessary  to  institute  such  an 
inquiry,  the  proper  course  would  be  first  to 
recall  the  Governor,  for  the  inquiry  itself 
was  far  worse  than  a  recall;  it  was  a  brand 
upon  him.  He  knew  not  why  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  had  given 
way  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness- 
shire,  for  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion  for  the 
production  of  the  evidence  was  the  proper 
one.  If  they  had  that  evidence,  there  might 
probably  be  in  it  sufficient  grounds  for  this 
resolution;  but  without  evidence  of  any 
kind  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  House  had 
but  one  course  to  pursue — that  was  to  re- 
ject it. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  would  not  detain  the 
House  more  than  a  few  moments,  and 
should  not  have  risen  to  address  them  at 
all,  had  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  much  misrepresented  the 
true  state  of  the  case.  The  ground  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument  against 
the  Motion  was  founded  on  the  fact  that 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
had  not  been  printed  and  circulated  amongst 
Members ;  and  the  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  described  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  as  an 
inquisitorial  act,  and  as  indicating  a  par- 
tial and  persecuting  spirit  on  the  part  of 
those  who  brought  it  forward.  Now,  with- 
out entering  into  the  secrets  of  the  Com- 
mittee-room, or  the  conduct  of  the  Governor 
of  Ceylon,  he  thought  it  right  to  place  be- 
fore the  House  all  that  he  was  justified  in 
stating  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  respect  to  the  evidence  not 
having  been  printed.  There  was  a  Motion 
made  in  the  Committee,  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  to  print  the  evidence.  That 
Motion  was  resisted,  because  it  was  said  the 
evidence  was  imperfect,  and,  as  it  stood, 
conveyed  a  primd  facie  case  —  [Mr. 
Hawes  dissented] — against  the  Governor; 
and  it  would  therefore  be  unfair  that  the 
evidence  in  that  condition  should  be  cir- 
culated without  further  investigation.  In 
consequence  of  that  there  was  an  unanimous 
decision — unanimous  with  the  exception  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose — that  the 
evidence  should  not  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated to  the  House.     He  was  not  asking 
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the  House  to  decide  on  the  wisdom  or  in* 
expediency  of  that  decision;  he  did  not 
even  defend  it,  though  he  had  voted  in  the 
majority.  But  when  the  absence  of  the 
evidence  was  the  only  argument  advanced 
against  the  Motion,  and  when  the  conduct 
of  the  Committee  was  described  as  of  an 
inquisitorial  character,  and  as  being  wor- 
thy of  the  Inquisition,  he  deemed  it  right  to 
say  that  the  withholding  the  evidence  was 
a  weakness  on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
— an  amiable  weakness — and  was  adopted 
in  accordance  with  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  with  a  view  not  to  prejudge  an 
absent  man.  The  case  was  simple;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  whole  argument 
and  the  noble  Lord's  argument  amounted 
to  this :  that  the  moment  you  began  to  in- 
quire into  the  conduct  of  the  governor  of  a 
colony,  his  legitimate  infiuence  was  de- 
stroyed. That  was  equally  an  argument 
against  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons;  and  if  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  they  ought  not  to 
have  consented  to  such  a  Committee.  But 
the  Government  assented  to  the  Committee; 
and  the  moment  they  did  so,  and  appoint- 
ed a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  inquire  into  the  insurrection  in  Ceylon, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  Governor  in  sup- 
pressing it,  they  destroyed  the  legitimate 
influence  of  the  Governor  as  effectually  as 
though  they  had  appointed  a  commission; 
and  any  argument  against  further  inquiry, 
therefore,  was  futile,  if  based  only  on  the 
ground  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton.  Well,  the 
Committee  had  commenced  their  investi- 
gation into  the  alleged  grievances  of  the 
people  of  Ceylon;  and  now  when  Parlia- 
ment was  about  to  be  prorogued;  they  found 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  conclude 
their  inquiry,  and  that  they  suffered  great 
inconvenience  for  want  of  information. 
Without  giving  any  opinion  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  any  individual,  the  Committee 
found  that  the  gravity  of  the  circumstances 
elicited  in  the  inquiry,  was  such  that  it  was 
impossible  their  investigation  could  remain 
in  abeyance  during  the  ensuing  six  months; 
and  the  only  means  of  prosecuting  it  sa« 
tisfactorily  and  efficiently,  was  to  come  to 
a  vote  that  a  commission  should  be  sent 
out  to  continue  and  prosecute  the  investi- 
gation on  the  spot.  He  was  told  that 
that  was  a  precipitate  and  partial  re* 
solution ;  but  let  them  look  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  had  been  passed. 
In  the  first  place  fair  notice  was  given. 
["  No,  no  !"]  The  fairness  of  the  notice 
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was  proved  hy  the  fact  that  every  Memher 
of  the  Committee  who  was  in  London  at 
the  time  attended  on  that  day.  True,  four 
were  absent,  and  of  these  four  one  who 
bad  subsequently  been  in  the  House  of 
Commons  had  stated  that  if  occasion 
bad  offered,  as  was  expected  yester- 
day, he  was  prepared  to  say  that  he  ad- 
bered  to  the  resolution  which  had  been 
eome  to  by  the  majority  of  the  Committee. 
Look  at  the  materials  of  which  that  majo- 
rity was  composed.  Were  they  men  of  the 
game  political  party  ?  Wh}',  every  grade  in 
the  House  was  represented  in  that  majority 
*— every  shadow  of  political  opinion.  With 
regard  to  himself,  he  had  taken  no  violent 
part  in  the  Committee;  for  he  suggested  a 
middle  course  —  a  compromise  —  to  the 
Government  which  he  still  thought  they 
were  not  wise  in  refusing.  They  must, 
bowever,  take  the  consequence  of  not  as- 
senting to  that  compromise,  namely,  that 
a  principle  must  now  be  asserted  without 
any  qualification.  The  question  simply  was, 
would  the  House  of  Commons  support  their 
Committee,  who  had  conducted,  with  strict 
impartiality,  a  protracted  and  painstaking 
investigation  ?  That  was  the  question  now 
to  be  decided.  The  whole  argument  that 
they  would  be  destroying  the  legitimate  in- 
fluence of  the  Governor  by  consenting  to 
this  Motion,  fell  to  the  ground ;  for  that 
influence  was  struck  at  by  the  Ministers 
themselves  when  they  assented  to  the  in- 
quiry by  a  Committee.  All  they  had  to 
do  was  to  ensure  a  complete  investigation 
into  some  of  the  most  important  circum- 
stances that  had  ever  transpired  in  a  Bri- 
tish colony.  That  was  the  real  question. 
They  lived  at  a  time  when  they  heard  a 
great  deal  about  colonial  reform,  and  when 
great  sympathy  with  colonial  provinces 
was  expressed.  Here  was  an  opportunity 
to  show  that  in  the  metropolitan  Legisla- 
ture there  was  a  disposition  to  come  for- 
ward and  do  justice  to  our  fellow-subjects 
in  the  colonies.  Here  was  a  golden  op- 
portunity to  test  the  sincerity  of  these  as- 
sertions. He  gave  no  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  If  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  turned  round 
and  said,  by  assenting  to  the  Motion  for 
investigation,  they  were  condemning  the 
conduct  of  the  Governor,  his  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli's) reply  was  that  they  had  already 
done  that  by  assenting  to  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  himself  had  been  a  party.  He 
gave  no  further  opinion  on  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Torrington  by  assenting  to  this  com- 


mission, nor  did  any  other  hon.  Gentleman 
who  should  vote  for  it,  than  he  had  already 
done  by  assenting  to  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  question  was, 
should  they  act  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee,  and  complete  this  inquiry  ? 
That  was  the  point  they  had  to  decide, 
and  the  only  point ;  and  be  trusted,  for 
the  sake  of  colonial  justice,  and  the  ef- 
ficient conduct  and  character  of  Commit- 
tees of  that  House,  that  they  would  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Inverness-shire,  which,  bj  the 
desire  of  the  Committee,  he  had  been  ob* 
liged  to  bring  forward. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton  must 
be  satisfied  that  his  observations  were  un- 
called for  and  unjust,  for  he  had  reflected 
upon  the  Committee  without  knowing  its 
proceedings,  and  imputed  objects  to  them 
for  which  he  had  no  grounds,  and  for  which 
no  one  had  afforded  him  any  reason.  He 
(Mr.  Villiers)  begged  to  say  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  of 
impugning  the  conduct  of  Lord  Torrington, 
or  of  embarrassing  the  Government  by  the 
vote  which  had  been  arrived  at.  Nor,  in- 
deed, was  such  the  necessary  consequence 
of  it.  Far  from  it.  The  vote  had  been 
arrived  at  really  upon  the  ground  of  jus- 
tice to  Lord  Torrington.  The  Committee 
voted  for  demanding  further  information, 
instead  of  publishing  the  evidence  as  it 
stood,  without  that  further  information. 
That  alone  was  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Motion  was  proposed  and  carried — that 
further  information  was  desired.  The 
statements  were  very  conflicting,  and  the 
Committee  felt  it  would  not  be  fair  to  allow 
serious  imputations  upon  the  Governor  of 
an  important  colony  to  go  forth  without 
being  assured  of  further  information.  Ul- 
timately the  present  Motion  was  carried, 
because,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies would  not  assent  to  any  compromise. 
If  he  had,  this  Motion  would  not  have 
been  made.  The  Motion  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire had  referred  in  his  observations  was, 
that  the  Committee  should  ask  leave  to  sit 
again  next  Session,  and  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  should  be  com- 
municated with  stating  the  desire  for  fur- 
ther information.  That  was  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member;  and  he  (Mr.  Villiers  was 
instrumental  in  inducing  the  hon.  Member 
to  strike  out  of  it  some  severe  words.  But 
even  to  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  as* 
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9ent.  He  (Mr.  YiUiers)  then  asked  him  to 
assure  the  Committee  that  further  infor- 
mation should  be  procured;  but  he  could 
get  no  assurance  of  the  kind  from  him. 
And  then  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  East  Riding  proposed  that  a 
commission  should  be  moved  for,  and  it 
was  carried,  it  was  only  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  further  information.  He  (Mr. 
Yilliers)  assured  the  House,  that  when  the 
evidence  was  published,  thej  would  see  that 
in  justice  to  Lord  Torrington,  it  was  de- 
sirable that  a  commission  should  go  out. 
His  own  impressions  were  not  unfavour- 
able towards  Lord  Torrington;  indeedi  they 
were  less  unfavourable  as  the  inquiry  had 
proceeded,  than  when  he  first  entered 
the  Committee,  for  he  saw  the  difficulties 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  was  placed,  and 
the  great  embarrassments  he  was  under, 
and  he  had  also  read  the  instructions  he 
had  received.  The  noble  Lord  was  placed, 
as  the  House  would  find,  in  a  most  difficult 
and  delicate  position;  and  he  could  not 
deny  that  he  had  received  some  confirma^ 
tion  from  the  authorities  in  the  island  of 
what  he  had  done.  Within  the  last  two 
days  certain  persons  had  been  called,  who 
had  thrown  great  light  upon  the  state  of 
the  island;  their  statements  had  been  laid 
before  the  Committee,  and  they  were  found 
to  be  of  great  importance.  He  believed 
that  before  those  witnesses  gave  their  testi- 
mony, the  Committee  would  not  have  been 
disinclined  to  publish  the  evidence;  but 
after  it  had  been  given,  the  Committee 
thought  it  right  to  call  for  further  inquiry 
before  consenting  to  publish  it. 

Sib  J.  W.  HOGG  thought,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  inexpedient  and  unjust  than  to 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  the  commis- 
sion. The  House  would  naturally  expect 
that  the  recommendation  to  pursue  an  in- 
quiry at  Ceylon  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Governor,  would  be  supported,  at  all  events, 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee.  But  what  were  the  facts  ? 
The  Committee  consisted  of  fifteen  Mem- 
bers. Four  of  these,  Sir  R.  Peel,  Mr. 
Stuart  Wortley,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  Mr. 
Adderley,  were  absent  at  the  time  the  re- 
commendation was  agreed  to.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  East  Riding 
having  intimated  his  intention  to  submit 
the  recommendation  on  a  particular  day, 
it  was  naturally  to  be  expected  that  that 
intimation  would  have  been  inserted  in  the 
notices  sent  out  to  all  the  Members  of  the 
Committee;   but   it  was  omitted  in  tbo 


notices,  and  of  that  omission  his  Lordship 
had  very  properly  complained.  Five  Mem- 
bers voted  for  the  commission,  and  five 
others  voted  against  it,  and  eventually  th^ 
Motion  was  carried  by  the  casting  vote  of 
the  chairman.  It  was  exceedingly  import^i 
ant  for  the  House  to  bear  these  facts  i^ 
mind.  The  House  bad  a  right  to  expect 
that  in  a  matter  of  this  nature  the  resolu- 
tion appointing  the  commission  8houl4 
state  specifically  what  the  charges  against 
the  Governor  consisted  of.  Besides,  any 
Motion  which  should  have  the  effect  of 
paralysing  a  governor,  was  one  which  i^ 
Committee  were  not  justified  in  recom« 
mending,  because,  if  the  misconduct  of  a 
governor  had  been  such  as  to  justify  th^ 
issuing  of  a  commission,  he  ought  to  be 
recalled.  The  House  had  heard  of  roving 
commissions  ;  but  what  was  the  one  now 
proposed  ?  Was  this  a  roving  commission 
to  obtain  evidence  ?  It  was  not.  It  was 
a  roving  commission  to  ferret  out  charges, 
because  there  was  nothing  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  to  acquaint  the  House 
with  the  nature  of  the  charges  against  the 
Governor.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not  listen  to  the  application. 
It  had  been  complained  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  that  the  evidence  had  not 
been  printed.  There  were  nine  to  one  in 
the  Committee  against  the  printing  of  it» 
and  he  had  voted  with  the  majority  on  that 
subject.  He  had  proposed  that  the  Con)- 
mittee  should  reassemble  next  Session* 
and  that  a  communication  should  be  made 
to  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  a^brd 
them  further  information  relative  to  the 
pending  matters.  He  objected  to  the  pub? 
lication  of  the  evidence  in  the  interim, 
although  he  did  not  believe  that  as  yet  a 
primd  facie  case  even  had  been  made  out 
against  Lord  Torrington.  He  was  of  opii^- 
ion  that  unless  protection  were  grantea  to 
governors,  who  were  discharging  their  duty 
abroad  under  difficult  and  trying  circum- 
stances, we  should  not,  and  we  deserved 
not,  to  be  well  served. 

Lord  HOTHAM  was  desirous  of  placing 
beyond  all  dispute  the  question  of  notice 
or  no  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  the 
Motion  for  a  Commission  before  the  Com-* 
mittee.  When  the  Committee  met  on 
Tuesday  last,  two  letters  of  a  very  impor-^ 
tant  character  were  read.  The  importance 
of  them  was  deemed  by  the  Committee  to 
be  so  great  that  they  refused  to  allow  them 
to  be  published  with  their  ordinary  Minutes. 
After  that  refusal,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  applied 
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to  the  Committee  for  copies  of  the  letters, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  submitted  to 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department.     Several  hon.  Gentlemen  ob- 
jected upon  the  score  that  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  Committee  to  grant  letters 
to  the  Chief  Colonial  Secretary  which  they 
refused  to  print  with  their  Minutes.    It  was 
stated  in  reply,  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  colonies,  that  it 
would  be  a  great  hardship  if  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  department  was  not  to 
be  made  aware  of  what  had  taken  place. 
He  (Lord  Hotham)  said,  that  although  he 
decidedly  objected  to  granting  copies,   to 
show  that  his  objection   did   not   depend 
upon  any  wish  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
not  know  their  contents,  he  would  pledge 
himself  to  move  an  instruction  for  an  Ad- 
dress to  the  Crown  similar  to  the  present 
Motion,  and  that  if  that  were  carried,  the 
letters  should  be  given  to  the  noble  Earl. 
At  the  close  of  the  day's  proceedings,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Under  Secretary  gave  no- 
tice, that,  on  the  next  meeting,  he  should 
formally  move  that  the  letters  be  transmit- 
ted to  Earl  Grey.     On  hearing  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that,  he  (Lord  Hotham) 
begged  to  be  informed  whether  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  a  notice  of  what 
was  to  be  done  should  be  entered  upon  the 
summons  sent   to  each   Member.      Some 
said  it  was,  others  said  it  was  not;  but  he 
stated  distinctly  to  the  clerk,  that  if  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Colonial 
Under  Secretary  was  inserted  in  the  sum- 
mons, his  notice  must  be  put  there  like- 
wise.     Was  it  possible  for  him  to  have 
taken  more  pains  to  secure  its  insertion? 
But  when  he  found  it  did  not  appear,  he 
was  early  in  his  attendance  at  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Committee,  and  the  first 
words  he  spoke  to  the  clerk  were,  **  Mr. 
Whittam,  you  have  done  me  an  injustice,  for 
you  have  given  the  notice  of  the   Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  in  the  summons, 
but  you  have  omitted  mine.**  Mr.  Whittam 
knew  well  that  he  (Lord  Hotham)  had  given 
the  notice  ;  he  expressed  his  regret  for  the 
omission,  and  there  the  matter  ended.     No 
doubt,  therefore,  his  notice  was  not  upon 
the  summons;  but  he  had  not  heard  of  any 
one  Member  having  been  kept  away  from 
the  Committee  in  consequence  of  it.     The 
four  Members  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Honiton  had  been 
absent  for  six,  five,  and  four  days  previous 
to  the  meeting;   and  it  was   pretty  well 
known    that   they  had  left  town  for   the 
remainder   of  the    Session.      He   trusted 


that  these  explanations  would  show  that 
no  surprise  had  been  intended,  and  that 
none  had  been  practised.     He  concurred 
almost    entirely  in    everything  that   had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolrer- 
hampton.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  his  impression  was  less  unfavourable 
towards  Lord  Torrington  than  it  was  when 
the   inquiry   began.     He  (Lord  Hotham) 
entered  upon  it  without  any  unfavourable 
impression  whatever  towards  Lord  Torring- 
ton, and  with  no  other  feeling  than  a  de- 
sire to  do  his  duty  honestly.  Personal  feel- 
ing he  had  none.    He  found  himself,  then, 
upon  the  Committee,  placed  in  this  pecu- 
liar situation,   that  it  was   impossible   to 
fulfil  the  duty  imposed  upon  him  without 
having  further  information  than  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  able  to  obtain.     The  Co- 
lonial Office,  represented  by  the  hon.  Under 
Secretary,  professed  a  readiness  to  give  the 
Committee  all  the  information  at  their  dis- 
posal ;  but  upon  several  points,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  most  material  to  the  inquiry, 
affecting   the  character  of  the  Governor 
and  other  individuals,  no  information  was 
given.     Was  it,  then,  right  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  separate  without  either  giving 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  referred  to  them, 
or  prosecuting  their  inquiries  to  the  full  ? 
When  he  made  the  proposition  from  which 
the  present  Motion  proceeded,  he  stated 
that  his  only  object  was,  that  information 
should  be  elicitea,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
that  inquiry  upon  the  spot  would  be  best; 
but  that  if  it  were  thought  investigation  at 
home  would  be  preferable,  he  was  ready  to 
agree  to  that  course,  or  to  any  other  which 
would  place  in  a  proper  light  the  conduct 
of  the  individuals  into  which  they  were  in- 
quiring.    He  was  deeply  sensible  of  the 
importance  of  giving  the  Governor  of  a  dis- 
tant colony  every  support  under  the  diffi- 
culties  which,   in   troublesome  times,  he 
had  to  encounter;  but  was  it  not  essential 
to  show  that  Lord  Torrington  did  not  de- 
serve what  had  been  said  of  his  conduct  ? 
Was  the  matter  to  stand  over,  or  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  content  with  the  assurance  of 
the  hon.  Under  Secretary,  that  Earl  Grey 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  all  that  had 
taken  place  ?     He  believed  that  Earl  Grey- 
had  no  more  information  to  give;  but  he 
must  ask  if  it  were  not  extraordinary  that 
upon  points  of  such  a  nature  no  more  in- 
formation had  been  received  from  Ceylon  ? 
Under  the  pressure  of  this  difficulty,  the 
only  alternative  presented  to  the  Commit- 
tee was  the   proposition  which  was  now 
made  to  the  House.     As  to  the  suggestion 
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of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Honi- 
ton,  that  Lord  Torrington  should  be  re- 
called, the  hon.  Baronet  would  be  the  first 
to  turn  round  upon  it  and  say,  **  What ! 
would  you  recall  the  Governor  of  a  colony 
before  you  have  heard  all  the  evidence  ?'* 
He  considered  that  they  were  the  worst 
friends  of  Lord  Torrington,  who,  when  ac- 
cusations were  made,  did  not  afford  the 
earliest,  the  best,  and  the  fullest  means  of 
placing  his  character,  if  it  had  been  ma- 
ligned, in  the  point  of  view  which  it  de- 
served. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  was  quite  sure  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  House  that  this  discussion 
should  be  brought  to  a  close  as  soon  as  it 
could  be,  consistently  with  justice.  The 
House  would  remember  that  they  were  sit- 
ting in  a  judicial  capacity  upon  the  cha- 
racter of  a  nobleman  performing  high  func- 
tions in  a  distant  colony,  a  nobleman  re- 
presenting the  Sovereign,  and  conducting 
the  affairs  of  the  country.  He  was,  there- 
fore, certain  that  there  could  be  nothing  of 
party  or  of  personal  feeling  in  the  matter 
now  before  the  House.  Their  wish  could 
only  be  that  the  strictest  justice  should  be 
done  in  a  manner  the  least  conducive  to  the 
excitement  of  heated  or  angry  feelings. 
He  knew  nothing  of  the  question  except 
what  he  had  heard  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion.  But  after  the  speeches  of  his 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Wolver- 
hampton and  Honiton,  he  had  formed  a 
strong  opinion  as  to  what  the  justice  of 
the  case  demanded.  He  thought  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Committee,  in  the  proportion  of 
nine  to  one,  that  it  would  not  be  consistent 
with  justice  to  publish  the  evidence,  quite 
binding  upon  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
He  was  also  of  opinion,  after  what  he  had 
heard,  that  it  was  not  possible  the  inquiry 
could  close  as  the  matter  now  stood.  Ad- 
mitting these  two  facts,  in  which  the  House 
appeared  to  him  to  concur  generally,  he 
must  be  permitted  to  state  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  had  not  in  the  Com- 
mittee exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  reject- 
ing the  alternative  of  a  compromise.  [Mr. 
Hawes  :  I  did  not.]  He  had  understood 
the  hon.  Members  for  Buckinghamshire 
and  Wolverhampton  to  say  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  willing  to  accede  to  any  ar- 
rangement— that  if  there  was  a  pledge 
given  on  the  part  of  the  Government  that 
the  Committee  should  reassemble  next 
Session,  to  proceed  with  the  inquiry,  and 
that  steps  should  in  the  meantime  be  taken 
to  obtain  from  the  colony  such  information 


as  the  Committee  might  require,  on  com- 
munication with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
otherwise  this  Motion  would  then  not  have 
been  pressed  in  the  Committee,  or  brought 
before  the  House.  Under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  House  was  now  dis- 
cussing the  question,  he  must  say  that  the 
carrying  of  the  Motion  for  the  appointment 
of  a  commission  of  inquiry  would  produce 
one  of  two  consequences.  Either  the  mo- 
ment the  commission  arrived  in  Ceylon  civil 
government  under  Lord  Torrington  would 
be  impossible,  and  confusion  would  neces- 
sarily ensue,  or  the  Government,  to  avoid 
that,  would  be  driven  into  recalling  the  no- 
ble Lord  immediately,  the  inquiry  affecting 
his  honour  and  character  being  admitted  to 
be  incomplete,  and  thus  a  deep  and  most 
cruel  injury  would  be  inflicted  upon  him. 
He,  therefore,  could  not  support  the  Mo- 
tion now  before  the  House;  and,  indeed, 
he  did  not  think  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
press  it,  if  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  would  give  the  House  an 
assurance,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  at  the  commencement  of  the  next 
Session  he  would  consent  to  the  reappoint- 
ment of  the  Committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  pursuing  the  inquiry.  In  that  case  the 
Committee  could  meet  on  Monday,  and 
communicate,  through  their  chairman,  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
both  with  respect  to  papers  and  to  addi- 
tional witnesses  that  they  would  think  ne- 
cessary, when  the  Committee  met  again 
at  the  commencement  of  next  Session. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  in  the  exercise 
of  the  best  judgment  he  was  able  to  form 
on  a  dispassionate  view  of  the  whole  case, 
this  course  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  most 
advisable  one  to  take. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness-shire 
made  his  Motion,  I  said,  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  that  if  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee  be  incomplete,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  it  is,  and  if  the  inquiry  be  not 
carried  to  the  full  extent  that  it  ought  to 
be  carried,  then  let  the  evidence  be  com- 
pleted, and  let  the  inquiry  be  fully  carried 
out.  And  I  certainly  meant  to  convey 
that  the  only  way  which  I  think  that  could 
be  done,  would  be  by  the  reappointment  of 
the  Committee  at  the  commencement  of 
next  Session,  and  by  its  being  then  en- 
abled to  have  before  it  such  witnesses  as 
could  give  further  evidence  on  the  subject. 
I  certainly  said  very  clearly  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  discussion,  that  there 
might  be  witnesses  who  could  not  hare 
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been  brought  from  Ceylon  In  time  for  the 
Committee  this  year,  and  that  there  might 
be  time  to  procure  their  attendance  before 
bezt  Session. 

Mb*  ha  WES  thought  it  necessary  to 
say  just  one  word  in  explanation.  With 
Regard  to  the  meeting  of  the  Committee  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  it  was  right 
to  mention  that  no  notice  had  been  given 
of  it.  [  Cties  of  *'  No,  no  !  **]  He  begged 
to  state  distinctly  that  in  the  circular  no 
notice  was  given,  and  that  he  did  not  et* 
pect  the  Motion  would  have  been  made. 
He  had  understood  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  East  Riding  to  say  that 
he,  or  somebody  else^  would  make  the  Mo- 
tion, but  not  seeing  it  in  the  circular  or  in 
the  summons,  he  did  not  expect  it  to  be 
made  that  day.  He  had  then  moved  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  Committee  do  ad- 

J'oum,  and  that  notice  be  given  On  the  sub- 
ect;  but,  in  consequence  of  their  being  so 
near  the  end  of  the  Session,  the  noble 
Lord  voted  against  his  proposition.  He 
then  asked  for  time  to  consult  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  on 
the  suggestions  that  had  been  thrown  out, 
but  even  that  was  not  conceded  to  him. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  said,  the  reason  the 
Committee  did  not  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
the  adjournment  was,  that  it  was  under- 
Btood  at  the  time  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  over  from  Friday  evening  until 
Tuesday.  Out  of  the  four  Members  of 
the  Committee  who  had  been  absent,  he 
hbd  himself  given  notice  to  two.  He  be*- 
h'eved,  also,  that  Sir  R.  Peel  was  aware  of 
the  matter,  and  that  the  only  Member  of 
the  Committee  who  had  not  notice  of  the 
meeting  was  Mr.  Gladstone.  If  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  be  again  called  together 
next  Session,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  en- 
gaged that  Government  would  take  mea- 
sures to  procure  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses required  from  Ceylon  in  the  interim, 
he  could  have  no  ohjection  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  but  he  would  do  so  only  on  that 
understanding. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  disapproved  of  the 
withdrawal,  because  during  the  whole  of 
this  discussion  the  inhabitants  of  Ceylon, 
who  required  justice  to  be  done  to  them, 
had  never  once  been  alluded  to.  Lord 
Torrington  seemed  to  be  the  only  party  to 
be  heeded.  ["Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER  reminded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  already  spoken  on 
the  subject. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  were  to  meet  again  and  propose 


to  (nummon  certain  witnessen  from  Ceylon, 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  summoning 
those  witnesses,  and,  unless  there  waa 
some  physical  impossibility — which  was 
not  likely — having  them  in  attendance  when 
the  Committee  met  next  year.  But  this 
Motion  having  been  made,  he  could  not 
consent  to  its  being  withdrawn.  He  must 
ask  the  House  to  negative  it.  He  could 
not  do  otherwise;  it  was  a  Motion  affect- 
ing the  honour  and  character  of  the  Qo* 
vernor  of  a  distant  colony. 

Mr.  law  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  persevere  in  forcing  a  divisioti  under 
such  circumstances. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  if  driven 
to  a  division  he  certainly  would  feel  bound 
to  vote  with  the  noble  Lord;  but  at  the 
same  time,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  as  the  Committee  were  to  meet 
a^ain  on  Monday,  he  thought  the  substantial 
object  in  view  would  be  attained,  and  the 
honour  of  all  parties  secured,  by  not  di- 
viding. He  Would,  therefore,  earnestly 
entreat  of  the  noble  Lord  to  consent  to  a 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
divide;  but  the  Motion  having  been  made, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  Government 
should  ask  the  House  to  negative  it. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  observed  that  the 
noble  Lord  himself  clearly  admitted  the 
necessity  of  further  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Torrington,  and  yet  he  Would 
now  divide  the  House  against,  or  negative, 
a  Motion,  the  object  of  which  was  to  se- 
cure further  inquiry.  One  of  two  con- 
structions would  be  put  upon  the  course 
])er8isted  in  by  the  noble  Lord— either  that 
by  his  own  admission  of  the  necessity  for 
such  inquiry,  he  cast  imputations  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Governor,  whilst  he  opposed 
the  readiest  means  of  investigating  it;  or, 
that  he  wished  the  House  to  come  to  a 
vote  that  would  look  like  a  vote  of  confix- 
dence  in  Lord  Torrington  after  a  Gom*> 
mittee  had  been  appointed  to  inquire  as  to 
certain  acts  of  his  government,  and  that 
Committee  had  declared  that  further  evi- 
dence was  required. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER having  remarked  that  he  could  not 
attach  either  of  the  constructions  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  course  proposed  by 
his  noble  Friend  as  to  this  Motion, 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  33;  Noea 
90:  Majority  87. 
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The  House  adjouraed  at  half-aftor  Six 
o'clock  till  Tuesday  next. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  July  30,  1849. 

MiKOTBB.]  PuBUC  B1LL8. — 5*  Nuisanctt  Remoral  and 
Diseases  Prevention :  General  Board  of  Health  ;  Metro* 
poll  tan  Sewers ;  Slave  Trade  (Persian  (lulO  ;  Defects  in 
Leases  Suspension  ;  Treasury  Instruments ;  Costoms ; 
Stamp,  te.  Allowances  t  Workhouse  Loans  (Ireland) ; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance ;  Consolidated  Fund  Appro- 
priation. 

Pktittons  pRBseifTKO.  By  Lord  Redesdale,  fVom  Sheer- 
ness,  against  the  General  Board  of  Health  Bill.— By  the 
Earl  of  Harrowby,  fVom  Bury,  Huddersfleld,  and  other 
Places,  against  the  Granting  of  any  New  Licenses  to  Beer 
Shops.— From  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  for  the 
EsUblishment  of  a  General  System  of  Secular  Education, 
to  be  supported  by  Local  Rates.— From  Huntingdon,  in 
favour  of  Freemen's  Lands  Bill. — From  Cork,  in  favour 
of  Sanitary  Reform  (Ireland). 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  WEST  INDIES. 
The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  that 
he  was  now  about  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  a  subject,  on  which  he 
should  bo  obliged  to  occupy  some  of  their 
Lordships'  time.  He  begged  to  present  a 
petition  signed  on  behalf  of  the  Standing 
Committee  of  the  West  India  Merchants 
and  Planters.  It  was  no  agreeable  sub- 
ject that  he  had  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to,  considering  that  the  tale  was 
one  that  had  been  often  told,  and  presented 
but  one  continued  series  of  disappointment, 
embarrassment,  and  distress.  He  thought 
that  the  whole  history  of  the  conduct  of 
the  British  Parliament  to  the  parties  con- 
nected with  the  West  India  islands  was 
one  of  the  most  melancholy  and  unfortu- 
nate that  could  be  conceived,  and  was  ac- 
companied by  a  very  largo  amount  of  in- 
justice. He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
wished  to  throw  any  blame  on  the  great 
measure  of  emancipation;  on  the  contrary, 
accompanied  as  it  was,  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  with  the  sacrifice  of  20,000,000Z. 
sterling  for  an  object  in  which  no  national 
or  personal  interest  of  a  sordid  nature  was 
engaged,  he  thought  it  one  of  the  most 
noble  acts  which  had  ever  distinguished 
any  nation.  But  since  that  time  he  con- 
fessed his  own  feeling  was  that  the  glory 
of  that  achievement  had  been  much  tar- 
nished, partly  by  the  want  of  wisdom  and 
consideration  which  had  been  displayed  in 
the  measures  which  ought  to  have  accom- 
panied and  followed  emancipation,  and 
partly  and  more  particularly  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  Parliament  had  neglected 
the  interests  of  our  own  colonies,  and 
exposed   them  to    unlimited   competition 


with  parties  who  had  the  full  benefit  of 
that  iniquity  which  had  been  put  an  end 
to  in  our  own  colonies.  He  felt  that  he 
was  himself  in  some  degree  an  accompliee 
in  the  act  by  which  this  was  accompUshedy 
having  voted  for  the  measure  of  1846. 
The  original  step  was  taken  by  the  Act 
of  1845,  which  admitted  sugar  from  fo- 
reign colonies,  not  having  slaves,  to 
competition  with  the  sugar  produced  by 
free  labour  in  our  owti  colonies.  The 
full  effect  of  that  measure  was  hardly 
anticipated  at  the  time.  It  was,  in 
public  apprehension,  an  encouragement 
given  to  countries  which  were  limited 
in  extent,  and  having  peculiar  claims  to 
the  favour  of  this  country,  on  account  of 
their  not  permitting  slavery  within  their 
dominions.  But,  unfortunately,  the  effect 
of  that  measure  was  practically  to  bring 
our  colonies  into  competition,  not  only  with 
foreign  colonies  working  by  free  labour, 
but  also  with  the  white  market  of  the 
world,  with  countries  not  only  having 
slaves,  but  also  extensively  engaged  in 
carrying  on  the  slave  trade.  The  second 
stage  of  progress,  therefore,  by  which  fo- 
reign slave-labour  sugar  was  formally  and 
directly  admitted  into  our  markets,  was  the 
natural  and  logical  consequence  of  the  first, 
although  that  consequence  was  not  appre- 
hended at  the  time;  and,  in  fact,  no  step 
for  the  exclusion  of  slave-labour  sugar 
could  be  effectual  for  its  object.  However 
unjust,  however  inconsistent,  however  ruin- 
ous in  their  consequences  these  steps  had 
been,  he  still  did  not  expect  they  would  be 
retraced;  and  he  should  only  be  doing  mis«- 
chief  if  he  held  out  such  expectations. 
Even  if  the  attempt  succeeded,  it  could 
only  be,  after  all  that  had  passed,  for  a 
time:  without  going  back  and  excluding 
all  foreign  sugar  whatever,  hopes  would 
be  excited  which  would  not  be  realised, 
and  parties  would  be  induced  to  embark 
their  capital  upon  a  basis  which  could  not 
be  long  maintained.  Other  remedies,  or 
at  least  mitigations,  must  be  looked  to, 
more  in  consonance  with  present  views 
of  legislation,  less  likely  to  become  the 
object  of  party  struggle  or  popular  agi- 
tation; and  to  these  only  would  he  direct 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships.  The 
great  deficiency  in  our  emancipated  colo- 
nies notoriously  was  a  security  for  contin- 
uous labour ;  and  it  should  have  been  the 
first  object  of  the  emancipation  to  pro- 
vide for  it  by  every  possible  means.  At- 
tempts had  been  made  in  the  colonies  to 
get  permission  for  the  Colonial  Office  te 
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endeavour  to  prevail  ui)on  the  emancipated 
negroes  to  enter  into  engagements  to  la- 
bour for  a  longer  period  of  time.  But,  un- 
fortunately, the  influence  of  the  struggle 
for  emancipation  was  still  too  strongly  felt. 
Parties  were  still  under  the  impression 
that  they  could  not  benefit  the  employer 
without  injuring  the  labourer,  and  the 
permission  was  refused.  But  whatever 
might  be  said  against  allowing  the  eman- 
cipated negro  of  the  colonies  to  fetter  him- 
self by  long  engagements,  surely  it  might 
have  been  permitted  in  the  case  of  labour- 
ers imported  as  strangers.  Without  such 
engagement,  individuals  would  not  incur 
the  expense  of  their  introduction;  and 
when  they  were  introduced  at  the  expense 
of  the  colonial  fund,  they  in  too  many  in- 
stances formed  no  permanent  connexion, 
but  wandered  about  the  colonies  as  idle 
and  useless  vagabonds.  In  the  case  of 
such  importations,  or  of  those  of  the  eman- 
cipated negroes  by  the  slave  ships,  surely 
such  engagements  should  not  only  be  per- 
mitted but  encouraged.  It  was  a  point, 
therefore,  which  he  wished  to  urge  on 
their  Lordships'  consideration,  whether, 
with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the  im- 
migrants themselves,  greater  encourage- 
ment should  not  be  given  to  the  making 
of  contracts  to  serve  for  a  longer  period 
than  was  at  present  allowed.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  were  now  limited  to  a 
duration  of  twelve  months,  and  it  was  full 
six  months  before  any  advantage  whatever 
was  derived  by  the  employer  from  the  la- 
bour of  the  immigrant.  On  this  point 
there  was  very  strong  testimony.  He 
knew  that  much  jealousy  was  felt  lest, 
under  the  name  of  apprenticeship  or 
contract  labour,  a  modified  system  of 
slavery  should  be  introduced.  But  he 
thought  that  all  apprehensions  on  that 
score  might  safely  be  dismissed  from 
the  minds  of  their  Lordships,  when  he 
stated  that  Sir  James  Carmichael  Smith, 
Lord  Metcalfe,  and  Sir  C.  Grey,  the  past 
and  present  Governors  of  Jamaica  and 
Guiana — parties  quite  sufficiently  jealous 
for  the  interests  of  the  labouring  popula- 
tion, and  most  competent  to  form  a  sound 
judgment — were  all  of  opinion  that  con- 
tracts to  serve  for  a  longer  period  than 
one  year,  were  not  only  admissible  but 
desirable;  and  had  expressed  this  opinion 
in  the  strongest  way  in  the  official  papers 
which  had  been  laid  on  their  Lordships' 
table.  This  was  one  of  the  points  to 
which  he  wished  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  directed,  as  a  supply  of 


continuous  labour  was  essential  to  en- 
able the  colonists  to  carry  on  the  cul« 
tivation  of  sugar  successfully.  Another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  was  the 
loan  which  was  granted  last  year  by 
Parliament  to  these  colonies.  Among" 
other  measures  of  relief,  recommended  bj 
the  Committee  appointed  last  Session  hy 
the  House  of  Commons  to  inquire  into  the 
distressed  state  of  the  West  Indies*  autho- 
rity was  given  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
the  Treasury  to  advance  500,000?.  to  the 
different  West  India  colonies,  which  was 
to  be  distributed  among  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  them  to  undertake  great 
works  of  internal  improvement.  But  no 
part  of  that  loan  had  been  so  applied,  for 
the  conditions  imposed  upon  its  acceptance 
by  the  colonists  had  discouraged  them  from 
taking  any  advance;  and  he  believed  that 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  was  satisfied  that 
all  hope  had  disappeared  of  inducing  the 
colonies  to  accept  any  portion  of  this 
500,OOOZ.  for  the  purpose  of  imdertaking 
great  public  works  or  arterial  drainage,  as 
they  would  have  to  tax  the  white  com- 
munity for  the  interest,  and  the  benefit 
would  be  in  many  cases  only  to  individu- 
als. But  although  there  was  no  hope  that 
advances  would  be  accepted  in  this  shape, 
yet  if  the  money  were  advanced  to  indi- 
vidual proprietors  for  the  improvement  of 
their  several  properties  on  the  same  footing 
as  money  advanced  to  English  and  Irish 
proprietors,  by  taking  first  mortgages  on 
their  estates,  he  believed  that  it  would  hare 
a  very  beneficial  eflect.  It  might  be  said 
that  500,000?.  would  be  a  small  sum  for 
such  a  purpose;  but  he  had  been  informed 
that  it  would  prove  most  serviceable  by 
introducing  into  the  islands  attempts  at 
local  and  general  drainage,  which  would 
induce  others  to  follow  the  example  set 
them.  He  was  informed  that  the  expense 
of  drainage  would  amount  to  51.  an  acre» 
and  the  drainage  of  100,000  acres  would 
give  an  immense  increase  to  the  produc- 
tive powers  of  the  land,  and  set  an  exam- 
ple which  would  probably  beget  confidence 
in  the  future  destinies  of  the  colonies.  He 
could  hardly  imagine  that  the  principle 
could  be  objected  to,  as  it  was  the  same 
which  was  adopted  in  lending  money  to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  He 
thought  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  could  hardly  object 
to  it  on  the  ground  of  want  of  security, 
as  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  expressed 
his  conviction,  that  no  investnx«at  could 
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be  more  advantageous — be,  at  least,  could 
hardly  say  that  the  estate  of  a  West  In- 
dia proprietor  was  not  as  good  a  security 
as  the  estate  of  an  Irish  landlord.  These 
were  the  two  points  which  would  be  prac- 
tically most  advantageous  to  the  West 
Indies.  He  could  not  urge  on  the  House 
to  reimpose  the  differential  duties  which 
existed  at  one  time  between  our  colonies 
and  other  countries,  because  he  felt,  that, 
if  reimposed,  they  would  not  be  long  main- 
tained, and  the  attempt  therefore  would 
only  be  a  deception;  but  he  felt  that  the 
situation  of  the  West  Indies  was  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  this  country,  both 
with  reference  to  the  interests  of  the  colo- 
nies themselves,  and  to  the  carrying  out 
of  the  great  experiment  of  slave  emanci- 
pation, and  that  no  means  should  be  omit- 
ted by  which  the  chance  of  a  successful 
issue  to  that  great  experiment  could  be 
improved.  If,  after  having  emancipated 
our  slaves,  we  exhibited  to  other  coun- 
tries the  spectacle  of  ruined  colonies,  it 
could  hardly  be  expected  that  they  would 
follow  the  example  set  to  them.  At  an- 
other period  of  the  Session  there  would 
have  been  much  that  he  might  have  pressed 
on  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  in  con- 
nexion with  this  subject ;  but  he  did  not 
wish  to  do  more  now  than  to  press  these 
two  practical  points,  without  entering  into 
general  subjects  connected  with  the  wel- 
fare of  the  colonies.  He  was  aware,  that 
the  general  distress  in  the  colonies  had 
been  much  disputed  in  another  place,  and 
that  many  figures  had  been  quoted  to  dis- 
prove it ;  but  on  that  occasion,  as  well  as 
on  others,  the  figures  had  been  somewhat 
curiously  selected.  The  figures  quoted 
related  to  the  year  1847,  and  the  returns 
for  the  last  year  for  1848  were  left  out, 
although  it  would  have  appeared  from 
them  that  instead  of  an  increase  there 
was  a  decrease  of  40,000  tons  in  the 
production  of  our  colonies.  The  increase 
of  1847  was  evidently  the  result  of  the 
impetus  given  to  cultivation  by  the  trans- 
actions of  1844  and  1845,  which  arose 
out  of  an  expectation,  not  well  founded, 
as  it  proved,  that  this  country  had  deter- 
mined to  exclude  foreign  slave-grown  sugar. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  noble  Earl  him- 
self, who  was  apt  to  take  rather  a  san- 
guine view  of  the  condition  of  the  colonies, 
would  now  deny  that  the  West  Indies 
were  in  a  distressed  state.  He  would 
hardly  deny  that  the  verdict  of  the  House 
of  Commons  last  year,  in  a  Committee 
which  was  by  no  means  favourable  to  the 


West  India  interests,  had  affirmed  the 
great  necessity  for  the  immediate  applica- 
tion of  relief.  If  their  Lordships  looked 
to  the  low  prices  of  sugar  which  at  present 
prevailed,  and  to  the  general  state  of  dis- 
couragement of  all  the  planters  in  the 
colonies,  it  would  be  found  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  West  Indian  colonies  was  not 
better,  but  even  worse,  than  at  the  period 
when  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons came  to  the  conclusion  to  which  he 
had  just  referred.  The  verdict  of  that 
Committee  was,  that  the  British  West  In- 
dia colonies  were  not  yet  prepared  to  enter 
into  competition  with  the  slave-grown  su- 
gar of  other  States,  and  on  that  ground 
they  recommended  a  postponement  of  the 
term  when  that  competition  should  be 
complete.  Circumstances  had  not  since 
materially  changed,  wages  were  not  mate- 
rially lower,  credit  was  not  improved.  He 
wished  he  could  hope  that  that  period  would 
be  still  further  postponed  for  a  definite  pe- 
riod. At  any  rate  he  would  beg  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Depart- 
ment to  state  whether  he  could  not  hold 
out  some  hope  to  the  colonies,  if  not  by  a 
return  to  the  system  of  protection,  or  by 
arresting  in  some  dei^ree  the  rapid  approach 
of  that  unfavourable  competition  to  which 
they  were  so  soon  to  be  exposed  with  colo- 
nies carrying  on  the  slave  trade — at  all 
events,  that  every  possible  facility  should 
be  afforded  them  in  the  management  of 
their  internal  affairs,  and  for  making  en- 
gagements with  immigrants,  and  the  same 
advantages  for  availing  themselves  of  the 
credit  of  the  mother  country  for  raising 
loans  for  the  improvement  of  their  pro- 
perty, which  had  been  extended  to  the 
landed  proprietors  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland. 

Earl  GREY  thought  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  fully  concur  with  him  in 
opinion  as  to  the  inexpediency,  at  the  pre- 
sent period  of  the  Session,  of  entering  into 
the  discussion  of  so  wide  a  question  as 
that  involved  in  the  state  and  prospects  of 
the  West  India  colonies.  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  do  justice  to  so  large  a  subject, 
and  he  should  therefore  simply  confine 
himself  to  the  subject  of  the  loan  to  the 
West  India  Colonies,  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Earl,  as  having  been 
sanctioned  last  year  by  Parliament.  Upon 
that  subject  he  had  to  inform  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  autho- 
rising the  loans  most  scrupulously  limited 
the  discretion  of  the  Government,  and  de- 
prived them  of  the  power  of  lending  money 
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to  individual  proprietors;  and  most  un- 
doubtedly he  could  hold  out  to  their  Lord- 
ships no  expectation  of  any  alteration 
taking  place  in  that  measure,  because  he 
felt  perfectly  persuaded,  from  his  expe- 
rience of  former  loans  for  the  purpose  of 
repairing  damages  by  earthquakes,  hurri- 
canes, and  similar  misfortunes,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  possessed  no  adequate 
means  or  machinery  for  entering  into  ar- 
rangements with  indiYidual  proprietors  in 
the  colonics,  and  that  the  only  safe  way  in 
which  the  money  could  be  advanced  by 
this  country  to  the  colonies  was  upon  the 
credit  of  the  local  legislatures,  leaving  to 
those  bodies  the  task  of  providing  for  the 
distribution  of  the  money  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  required.  It  was  this 
consideration  mainly  that  was  the  cause  of 
the  Act  introduced  last  year  having  been 
framed  in  the  manner  it  was.  From  all 
that  ho  had  heard  and  seen  of  the  opera- 
tion of  fortaer  loans  in  the  colonies,  the 
more  convinced  he  was  of  the  absolute  ne- 
ccessity  of  adhering  to  that  principle,  and 
that  it  was  altogether  unsafe,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  British  Treasury  being  to- 
tally without  any  adequate  machinery  for 
ensuring  the  proper  application  of  the 
money,  to  enter  into  any  arrangements 
with  individual  proprietors.  So  far,  there- 
fore, as  the  question  of  the  loan  was  con- 
cerned, he  could  not  hold  out  any  expec- 
tation that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  recommend  to  Parliament  any  al- 
teration of  the  Act. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  was  under- 
stood to  ask  whether  any  alteration  was 
proposed  to  be  made  with  respect  to  the 
duration  of  the  contracts  ? 

Eakl  grey  said,  that  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  duration  of  contracts,  very 
ample  information  would  be  found  in  the 
despatches  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
and  he  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to 
enter  into  a  subject  of  that  nature  which 
he  could  do  only  in  an  extremely  imperfect 
manner,  without  the  documents  to  refer 
to.  He  would  only  state  that  whatever 
arrangements  had  already  been  made,  had 
been  entered  into  with  a  view  to  what  was 
considered  the  benefit  of  both  planters  and 
negroes.  Ilis  conviction  was,  that  the 
utter  faihire  of  the  old  scheme  of  appren- 
ticeship had  proved  conclusively  that  the 
system  of  long  contracts  in  day  labour  was 
no  real  inducement  to  industry,  and  would 
be,  of  all  other  systems,  the  one  most 
likely  to  prove  injurious  to  the  interests  of 


the  colonifltfl.     From  information  which  he 
had  received  from  the  Governors  of  some 
of  the  colonies,  however,  he  was  not  pre* 
pared  to  say  that  the  Governors  would  re- 
fuse their   assent   to  any  well-considered 
law  providing  for  the  extension  of  the  pe- 
riod during  which  contracts  might  be  le- 
gally made,  subject,  however,  to  this  re- 
striction— that  in  no  case   should   it   be 
compulsory  upon  the   emigrant  to   enter 
into  such  contract ;  and  with  this  further 
restriction  also — that  with  respect  to  libe- 
rated Africans  who  might  be  sent  to  the 
colonies,  not  at  the  expense  of  the  colonies 
themselves,  but   at  the   expense   of   this 
country,  and  rescued  by  the  cruisers  of  this 
country — that  with  respect  to  them  con- 
tracts should  not  be  entered  into  on  their 
behalf  by  the  officers  of  the  Government, 
except  within  that  period  which  the  Go- 
yernor  might  think   most   advantageoas, 
which  would  certainly  be  limited  to  a  short 
period.      He   stated,  that  in  the   papers 
which   he  was   about  to   present  to    the 
House,  some  valuable  information  would  be 
found  on  the  subject  of  the  liberated  Afri- 
cans.   When  the  time  came  for  the  proper 
discussion  of  the  subject,  he  had  no  doubt 
bnt  that  it  would  be  in  his  power  to  show 
that  it  was  in  the  highest  degree  import- 
ant with  respect  to  liberated  Africans  that 
they  should  not  be  allowed  to  enter  into 
long  contracts. 

Earl  ST.  VINCENT  said,  that  the 
present  state  of  the  West  India  colonies 
was  such  as  to  call  for  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with 
a  view  of  devising  some  remedy  for  the 
protection  and  benefit  of  both  labourers 
and  landed  proprietors  in  colonies.  He  felt 
satisfied  that  unless  some  remedy  were 
speedily  brought  forward,  a  great  number 
of  estates  would  be  entirely  abandoned. 
Several  instances  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge of  owners  of  estates  having  been 
compelled  to  abandon  them  in  consequence 
of  the  great  difficulties  with  which  they 
had  to  contend.  During  the  last  year  a 
considerable  number  of  Coolies  went  to  one 
estate  where  other  Coolies  had  been  at 
work  for  a  considerable  time,  and  per- 
suaded them  to  demand  such  a  sum  for 
their  labour  as  the  proprietor  of  the  estate 
could  not  afford  to  give,  although  he  of- 
fered them  a  considerably  larger  sum,  pro- 
vided they  would  work  by  task- work, 
which  they  would  not  accept ;  ultimately 
both  parties  of  the  Coolies  walked  off  the 
estate,  and  went  to  another  part  of  the 
island. 
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Bill  was  of  the  most  objectionable  charac- 
ter. [Lord  Brougham:  Monstrous!]  Its 
first  provision  was  to  the  effect  that  any 
person  who  might  be  declared  by  the 
unanimous  verdict  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  have  been  guilty  of 
bribery,  upon  satisfactory  evidence  being 
adduced  before  such  Committee — ^though 
such  declaration  might  be  made  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  behind 
the  back  of  a  person  accused — that  person 
all  his  life  shall  be  incapable  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament;  and  from  one 
county  to  another — from  one  town  to  an- 
other— from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to 
another — wherever  he  goes,  that  stigma 
was  to  follow  after  him.  That  judgment 
was  to  be  passed  upon  a  person  by  a  tri- 
bunal before  whom  he  never  had  been 
heard. 

Lord   BROUGHAM:    And  he   might 
never  be  aware  of  the  accusation. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Even  where  a  person 
only  received  refreshment,  a  fastidious 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
might  report  that  to  be  an  act  of  corrup- 
tion, and  the  unfortunate  man  would  lose 
his  franchise  for  the  rest  of  his  life.  But 
though  the  person  who  bribed  might  there- 
by lose  his  right  to  vote,  he  did  not  lose 
his  right  to  sit  in  Parliament  except  for 
that  particular  Parliament,  and  the  bo- 
rough in  which  he  bribed.  While  they 
disfranchised  the  voter,  they  permitted  the 
person  who  had  bribed  hundreds  of  those 
voters,  to  take  his  seat  amongst  the  legis- 
lators of  the  country  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  there  aid  in  the  passing  of 
new  Bills  for  securing  the  purity  of  elec- 
tion. He  would,  in  the  next  place,  call 
their  Lordships*  attention  to  the  fifth 
clause.  It  enacted  that  if  any  petition  for 
bribery  be  presented  to  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  an  unsuccessful 
candidate,  or  by  voters  in  his  name  or  on 
his  behalf,  or  by  voters  not  in  his  name 
or  on  his  behalf,  but  in  their  own,  it  shall 
be  competent  for  the  sitting  Member  to 
threaten  the  unsuccessful  candidate,  though 
he  is  not  a  petitioner,  to  present  a  petition 
to  prove  him  guilty  of  bribery.  And  if 
that  man  were  poor,  and  could  not  afford 
to  appear  before  the  Committee  to  defend 
his  character,  he,  though  not  asking  for 
the  seat,  and  though  not  guilty  of  bribery, 
but  not  choosing  to  come  forward  and 
make  his  defence,  would  be  told  that  he 
was  guilty  of  bribery,  and  that  all  those 
penal  consequences  should  follow.  That 
Tvas  a  clause  to  intimidate  the  poor  man 


from  presenting  a  petition  against  the 
wealthy  man;  and  the  effect  of  the  clause 
would  be,  that  not  only  injustice  would  be 
done,  but  they  would,  in  point  of  fact, 
defeat  the  object  the  Bill  professed  to  have 
in  view.  Those  were  two  of  the  provisions 
of  a  Bill  which  they  were  called  upon,  on 
the  30th  of  July,  to  pass  through  all  its 
stages  in  the  course  of  one  day,  and  to 
pass  it  on  the  Motion  of  a  noble  Lord  who 
did  not  know  what  he  was  proposing,  and 
had  never  read  a  syllable  of  the  Bill  he 
asked  them  to  pass.  He  (Lord  Stanley) 
had  gone  to  the  country  when  he  heard 
the  news  of  this  monstrous  proposition  of 
Saturday  last,  and  at  a  great  inconveni- 
ence he  felt  it  to  be  his  bounden  duty, 
while  there  was  a  possibility  of  this  mea- 
sure passing,  to  return  to  his  place  in  that 
House,  to  denounce  not  so  much  the  Bill  as 
the  course  taken  to  surprise  the  House 
into  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
smuggling  it  through  the  Legislature. 
When  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Milford)  en- 
tered the  House,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  was 
about  to  move  that  the  order  should  be 
discharged  ;  not  because  he  thought  it 
would  be  disrespectful  to  the  noble  Lord, 
but  because  he  conceived  that  under  the 
circumstances  the  noble  Lord  had  thought 
it  more  prudent  not  to  move  the  second 
reading.  He  (Lord  Stanley)  should  now 
substitute  for  that  Amendment  the  propo* 
sition,  "that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
this  day  three  months." 

Earl  GREY  would  not  discuss  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  because  he  admitted  at 
once  it  was  a  Bill  that  ought  not  to  pass 
during  the  present  Session.  If  it  were 
a  fitting  occasion  to  discuss  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  from  a  hasty 
and  cursory  perusal  of  it  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  show  that  the  view  taken  of  it 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  an  ex- 
tremely inaccurate  view;  but  that  was  not 
the  proper  occasion  to  discuss  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill,  he  concurred  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  it  was  one  for 
the  passing  of  which,  except  by  the  gene* 
ral  consent  of  the  House,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  not  to  be  suspended;  and  he 
thought  his  noble  Friend  should  adopt  the 
suggestion  that  had  been  made  to  him, 
and  withdraw  the  Bill.  He  (Earl  Grey) 
understood  that  the  Bill  appeared  in  the 
Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  as  a  Bill  of 
which  the  second  reading  would  be  mo- 
ved by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  No. 
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Earl  GRET  :    Then  the  noble  I^ord 

disclaims  it. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  it. 

Earl  GREY  believed  bis  noble  Friend 
had  been  asked  to  move  the  Bill,  with  an 
assurance  that  it  would  be  agreed  to  by  all 
parties,  and  was  so  iqvited  to  move  in  the 
place  of  an  absent  Friend.  It  was  a  BUI 
that  required  consideration,  and  he  should 
not  object  to  its  being  postponed. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  denied  the  extra- 
ordinary charge  made  against  him  by  the 
noble  Earl,  of  having  anything  to  do  with 
the  procreation  of  this  most  rickety  bant- 
ling. He  was  bound*  in  defence  of  his 
own  purity,  to  deny  that  it  was  his  natural 
child  at  all.  He  admitted  that  he  had 
repeatedly  urged  their  Lordships  to  pass  a 
Bribery  Bill ;  but  the  proposal  which  he 
suggested,  and  which  an  honourable  and 
much  esteemed  friend  of  his  (Sir  J.  Pak- 
ington)  had  brought  into  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  was  to  this  eflPect :  It  re- 
quired a  declaration  to  be  made  at  the 
table  by  the  Members  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  they  had  neither  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  given  or  authorised  to 
be  given  any  bribe,  gift,  promise,  or  other 
consideration  whatever,  for  a  vote,  or  to 
influence  a  vote,  or  directly  or  indirectly 
concerning  a  vote  ;  and  that  they  had 
never  promised  to  fulfil  any  engagement 
made  in  their  name  in  respect  to  any  vote 
given  on  a  former  occasion.  That  was 
the  Bribery  Bill  he  had  propounded,  and 
that  clause  was  in  the  Bill,  and  the  Com- 
mons in  its  wisdom  struck  out  the  clause, 
which  was  the  only  part  of  the  Bill  he 
knew  anything  about,  and  they  added  to 
it  the  most  monstrous  provisions.  He  did 
not  conceal  his  opinion  from  Sir  J.  Paking- 
ton,  and  told  him  it  was  utterly  impossible 
he  could  support,  or  do  otherwise  than 
oppose,  such  a  monstrous  proceeding.  He 
objected  to  trying  a  man  in  his  absence, 
and  condemning  and  punishing  him  in  his 
absence,  and  without  his  knowledge.  It 
was  monstrous  to  think  that  this  Bill 
should  be  passed  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  without  opposition.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  marvellous  sights — one  of 
the  greatest  phenomenons  in  legislation  he 
had  ever  witnessed. 

Lord  MILFORD  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  should  not  press  the  Motion. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  beg- 
ged to  make  an  observation  in  reply  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley)  with  respect  to  the  course  taken 


by  the  Government  in  relation  to  the  Mo- 
tion for  suspending  the  Standing  Ordera, 
Notwithstanding  the  course  he  (Lord 
Lansdowne)  had  taken  on  that  osQasion* 
he  had  never  expressed  the  least  interest 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  begged  leave  distinctly 
to  state,  that  the  Bill  was  not  a  Govern- 
ment Bill. 

On  Question,  that  "now"  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the  Negative  i 
and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day  three 
months. 

THE  NEW  NAVIGATION  LAW. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  rose  to  bring 
forward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice — 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for  Copies  of  any  Communications  which 
may  have  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  GvOToni- 
ment  and  the  Governments  of  Foreign  Powers,  in 
consequence  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill  £or  thQ 
repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws." 

On  presenting  himself  hefore  their  Lord- 
ships, he  was  hound  to  say  that  he  would  not 
have  presumed  to  call  their  Lordships' atten- 
tion to  a  Motion  of  this  description  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session— he  might  almost 
saj  the  final  moment  of  the  Sessbn — ^un^ 
less  he  was  prepared  to  show  that  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case  justified 
him  in  asking  their  attention.  His  justi^ 
fication  for  so  doing  was  simply  this — ^wben 
the  Bill  passed  their  Lordships'  House  this 
Session,  the  object  of  which  was  to  repeal 
the  then  existing  Navigation  Laws,  it  was 
provided,  amongst  the  clauses  of  that  Sill, 
that  it  should  take  effect  on  the  first  day 
of  the  ensuing  year — the  1st  of  January, 
1850  ;  so  that,  in  fact,  it  would  come  iiito 
operation  during  the  recess,  and  it  was 
most  important  that  there  should  be  no 
misapprehension  or  any  ignorance  on  the 
subject.  He  objected  at  the  time  the  Bill 
passed  to  the  effect  of  that  provision,  feeling 
as  he  did  that  there  were  questions  involved 
in  the  operation  of  the  Bill  which  were  of 
the  greatest  interest  to  the  nation  at  large, 
and  with  respect  to  which  it  was  but  fair 
that  Parliament  should  have  some  voice  at 
the  time,  or  about  the  time,  the  Act  was 
to  have  effect;  and  he  thought  it  only  rea- 
sonable that  the  provision  should  be  so 
altered  as  to  bring  the  commencement  of 
the  operation  of  the  Act  within  some 
period  when  the  Legislature  would  be  sit- 
ting. Their  Lordships  did  not  seem  in- 
clined to  adopt  his  suggestion,  and  be  did 
not  then  think  it  necessary  to  press  it ; 
but  the  effect  of  the  proviaVoa  -jw^^  bj 
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their  Lordships  was  this,  that  hefore  they 
should  again  assemble,  the  Act  would  be 
brought  into  operation,  and  that  was  the 
last  opportunity  any  person  feeling  an 
interest  in  the  consequences  of  that  enact- 
ment could  obtain  of  asking  the  Govern- 
ment what  course  it  proposed  to  take  with 
respect  to  the  relations  between  this  coun- 
try and  foreign  States,  and  with  respect  to 
the  exercise  of  the  powers  conferred  on 
the  Government  to  enable  them  to  treat 
with  some  authority  on  this  subject  with 
foreign  States.  He  considered  the  ques- 
tion as  to  what  might  be  done  by  foreign 
States  with  respect  to  the  Navigation  Laws, 
as  a  matter  of  considerable  moment.  He 
had  proposed  an  Amendment  that  would 
impose  on  Her  Majesty's  Government  some 
duties  with  respect  to  communications  with 
foreign  Powers,  and  he  need  not  rest  alto- 
gether on  argument  to  support  that  view 
of  the  case  ;  he  need  do  no  more  than 
appeal  to  the  measures  of  the  Government 
itself.  If  they  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
him,  to  some  extent  at  least  they  agreed 
with  him  in  his  view  of  the  subject;  and 
one  of  the  features  of  this  important  mea- 
sure was  to  give  to  Government  powers  of 
retaliation  for  the  express  pui-pose  of  in- 
flicting penalties  upon  those  Powers  that 
might  decline  to  meet  them  on  fair  terms 
of  reciprocity.  But  supposing  that  those 
clauses  regarding  reciprocity  were  suffici- 
ent for  all  the  purposes  which  their  pro- 
moters intended,  they  did  not,  he  conceived, 
preclude  him  from  putting  the  question 
which  he  had  put  to  the  Government,  or 
from  making  the  Motion  which  he  then 
submitted  to  the  House.  He  must  remind 
their  Lordships  of  a  paper  presented  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  at  the  time  of 
the  discussion  on  the  Navigation  Laws. 
Ho  alluded  to  a  despatch  which  had  been 
written  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretai-y 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  the  month 
of  December  last,  addressed  to  the  British 
Ministers  at  foreign  Courts.  He  (Lord 
Wharncliffe)  would  read  a  few  sentences 
out  of  that  letter.  It  was  but  fair  he 
should  remind  their  Lordships  of  the  lan- 
guage held  by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  which  induced  him  to  think  it 
worth  while  to  take  the  matter  up.  About 
the  2nd  of  December,  1848,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  wrote  as  follows  to  our  Ministers 
at  foreign  Courts  : — 


dependent  upon  the  legislation  of  other  countries, 
jret  that  the  general  policy  of  each  State  will  be 
a  matter  for  consideration  when  such  relaxations 
are  in  question  ;  and  you  will  endeavour  to  obtain 

at  the  earliest  possible  period  when will 

be  prepared  to  accept  advances  made  on  the  part 
of  Great  Britain  for  placing  the  ships  of  the  two 
countries  on  a  footing  of  equality,  with  the  single 
reservation  of  the  coasting-trade,  or  whether  the 
Government  would  prefer  to  reserve  any 


"  You  will  point  out  to  the  ■ 


•  Government 


that  although  the  proposed  Bill  will  not  attempt 
to  mako  the  relaxation  in  the  British  law  strictly 


particular  privileges  or  exemptions  to  their  na- 
tional vessels,  on  the  understanding  that  it  may 
thereby  render  it  impossible  for  this  country  to 

concede  to *8   shipping  the  whole  of  the 

advantages  which  will,  under  the  contemplated 
measure,  attach  to  the  shipping  of  such  States  ai 
may  place  British  and  national  vessels  upon  a 
footing  of  more  perfect  equality  ;  for  while  the 
British  Government  are  prepared  to  remove 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  restrictions  of  the  British 
Navigation  Laws,  in  all  cases  where  such  a  mea- 
sure shall  be  met  in  a  spirit  of  corresponding 
liberality,  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  lay  down, 
with  any  precision,  the  course  they  may  think 
fit  to  take  where  no  such  spirit  is  shown,  until 
they  shall  be  fully  informed  of  all  the  circum- 
stances which  should  be  taken  into  their  con- 
sideration.— I  am,  &c.  **  Palmbbston." 

The  circular  then  recited  the  Bill  of  last 
Session,  and  proceeded  in  these  words  : — 

**  Ample  powers  were,  however,  reserved  to  the 
Crown  to  impose  differential  duties,  prohibitions, 
or  restrictions  upon  the  ships  of  any  country  in 
which  British  ships  should  bo  subject  to  such 
duties,  restrictions,  or  prohibitions  ;  and  it  was 
intended  that  the  Bill  should  not  have  come  into 
operation  for  some  months  after  the  day  on  which 
it  passed,  in  order  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  have  time  to  ascertain  the  dispositioDS  of 
foreign  Powers,  and  might  thus  be  able  to  frame 
the  proper  orders  for  any  differential  duties,  4sc. 
that  might  be  required  before  the  intended  relaxa- 
tions should  begin  to  take  effect  towards  the  ships 
of  such  nations  as  might  bo  willing  to  treat  British 
shipping  on  a  footing  of  perfect  reciprocity." 

He  believed  there  was  not  a  man  in  the 
country  who  considered  the  subject  atten- 
tively who  entertained  any  belief  that  re- 
ciprocity was  practicable,  in  the  strict  sense 
of  the  term  ;  but  by  the  law,  as  the  recent 
Bill  had  made  it,  our  system  of  commercial 
intercourse  had  been  most  materially  relax- 
ed, and  it  therefore  became  the  boundea 
duty  of  Ministers  to  render  the  change  as 
little  inconvenient  to  the  country  as  possi- 
ble. When  he  had  on  a  former  occasion 
alluded  to  this  subject.  Ministers  had  not 
repudiated  the  view  that  he  took,  and  it 
struck  his  mind  most  forcibly  that  it  might 
be  regarded  as  a  matter  of  indiflPerence 
\  whether  we  asserted  our  claims  to  recipro- 
city by  means  of  previous  remonstrance^ 
or  by  means  of  our  clauses  of  retaliation, 
It  amounted  to  the  same  thing  whichever 
course  we  took.  We  had  given  up  our 
exclusive  rights  to  all  commercial  inter* 
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course,  foreign  or  colonial,  to  all  but  the 
coasting  trade  ;  and  it  became  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  in  other  respects 
protect  our  interests  by  rendering  that 
change  as  easy  and  as  little  injurious  as 
possible.  In  the  first  place,  with  respect 
to  France,  the  Government  had  a  perfect 
right  to  demand  that  there  should  be  some 
concession  made  ;  considering  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries  and  the  public 
policy  of  France,  they  should  expect  that 
they  would  concede  something.  Let  them 
look,  in  the  next  place,  to  the  case  of  the 
United  States.  They  were  in  a  position 
that  entitled  them  to  make  a  demand  on 
that  country;  and  if  the  Government  pro- 
perly availed  themselves  of  their  powers, 
they  might  obtain  great  advantages  for  the 
subjects  of  this  country.  He  asked  if 
America  and  this  country  now  stood  in  the 
same  position  they  formerly  stood  in  with 
respect  to  each  other  ?  No  ;  there  is  now 
a  material  difference  in  their  positions,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ob- 
tain equal  advantages  for  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
there  certainly  was  no  objection  to  the 
noble  Lord's  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  in  the  manner  that 
he  had  done,  even  though  the  Session  was 
so  near  its  termination  ;  but  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  feel  with  him  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
give  any  part  of  the  information  which  the 
noble  Lord  now  required  ;  and  for  this, 
amongst  other  reasons,  that  there  had 
been  no  time  since  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
to  take  any  steps  with  a  view  to  establish- 
ing principles  of  reciprocity,  or  rather  the 
nearest  approach  to  principles  of  recipro- 
city, that  circumstances  would  permit.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the  sub- 
ject had  not  been  lost  sight  of — that  com- 
munications had  been  opened  with  different 
countries — that  considerable  progress  had 
been  made  in  our  communications  with 
Foreign  Powers,  and  he  hoped  our  nego- 
tiations would  speedily  be  brought  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion — alike  satisfactory 
to  this  and  to  other  countries  ;  but  such  a 
result  must,  of  course,  depend  upon  the 
views  entertained  on  the  subject  by  Foreign 
Powers.  Finally,  it  must  be  obvious  to 
the  House  that  while  negotiations  were 
pending  he  could  make  no  communications 
to  Parliament;  but  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Government  felt  as 
strong  an  interest  now  in  the  subject  as  at 
the  time  the  Bill  was  passed,  and  that  they 
were   using    their  utmost   endeavom-s  to 


obtain  from  all  countries  a  recognition  of 
the  principles  of  reciprocity. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  Affirmative* 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Con- 
sideration of  the  Commons*  Amendments 
to  the  Lords'  Amendments,  and  their 
Reasons,  read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  had  to  propose  that  their  Lordships  do 
agree  to  the  Amendments  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  their  Lordships'  Amendments 
to  this  Bill.  The  Government  were  of 
opinion  that  these  Amendments  ought  to 
be  adopted  by  their  Lordships,  with  a  view 
to  the  Bill  being  passed  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  He  thought  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  of  opinion  that  there  bad 
been  manifested  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons a  great  and  anxious  desire  to  meet 
the  views  of  their  Lordships ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  liberal  spirit  of  concession 
exhibited  by  the  other  House  in  defer- 
ence to  the  views  of  their  Lordships  on 
this  measure,  would  meet  with  a  corre- 
sponding feeling  of  conciliation  and  for- 
bearance on  the  part  of  that  House. 
With  respect  to  the  most  important  and 
most  questionable  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  namely,  the  enactment  (for  the  first 
time,  and  on  grounds  admitted  to  be  ex- 
ceptional) establishing  a  maximum  rate 
both  in  electoral  divisions  and  in  unions, 
clauses  were  introduced  into  the  BUI  by 
the  Government  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  much  discussion  both  in  the 
other  House,  where  these  clauses  were 
earned,  and  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
where  they  were  negatived.  With  re- 
spect to  these  clauses,  the  other  House 
had  waived  considerations  that  usually 
had  the  greatest  weight  with  them,  and 
had  carried,  almost  to  an  extreme,  the 
desire  to  accept  the  Bill  with  their  Lord- 
ships' Amendments.  The  other  House 
had,  he  thought,  wisely  acted  herein, 
and  were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
country  for  the  disposition  they  had 
shown,  which  he  trusted  would  be  met 
by  a  corresponding  feeling  on  the  part  of 
their  Lordships.  Without  wishing  to  re- 
vive the  discussion  upon  these  clauses, 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  desire  to  give  encouragement 
to  the  investment  of  capital  in  Ireland, 
and  the  omission  of  which  by  their  Lord- 
ships had  amounted  to  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  Lower  House,  the  Bill 
had  come   back  to  their   Lotd&\iV^t^  "^^^^ 


1121 


Poor  Belief 


{July  30} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


1122 


both  these  clauses  omitted,  the  other 
House  having  waived  their  privileges  and 
forborne  to  insist  on  the  re-insertion  of 
these  clauses.  The  House  of  Commons 
had  agreed  to  many  of  tbe  Amendments 
suggested  by  their  Lordships.  They  had 
made  large  concessions  in  a  very  liberal 
spirit;  and,  looking  to  the  value  of  the 
Bill  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland,  he 
would  urge  the  expediency  of  their  Lord- 
ships agreeing  to  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  other  House  to  their  Lordships' 
Amendments. 

Lord  STANLEY  admitted,  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
dealt  with  this  measure,  which  had  been 
sent  up  to  them  with  extensive  Amend- 
ments, and  more  especially  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  foreborne  insisting  on 
their  extreme  privileges,  which  they  con- 
sidered to  be  involved  in  the  first  and 
second  clauses,  entitled  their  views  to  a 
respectful  consideration  ;  and  on  that  ac- 
count, however  much  he  regretted  some 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
sacrifice  their  own  opinions  to  a  certain 
extent,  and  accept  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  There  was 
only  one  question  of  dispute  likely  to 
arise,  but  that  was  one  which  was  looked 
upon  by  those  who  had  most  carefully  con- 
sidered the  subject,  to  be  of  vital  importance 
to  the  owners  of  property  in  Ireland.  He 
alluded  to  the  proceedings  in  the  superior 
courts  in  Ireland.  He  regretted  that  the 
17th,  18th,  and  19th  Clauses,  which  re- 
lated to  the  recovery  of  the  arrears  of 
rate  and  the  removal  of  the  civil-bill  de- 
cree from  the  assistant  barristers  to  the 
superior  courts,  and  which  were  part  of 
the  original  Bill,  but  which  had  been  ex- 
punged by  their  Lordships,  had  been  re- 
mtroduced  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
With  the  exception  of  these  clauses,  he 
believed  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion, 
and  that  they  would  be  ready  to  adopt 
the  Amendments  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  all  other  points.  But  if  these 
clauses  were  insisted  on,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  disagree  to  these  Amend- 
ments. 

On  the  Amendments  relating  to  these 
clauses  being  read. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  entirely  agreed 
with  his  noble  friends  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
dealt  with  this  Bill,  required  on  their 
part  the  greatest  possible  forbearance, 
and   a  readiness  to  sacrifice   their  indi- 
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vidual  opinions  as  far  as  possible  ;  and, 
therefore,  whatever  might  be  his  regret 
that  the  other  House  disagreed  with  their 
Lordships  on  some  minor  points,  never- 
theless he  admitted  that  their  Lordships 
should  show  themselves  willing  to  defer  as 
far  as  possible  to  those  who  evinced  a  si- 
milar spirit.  But  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
appeal  to  their  Lordships  against  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  so  im- 
portant a  measure  had  been  submitted  to 
their  consideration,  when  they  were  pre- 
vented, by  the  circumstances  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  the  calamities  of  the  country, 
from  having  the  assistance  of  most  of  the 
representative  Peers  of  Ireland  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Bill  so  deeply  involving  the 
interests  of  that  part  of  the  united  king- 
dom ;  and  he  had  now  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  adhere  to  the  judgment  they  had 
come  to  in  Committee,  when  they  struck 
out  the  16th,  17th,  18th,  and  19th 
Clauses  of  this  Bill;  and  in  so  doing  he 
was  only  asking  them  to  do  what  their 
own  Committee  upstairs  had  unanimously 
recommended,  viz.,  that  in  future  the 
mode  of  recovering  the  poor-rates  should 
be  by  civil-bill  process  before  the  assistant 
barrister,  and  by  distress  warrant  from 
the  magistrate.  He  would  not  now  re- 
peat the  arguments  that  he  had  formerly 
urged  on  their  Lordships,  but  he  must 
explain  that  the  present  state  of  the  law 
gave  the  power  of  a  remedy  in  the  su- 
perior courts ;  but  Parliament  never 
dreamt,  when  it  gave  that  power,  of  doing 
more  than  confining  its  operation  to  per- 
sons who  were  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  inferior  courts.  But  it  had  been 
lately  ^discovered,  for  the  first  time,  that 
by  the  process  in  the  superior  court  a 
judgment  might  be  obtained  that  would 
become  a  lien  on  the  whole  real  estate  of 
the  party  affected  by  the  judgment.  This 
was  not  done  by  direct  enactment;  it  was 
merely  an  incident  of  the  existing  law  in 
certain  cases;  but  the  effect  of  the  clauses 
originally  in  this  Bill,  and  now  proposed  to 
be  reinstated  in  it,  would  be  directly  to 
extend  this  power  to  all  cases  whatever, 
and  to  apply  it  in  a  manner  most  objection- 
able; for  it  was  now  sought  for  the  first 
time  to  apply  the  nile,  not  only  in  cases 
where  there  was  an  immediate  lessor,  who 
might  not  be  reached  except  by  the  supe- 
rior courts,  but  the  power  of  proceeding 
was  given  in  all  cases,  although  the  party 
might  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  in- 
ferior courts,  and  capable  of  being  pro- 
ceeded against  in  the  ordinary  way.  Again, 
20 
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course,  foreign  or  colonial,  to  all  but  the 
coasting  trade  ;  and  it  became  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  in  other  respects 
protect  our  interests  by  rendering  that 
change  as  easy  and  as  little  injurious  as 
possible.  In  the  first  place,  with  respect 
to  France,  the  Government  had  a  perfect 
right  to  demand  that  there  should  be  some 
concession  made  ;  considering  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries  and  the  public 
policy  of  France,  they  should  expect  that 
they  would  concede  something.  Let  them 
look,  in  the  next  place,  to  the  case  of  the 
United  States.  They  were  in  a  position 
that  entitled  them  to  make  a  demand  on 
that  country;  and  if  the  Government  pro- 
perly availed  themselves  of  their  powers, 
they  might  obtain  great  advantages  for  the 
subjects  of  this  country.  He  asked  if 
America  and  this  country  now  stood  in  the 
same  position  they  formerly  stood  in  with 
respect  to  each  other  ?  No  ;  there  is  now 
a  material  difference  in  their  positions,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ob- 
tain equal  advantages  for  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
there  certainly  was  no  objection  to  the 
noble  Lord's  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  in  the  manner  that 
he  had  done,  even  though  the  Session  was 
so  near  its  termination  ;  but  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  feel  with  him  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
give  any  part  of  the  information  which  the 
noble  Lord  now  required  ;  and  for  this, 
amongst  other  reasons,  that  there  had 
been  no  time  since  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
to  take  any  steps  with  a  view  to  establish- 
ing principles  of  reciprocity,  or  rather  the 
nearest  approach  to  principles  of  recipro- 
city, that  circumstances  would  permit.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the  sub- 
ject had  not  been  lost  sight  of — that  com- 
munications had  been  opened  with  different 
countries — that  considerable  progress  had 
been  made  in  our  communications  with 
Foreign  Powers,  and  he  hoped  our  nego- 
tiations would  speedily  be  brought  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion — alike  satisfactory 
to  this  and  to  other  countries  ;  but  such  a 
result  must,  of  course,  depend  upon  the 
views  entertained  on  the  subject  by  Foreign 
Powers.  Finally,  it  must  be  obvious  to 
the  House  that  while  negotiations  were 
pending  he  could  make  no  communications 
to  Parliament;  but  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Government  felt  as 
strong  an  interest  now  in  the  subject  as  at 
the  time  the  Bill  was  passed,  and  that  they 
\fere   using    their  utmost   endeavours  to 


obtain  from  all  countries  a  recognition  of 
the  principles  of  reciprocity. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Con- 
sideration of  the  Commons'  Amendments 
to  the  Lords*  Amendments,  and  their 
Reasons,  read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  had  to  propose  that  their  Lordships  do 
agree  to  the  Amendments  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  their  Lordships'  Amendments 
to  this  Bill.  The  Government  were  of 
opinion  that  these  Amendments  ought  to 
be  adopted  by  their  Lordships,  with  a  view 
to  the  Bill  being  passed  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  He  thought  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  of  opinion  that  there  had 
been  manifested  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons a  great  and  anxious  desire  to  meet 
the  views  of  their  Lordships ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  liberal  spirit  of  concession 
exhibited  by  the  other  House  in  defer- 
ence to  the  views  of  their  Lordships  on 
this  measure,  would  meet  with  a  corre- 
sponding feeling  of  conciliation  and  for- 
bearance on  the  part  of  that  House. 
With  respect  to  the  most  important  and 
most  questionable  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  namely,  the  enactment  (for  the  first 
time,  and  on  grounds  admitted  to  be  ex- 
ceptional) establishing  a  maximum  rate 
both  in  electoral  divisions  and  in  unions, 
clauses  were  introduced  into  the  BiQ  by 
the  Government  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  much  discussion  both  in  the 
other  House,  where  those  clauses  were 
carried,  and  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
where  they  were  negatived.  With  re- 
spect to  these  clauses,  the  other  House 
had  waived  considerations  that  usually 
had  the  greatest  weight  with  them,  and 
had  carried,  almost  to  an  extreme,  the 
desire  to  accept  the  Bill  with  their  Lord- 
ships' Amendments.  The  other  House 
had,  he  thought,  wisely  acted  herein, 
and  were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
country  for  the  disposition  they  had 
shown,  which  he  trusted  would  be  met 
by  a  corresponding  feeling  on  the  part  of 
their  Lordships.  Without  wishing  to  re- 
vive the  discussion  upon  these  clauses, 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  desire  to  give  encouragement 
to  the  investment  of  capital  in  Ireland, 
and  the  omission  of  which  by  their  Lord- 
ships had  amounted  to  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  Lower  House,  the  BUI 
had  come  back  to  their  Lordships  with 
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both  these  clatises  omitted,  the  other 
House  haying  waived  their  privileges  and 
forborne  to  insist  on  the  re-insertion  of 
these  clauses.  The  House  of  Commons 
had  agreed  to  many  of  tbe  Amendments 
suggested  by  their  Lordships.  They  had 
made  large  concessions  in  a  very  liberal 
spirit;  and,  looking  to  the  value  of  the 
Bill  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland^  he 
would  urge  the  expediency  of  their  Lord- 
ships agreeing  to  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  other  House  to  their  Lordships' 
Amendments. 

Lord  STANLEY  admitted,  tbat  the 
manner  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
dealt  with  this  measure,  which  had  been 
sent  up  to  them  with  extensive  Amend- 
ments, and  more  especially  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  foreborne  insisting  on 
their  extreme  privileges,  which  they  con- 
sidered to  be  involved  in  the  first  and 
second  clauses,  entitled  their  views  to  a 
respectful  consideration  ;  and  on  that  ac- 
count, however  much  he  regretted  some 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  thought  they  ougbt  to 
sacrifice  their  own  opinions  to  a  certain 
extent,  and  accept  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  There  was 
only  one  question  of  dispute  likely  to 
arise,  but  that  was  one  which  was  looked 
upon  by  those  who  had  most  carefully  con- 
sidered the  subject,  to  be  of  vital  importance 
to  the  owners  of  property  in  Ireland.  He 
alluded  to  the  proceedings  in  the  superior 
courts  in  Ireland.  He  regretted  that  the 
17th,  18th,  and  19th  Clauses,  which  re- 
lated to  the  recovery  of  the  arrears  of 
rate  and  the  removal  of  the  civil-bill  de- 
cree from  the  assistant  barristers  to  the 
superior  courts,  and  which  were  part  of 
the  original  Bill,  but  which  had  been  ex- 
punged by  their  Lordships,  had  been  re- 
introduced by  the  House  of  Commons. 
With  the  exception  of  these  clauses,  he 
believed  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion, 
and  that  they  would  be  ready  to  adopt 
the  Amendments  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  all  other  points.  But  if  these 
clauses  were  insisted  on,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  disagree  to  these  Amend- 
ments. 

On  the  Amendments  relating  to  these 
clauses  being  read. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  entirely  agreed 
with  his  noble  friends  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
dealt  with  this  Bill,  required  on  their 
part  the  greatest  possible  forbearance, 
and  a  readiness   to  sacrifice   their  indi- 
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vidual  opinions  as  far  as  possible ;  and, 
therefore,  whatever  might  be  his  regret 
that  the  other  House  disagreed  with  their 
Lordships  on  some  minor  points,  never- 
theless he  admitted  that  their  Lordships 
should  show  tbemselves  willing  to  defer  as 
far  as  possible  to  those  who  evinced  a  si- 
milar spirit.  But  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
appeal  to  their  Lordships  against  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  so  im- 
portant a  measure  had  been  submitted  to 
their  consideration,  when  they  were  pre- 
vented, by  the  circumstances  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  the  calamities  of  the  country, 
from  having  the  assistance  of  most  of  the 
representative  Peers  of  Ireland  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Bill  so  deeply  involving  the 
interests  of  that  part  of  the  united  king- 
dom ;  and  he  had  now  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  adhere  to  the  judgment  they  had 
come  to  in  Committee,  when  they  struck 
out  the  16th,  17th,  18th,  and  19th 
Clauses  of  this  Bill;  and  in  so  domg  he 
was  only  asking  them  to  do  what  their 
own  Committee  upstairs  had  unanimously 
recommended,  viz.,  that  in  future  the 
mode  of  recovering  the  poor-rates  should 
be  by  civil-bill  process  before  the  assistant 
barrister,  and  by  distress  warrant  from 
the  magistrate.  He  would  not  now  re- 
peat the  arguments  that  he  had  formerly 
urged  on  their  Lordships,  but  he  must 
explain  that  the  present  state  of  the  law 
gave  the  power  of  a  remedy  in  the  su- 
perior courts ;  but  Parliament  never 
dreamt,  when  it  gave  that  power,  of  doing 
more  than  confining  its  operation  to  per- 
sons who  were  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  inferior  courts.  But  it  had  been 
lately  ^discovered,  for  the  first  time,  that 
by  the  process  in  the  superior  court  a 
judgment  might  be  obtained  that  would 
become  a  lien  on  the  whole  real  estate  of 
the  party  affected  by  the  judgment.  This 
was  not  done  by  direct  enactment;  it  was 
merely  an  incident  of  the  existing  law  in 
certain  cases;  but  the  effect  of  the  clauses 
originally  in  this  Bill,  and  now  proposed  to 
be  reinstated  in  it,  would  be  directly  to 
extend  this  power  to  all  cases  whatever, 
and  to  apply  it  in  a  manner  most  objection- 
able; for  it  was  now  sought  for  the  first 
time  to  apply  the  nile,  not  only  in  cases 
where  there  was  an  immediate  lessor,  who 
might  not  be  reached  except  by  the  supe- 
rior courts,  but  the  power  of  proceeding 
was  given  in  all  cases,  although  the  party 
might  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  in- 
ferior courts,  and  capable  of  being  pro- 
ceeded against  in  the  ordinary  way.  Again, 
20 
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when  his  noble  Friend  introduced  the 
power  of  proceeding  by  the  superior  courts 
of  law  into  this  Bill,  he  inserted  a  proviso 
that  no  such  proceeding  in  the  superior 
courts  could  be  instituted  except  by  the 
consent  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners; 
but  under  the  present  Bill  no  such  con- 
sent was  necessary,  and  every  civil-bill 
decree  might  be  removed  from  the  assist- 
ant barrister  without  either  asking  or  ob- 
taining the  consent  of  the  commission- 
ers. In  this  Bill,  therefore,  all  the  checks 
and  safeguards  placed  upon  the  boards  of 
guardians  by  the  existing  law  were  done 
away  with.  And  when  a  judgment  was 
once  obtained  for  arrears  of  poor-rate,  it 
took  priority  of  every  other  charge  on  the 
estate  in  question,  except  an  obligation  or 
debt  due  to  the  Crown.  These  clauses 
were  objectionable  upon  every  principle  of 
justice ;  they  were  altogether  unexampled 
by  the  state  of  the  law  in  England ;  and 
if  they  were  adopted  he  was  convinced 
they  would  raise  up  unprecedented  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  the  collection  of  the 
poor-rates  in  Ireland,  where,  notwithstand- 
ing the  unparalleled  distress  that  had 
afflicted  the  country,  the  poor-rates  had 
been  levied  on  the  whole  as  well  as  they 
had  been  levied  in  any  country.  On  these 
grounds  he  should  move—**  To  insist  on 
one  of  the  Amendments  made  by  this 
Uouso  to  the  said  Bill." 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  in  answer 
to  his  noble  Friend,  he  would  confine  him- 
self to  the  Amendments  on  which  his  noble 
Friend  meant  to  insist.  If  he  understood 
his  noble  Friend  rightly,  he  objected  to 
two  points :  first,  that  there  should  be  a 
power  of  bringing  any  action  whatever  for 
rates  in  the  superior  courts;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  decrees  of  the  assistant  barrister 
should  be  enforced  by  the  superior  courts 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Bill  before 
their  Lordships  had  made  their  Amend- 
ments upon  it.  He  would  confine  his  ex- 
planation to  these  two  points,  and  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  induce  their  Lordships  to 
agree  to  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  He  would 
show  that  the  Bill,  so  far  from  extending, 
limited  liability.  A  great  hardship  had 
formoHy  existed,  the  landlord  being  inde- 
finitely liable  for  rates  in  arrear  when  he 
might  not  have  been  in  possession,  and 
might  not  have  been  in  receipt  of  any  rent. 
Subsequently  this  liability  had  been  limited 
to  two  years,  and  this  principle  was  recog- 
nised by  the  28th  Clause  of  this  Bill. 
2^one  of  the  other  enactments  extended  the 


liability  of  the  landlord,  for  where  the  an- 
nual value  was  under  4Z.,  he  was  primarily 
liable;  and  in  cases  where  the  amount 
was  large,  the  remedy  by  civil-bill  procesB 
was  the  best  that  could  be  applieidy  and 
was  in  reality  mercy  to  the  parties  con- 
cerned.    The  general  jurisdiction  of  the 
assistant  barrister  being  confined  to  aums 
of  20{.,  it  was  necessary  that  the  oommis- 
sioners  should   have  authority  to  direct 
actions  in  the  superior  courts,  where  the 
sum  to  be  recoverod  was  large,  and  where 
nice  legal  questions  were  involved*     In  a 
recent  case  (Dr.  Bonner ^s),  where  an  action 
was  brought  for  arrears  of  rates,  the  de- 
fendant pleaded  that  the  rate  was  claimed 
under  an  Act  which  the  Legislature  had  no 
right  to  pass,  because  it  was  eontrarj  to 
the  articles  of  the  legislative  Union.   Bnoh 
questions  as  those  could  not  convenientlj 
be  entertained  in  the  assistant  barristers' 
courts;  and  though  an  appeal  lay  from  their 
decisions,  it  was  to  the  next  assises,  and 
in  the  meantime  what  became  of  the  poor  ? 
On  these  grounds,  the  propriety  of  giving 
a  right  of  action  in  the  superior  courts 
could  not  be  doubted.     It  had  always  heeoi 
considered  that  poor-rates  doe  formed  the 
first  claim  on  the  land.     Such  was  the  law 
at  present;  the  Masters  in  Chaaeerj  in 
Dublin  had  unanimously  promulgated  a 
rule  requiring  the  receivers  of  rents  to  pay 
all  the  rates  due  without  any  rule  or  o^er 
to  that  effect.     Previous  to  this,  it  had 
been  customary  to  apply  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  an  order  in  each  particular  ease; 
but,  by  the  rule  above  noticed,  the  guar- 
dians had  the  power  of  making  the  rates 
due  the  first  claim  on  the  land.     It  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill  to  enable  them  to 
commence  actions,  and  thes  become  i^dft^ 
ment  creditors;  but  then  they  would  otSj 
come  in  with  other  judgment  creditors. 
What  injustice  was  there  in  this?     The 
law  was  the  same  in  England,  with  regard 
to  judgment  debts;  and  in  Scotland  it  was 
enforced  with  greater  rigour.     There  was 
no  injustice    in  allowing    actions   to   be 
brought,  nor  in  the  means  given  of  enforc- 
ing the  judgments  in  the  absence  of  perw 
sonal  property. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  dissented 
from  both  these  propositions.  They  were 
not  discussing  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  but  con* 
sidering  whether  the  particular  clauses  be- 
fore them  had  the  effect  of  mitigating  or 
increasing  the  severity  of  the  law.  The 
partial  limitation  of  the  landlords'*  liability 
to  two  years  was  not  due  to  the  Oovem- 
ment,  but  was  given  by  a  Bill  hdrodaeei 
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m  the  other  House  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.     At  present,  the  con- 
sent of  the  commissioners  was  necessary 
to  registering  a  decree  of   the  assistant 
barrister  in  the  superior  courts;  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  this  authority  had  been  much 
abused;  but  the  present  Bill  rendered  such 
permission  wholly  unnecessary,  though  it 
was  said  to  be  a  power  that  ought  to  be 
exercised  with  great  caution.     The  noble 
Lord  paid  a  poor  compliment  to  the  assist- 
ant barristers  of  Ireland,  in  supposing  they 
were  such  egregious  blockheads  as  to  be 
puzzled  by  a  plea  of  the  nature  he  had 
described;    but  if  this  was   so»  it  was  a 
strong  argument  against  giying  them  the 
additional   powers   contained  in  this  Bill. 
Not  only  was  full  power  given  to  the  as- 
sistant barrister,  but  the  appeal  was  taken 
away,  and  a  decree,  or  a  dozen  decrees, 
might  be  registered  immediately  on  their 
being  passed.     The  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site had  himself  admitted  that  these  clauses 
might  make  one  man  liable  for  the  debts 
of  another;  a  stronger  testimony  could  not 
be  borne  to  their  injustice.     Not  only  was 
the  personal  property,  but  the  land,  made 
liable — not  alone  for  a  debt  contracted  by  a 
man's  predecessor,  but  by  his  predecessor's 
tenant,  whom  his  predecessor  had  no  power 
to  eject.     He  did  not  deny  that  the  poor- 
rates  were  a  primary  charge  on  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  land;  but  to  make  the  land 
itself,   despite  of  all  entails   or  charges, 
liable  for  arrears  of  rates,  was  a  principle 
wholly  irreconcilable  to  English  ideas   of 
justice,  and  wholly  unknown  to  the  Eng- 
lish law.     No  single  witness  had   stated 
this  power  to  be  necessary  for  collecting 
the  rates;  and  its  effect  would  be  to  check 
the  improvement  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  to 
prevent  the  investment  of  fresh  capital. 
Let  the  House  beware  of  imposing  any 
unnecessary  burden  on  the  land  of  Ireland, 
or  sanctioning  the  principle  of  making  one 
man  liable  for  the  debts  of  another. 

Earl  GREY  said,  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
made  no  change  whatever  in  the  landlord's 
liability,  except  in  his  favour. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Yes,  it  does. 

Earl  GREY  said,  the  landlord  was  lia- 
ble now  for  more  than  he  would  be  liable 
for  under  this  Bill. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Bui  it  extends  the 
liability  to  the  land  itself. 

Earl  GREY  observed  that  whatever 
changes  with  respect  to  liability  this  Bill 
introduced,  were  in  the  landlord's  favour. 
It  was  a  great  security  to  the  landlord  that 


the  arrears  of  rates  should  be  limited  to 
two  years.  It  was  of  infinite  importance, 
also,  that  the  means  of  recovery  should  be 
as  simple,  cheap,  and  stringent  as  possible. 
To  make  those  means  stringent,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  come  upon  the  land  if 
there  was  nothing  else  to  distrain  upon. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  was  under, 
stood  to  contend  that  the  cases  in  which 
application  could  be  at  present  made  to 
the  superior  courts,  were  entirely  different' 
from  the  cases  contemplated  by  the  clause 
of  his  noble  Friend.  He  denied  the  ana- 
logy sought  to  be  drawn  between  both 
cases,  but  at  the  same  time  he  could  not 
vote  with  his  noble  Friend,  as  the  passing 
of  the  measure  would  thus  be  endangered. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  felt  in 
rather  an  awkward  predicament  after  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down.  He  felt  coerced  by  his  noble 
Friend's  argument  to  vote  one  way,  while 
his  noble  Friend  was  himself  going  to  vote 
the  other  way. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  on  the  cross 
bench  (Lord  Whamcliffe),  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  better  than  the  clause  sent  up 
by  the  House  of  Commons;  but  that  was 
not  the  question  to  be  decided.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
to  suppose  that  the  Commons  would  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend.  The  . 
Commons  had  the  question  fully  before 
them — had  acted  in  a  conciliatory  spirit  to- 
wards their  Lordships,  having  waived  the 
undoubted  privileges  of  their  House,  and 
adopted  Amendments  made  by  their  Lord- 
ships which  he,  for  one,  never  thought  they 
would  have  agreed  to.  Therefore,  viewing 
the  matter  in  the  light  of  a  compromise, 
he  could  not  consent  to  the  loss  of  the  mea- 
sure by  voting  with  his  noble  Friend. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  fact  alluded  to  by  his  noble 
Friend,  of  the  House  of  Commons  having 
yielded  their  privileges,  it  was  clear  that 
their  Lordships  could  not  interfere  in  any 
questions  of  local  taxation  unless  these 
privileges  were  waived,  and  therefore  the 
concession  to  which  his  noble  Friend  al- 
luded was  a  matter  of  absolute  necessity. 
He  should  feel  bound,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  press  for  a  division. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said,r 
as  there  were  many  noble  Lords  present  on 
the  benches  opposite  who  had  not  heard 
the  commencement  of  the  debate,  it  was 
right  to  repeat  to  them  that  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  being  carried  would  be 
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fatal  to  the  Bill.  Many  of  the  other 
clauses  were  considered  valuable  by  both 
Houses.  The  House  of  Commons  had  made 
great  concessions,  and  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood  had  received  the  support  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  of  Members  of  all  parties  in 
the  House.  It  had  come  back  to  their 
Lordships  with  hardly  any  opposition;  and 
if  the  Bill  were  now  thrown  out,  it  would 
be  by  an  opposition  on  the  part  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  not  to  any  particular 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  to  a 
considerable  majority  of  all  the  Members 
attending  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 
Whether  this  were  a  wise  course  to  pursue 
at  the  present  time,  or  whether  it  would 
tend  to  induce  the  House  of  Commons  to 
waive  their  privileges  in  future,  was  a 
matter  for  their  Lordships  to  decide.  He 
would  only  remind  them,  in  addition,  that 
by  leaving  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood, 
they  would  leave  both  the  landowner 
and  the  land  liable  to  worse  consequences 
than  any  that  were  apprehended  from  the 
Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  was  not  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  Bill  would  be  rejected.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  could 
not  speak  for  the  House  of  Commons,  though 
he  could  speak  for  the  Government,  and 
he  ought  not  therefore  to  have  thrown  out 
as  a  threat  a  probable  course  of  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  the  other  House. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  did  not  use  the  intimation  he  had  thrown 
out  as  a  threat,  but  he  spoke  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  difficulty  of  inducing  the 
House  of  Commons  to  alter  their  recent 
decision.  He  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  not  of  the  Government, 
when  he  said  that  the  Members  who  had 
been  induced  unwillingly  and  against  their 
opinions  to  accede  to  some  of  the  Amend- 
ments, in  order  that  the  Bill  might  pass 
into  a  law,  would,  there  could  be  no  reason 
to  doubt,  revert  to  their  own  opinions  if 
the  Bill  did  not  pass  as  it  now  stood. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  begged  to  explain 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  charge  of  using  the 
word  **  threat"  invidiously. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  great 
weight  was  to  be  attached  to  the  observa> 
tions  of  his  noble  Friend,  speaking  either 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  or  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  and,  therefore,  while 
he  protested  against  the  clause  as  it  now 
Stood,  he  could  not  reconcile  it  to  his  con- 


science to  reject  the  Bill  altogether,  seeing 
that  it  contained  such  clauses  as  the  limi- 
tation of  the  liability  to  two  years,  and  the 
arrangement  by  which  more  than  half  the 
poor-rate  can  never  be  deducted  by  the 
tenant,  and  also  the  Amendment  with  re- 
gard to  valuation  for  improvements. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  he  also 
should  regret  much  to  see  the  measure  al- 
together fail  in  consequence  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  being  persevered 
in.  He  would,  therefore,  strongly  recom- 
mend his  noble  Friend  not  to  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  under  those  cir- 
cumstances yielded;  but  in  doing  so,  beg- 
ged to  notice  how  inconvenient  it  would  be 
if  such  a  practice  were  to  be  frequent. 
He  thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  do 
what  they  deemed  right,  and  leave  others 
to  act  as  they  pleased.  He  looked  upon 
this  measure  as  the  accomplishment  of  a 
system  of  legislation  against  which  they 
had  often  been  warned — a  system  which 
had  cost  this  country  millions,  and  which' 
had  done  more  to  injure  Ireland  within  the 
last  few  years  than  the  fifty  years*  previous 
legislation  had  benefited  her.  Those  who 
had  considered  Mr.  Labouchere's  measures 
— the  relief  system  and  the  present  system 
of  poor-laws — would  consider  this  Act  as 
one  inoperative  for  good,  but  prominently 
effective  for  mischief.  He  was  happy  to 
say,  that  in  making  the  proposition  he 
had,  he  was  justified  by  the  support  of 
every  Irish  representative  Peer  not  con- 
nected with  the  Government,  which  had 
been  accorded  to  him  when  he  first  moved 
the  Amendment.  After  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  however,  he  should 
not  feel  justifiea  in  pressing  for  a  division, 
and  under  the  circumstances,  and  with  this 
explanation,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negaHoe- 

The  other  Amendments  made  by  the 
Commons  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  31,  1849. 

MiNDTKS.]  PKTrrroNS  Prkskntbd.  By  Lord  Mooteagle, 
fh>m  Marylebone,  that  Measures  may  be  taken  to  Reoof- 
nise  the  Independence  of  Hungary. — By  Lord  Brougfaam, 
ttom  Rochester  and  Chatham,  that  a  Demand  may  be 
made  on  the  Brasllian  and  Spanish  Governments  for  the 
Liberation  of  all  Slaves. — From  the  Dublin  Traders  Pro- 
tective Society,  against  the  Attachments,  Courts  of  Reooivl 
(Ireland)  Bill. 
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to  him  than  trespassing  for  any  time  upon 
ther  Lordships*  attention,  more  especially 
upon  a  suhject  personal  to  himself.  Cir- 
cumstances, howe?cr,  might  arise  which 
would  make  it  incumbent  upon  any  Mem- 
ber of  their  Lordships'  House  to  take  the 
opportunity  afforded  by  his  privilege  in  the 
House  to  remove  any  wrong  impressions 
which  might  have  arisen  in  the  public  mind 
from  circumstances  which  had  occurred 
elsewhere.  He  had  been  most  anxious, 
after  the  events  which  had  recently  taken 
place  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  to  appear 
among  their  Lordships,  and  should  have 
done  so  before,  had  he  not  been  detained 
in  Ireland  until  Friday  last  by  severe  in- 
disposition, which  prevented  his  leaving 
home.  The  circumstances  to  which  he 
would  briefly  refer,  and  which  were  no 
doubt  present  to  the  minds  of  their  Lord- 
ships, took  place  in  the  north  of  Ireland, 
on  the  12th  of  July  of  the  present  year. 
Upon  that  day  there  occurred  an  unhappy 
collision  between  two  parties  in  that  coun- 
try, and  in  his  own  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, and  which,  in  spite  of  any  contradic- 
tion, he  would  maintain  that  he  had  endea- 
voured to  do  all  he  could  to  prevent;  and 
ho  would  further  maintain  that  there  was 
no  individual  in  that  country,  or  in  any 
part  of  the  kingdom,  who  more  sincerely 
lamented  the  occurrence  than  himself.  Ob- 
servations had,  however,  been  made  else- 
where, of  which  he  thought  he  had  just 
reason  to  complain,  inasmuch  as  they  had 
referred  personally  to  himself,  and  had 
tended  to  place  him  in  a  light  in  which  he 
should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to  remain,  es- 
pecially in  the  minds  of  their  Lordships, 
whose  opinions  he  so  highly  esteemed. 
With  reference  to  these  circumstances  he 
found  in  one  of  the  public  papers  (the 
Morning  Chronicle),  that  it  was  reported 
to  have  been  stated  within  the  walls  of 
Parliament,  that  with  respect  to  those  un- 
happy deaths  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
county  of  Down,  that  he  **  Lord  Roden 
was  the  author  of  them."  The  report 
further  stated : — 


TUE  THANKS   OF  THE   HOUSE  TO  THE 
ARMY  IN  INDIA. 

The  LORD  SPEAKER  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  re- 
ceived the  following  Letter  from  the  Earl 
of  Dalhousie,  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of 
this  House  communicated  to  him  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  obedience  to  an  Order 
of  this  House  of  the  24th  of  April  last : — 
"  Simla,  14th  June,  1849. 

**  My  Lord — I  have  had  the  Honour  of  receiv- 
ing Your  Lordship's  Letter  of  25th  April,  inclo- 
sing the  Resolutions  which  on  the  preceding  Daj 
had  been  adopted  by  the  House  of  Lords. 

'*  In  obedience  to  their  Lordships'  Request,  I 
have  communicated  those  Resolutions  to  General 
Lord  Gough,  G.C.B.,  and  to  the  several  Officers 
referred  to  therein. 

**  On  my  own  Part,  I  beg  Permission  to  express 
the  Gratitude  and  Pride  with  which  I  have  re- 
ceived this  distinguished  Mark  of  their  Lordships' 
Approbation. — 1  have  the  Honour  to  be,  My 
Lord,  Your  Lordship's  Obedient  and  fvithfiil  Ser- 
vant, *<  Dalhousix. 

"  The  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  ChanceUor,  Ac." 

The  same  being  read,  was  Ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  on  the 
Journals. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  inquired  whether 
in  the  case  of  schools  connected  with  the 
British  and  Foreign  School  Society,  the 
Weslejan  Methodists,  and  the  Free  Kirk 
of  Scotland,  the  conditions  which  had  been 
agreed  on  between  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  and  certain  bodies  repre- 
senting those  religious  communities,  would 
bo  equally  compulsory  with  those  which 
had  been  imposed  on  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  re- 
plied that  what  were  called  the  '*  Man- 
agement Clauses*'  adopted  and  enforced 
by  the  Committee  of  Education,  were  en- 
forced alike  with  respect  to  schools  in  con- 
nexion with  all  classes  of  Dissenters  equally 
with  those  in  connexion  with  the  Church 
of  England.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  a 
perfect  understanding  existed  between  the 
Committee  of  .Education  and  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  various  dissenting  bo- 
dies on  this  subject. 

THE  COLLISION  AT  DOLLY'S  BRAE 
(IRELAND). 

The  Earl  of  RODEN  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  making  some  explanation  with  re- 
spect to  certain  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  him,  in  respect  of  his  con- 
duct in  connexion  with  the  recent  collision 
in  the  north  of  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl 
stated  that  nothing  could  be  more  irksome 


"  What  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  That  Lord 
Roden,  the  late  Grand  Master  of  the  Orangemen 
of  that  province,  invited  1,600  men  to  enter  his 
domain  on  the  12th  July,  armed  to  the  teeth, 
dressed  in  all  the  gaudy  colours  which  Orangemen 
wore  upon  their  bloody  anniTcrsary  ;  that  he  pre* 
pared  a  banquet  for  them  ;  that  he  appeared 
among  them  in  the  dress  of  an  Orangeman  ;  that 
he  read  extracts  from  the  Holy  Bible  to  them ; 
that  he  regaled  them  with  beer,  porter,  and  whisky; 
and,  after  all  that  had  occurred,  that  they  were  to 
go  to  a  place  called  Dolly  Vbrae,  choosing  a  circu- 
itous route,  and  a  bad  road,  because  the  immediate 
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district  about  Dolly 's-brae  was  notoriously  inha- 
bited by  Roman  Catholics ;  that,  not  satisfied  with 
spending  the  day  in  triumph,  with  shouts  and 
songs  and  toasts  of  Boyne  Water,  when  they  be- 
came inebriated  they  determined  to  go  to  the  yery 
houses  of  their  neighbours  to  insult  them." 
It  was  also  reported  to  have  been  said  that 
he  attended  and  presided  over  the  arrange- 
ments, that  he  purchased  thirty  barrels  of 
ale  for  the  occasion,  and  that  at  the  con- 
elusion  of  a  rambling  speech,  he  recom- 
mended them  to  retire  peaceably,  but  if 
insulted  to  oppose  force  by  force.  He  was 
anxious,  in  order  to  remove  these  charges, 
to  state  as  briefly  as  he  could  what  were 
the  real  facts  of  the  case  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  end  of  the  transaction,  leaving 
their  Lordships  and  the  country  to  deter- 
mine whether  such  charges  were  fairly 
made  or  not.  He  would  not  retort  by  any 
severe  remarks  upon  those  individuals  who 
had  brought  forward  such  charges  against 
him;  he  felt  convinced  that  if  there  existed 
in  their  minds  a  spark  of  generosity,  they 
must  feel,  now  that  they  knew  the  real 
facts  of  the  case,  much  to  regret.  During 
the  year  1845  the  Processions  Act  expired 
in  Ireland.  The  people  of  Ireland  were 
extremely  attached  to  these  processions, 
and  the  great  mass  of  the  humbler  classes 
in  Ireland  had  been  with  difficulty  restrain- 
ed from  them  even  when  the  Act  was  in 
existence.  He  would  also  remind  their 
Lordships,  that  in  1848  the  spirit  of  re- 
bellion was  very  widely  spread  through  the 
southern  and  western  portions  of  the  king- 
dom, and  great  exertions  were  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  which 
were  happily  successful,  to  put  down  that 
rebellion.  The  great  cry  of  those  who 
were  engaged  in  this  rebellion  was — '*  The 
Repeal  of  the  Union" — this  was  the  great 
'*  Shibboleth"  of  the  party.  It  was 
strongly  felt  by  the  loyal  people  of  Ire- 
land, that  there  was  a  very  large  mass, 
not  only  of  the  higher  but  of  the  humbler 
classes  of  society,  who  were  opposed  to  this 
cry,  and  who  were  anxious  to  put  down  the 
rebellion.  In  order  to  allow  that  feeling 
to  be  made  known,  arrangements  were 
made  for  these  parties  meeting  together 
upon  the  12th  of  July,  1848.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  did  not  discourage  that 
meeting,  as  he  felt  it  was  important  that 
they  should  show  to  the  country  that  there 
were  large  masses  of  loyal  men  who  were 
opposed  to  '*  Repeal,"  and  who  were 
anxious  to  stand  by  the  Government  in 
the  support  of  the  Queen,  and  in  defence 
of  the  liberties    of    the    country.      The 


tenor  of  the  speeches  made  in  Concilia- 
tion-hall was  to  the  effect  that  no  exer- 
tions should  be  spared  to  gain  over  the 
Orangemen  to  their  ranks,  and  that  if 
they  could  only  succeed  in  their  efforts, 
they  would  be  able  to  carry  repeal  in  spitQ 
of  the  40,000  troops  which  the  Govera- 
ment  might  send  over  to  the  country.  Tbo 
great  numbers  of  men  who  assembled  last 
year  showed  very  clearly  that  any  such 
attempt  to  win  over  the  Orangemen  would 
be  vain  and  fruitless.  About  a  fortnigbt 
before  the  12th  of  July  of  the  present 
year,  he  was  waited  upon  by  a  gentleman 
who  was  the  great  leader  ^  the  Orange- 
men in  that  part  of  the  country  in  whieh 
he  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  resided,  who  in- 
formed him  the  Orangemen  were  desirous 
of  paying  him  a  visit  upon  the  12th  of 
July,  in  order  to  testify  their  affectioQ  and 
attachment  to  him  personally.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Roden)  informed  him  that  the  Tisit 
would  be  unsatisfactory  to  him  at  his  tben 
advanced  period  of  life  and  his  infirm  state 
of  health ;  that  those  things  which  he 
once  entered  into,  and  which  he  once  en- 
joyed, he  did  not  then  enioy;  and  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  if  they 
would  not  carry  their  design  of  Tisiting 
him  into  execution  :  he  also  stated,  that  in 
consequence  of  one  of  the  members  of  his 
family  being  in  a  very  delicate  state  of 
health,  the  noise  of  such  an  asscmblT  con- 
gregated together  would,  in  all  probaDilitj» 
be  attended  with  injurious  effects.  The 
answer  which  he  received  to  those  obserra- 
tions  was,  that  if  the  Orangemen  were 
disappointed  in  their  expectations  of  risit- 
ing  him  at  his  house,  they  would  go  to  a 
field  near  it.  Upon  this  he  (the  Eaii  of 
Roden)  stated  that  he  would  take  a  couple 
of  days  to  consider  his  decision.  At  &e 
expiration  of  that  period,  he  stated  that 
he  felt  a  pride  in  thinking  that  so  many  of 
his  fellow-countrymen  in  the  humbler  class 
of  life  were  anxious,  at  great  inconveni- 
ence to  themselves,  to  manifest  suck  a 
feeling  of  attachment  towards  him ;  that 
he  would  not  invite  them  ;  that  he  thought 
they  would  be  much  safer  within  the  gates 
of  his  park  than  in  Gastlewellan ;  and  that 
all  he  could  say  upon  the  subject  was,  that 
upon  the  12th  of  July  he  would  not  shut 
his  gates  to  any  loyal  men  who  might  wish 
to  enter.  Upon  their  arrival  at  his  gates* 
to  the  number  of  about  2,000,  exclusive  of 
women  and  children,  ho  went  out  to  meet 
thom,  and  when  opposite  his  own  door,  he 
had  the  opportunity  of  acknowledging  their 
kindness  for  the  proof  they  had  given  him 
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of  their  attachment;  and  the  whole  assem- 
hlj,  at  hid  request,  passed  hj  his  house  in 
80  orderly  and  quiet  a  manner  that  no  dis« 
turbance  arose  to  the  member  of  his  family 
then  confined  in  the  sick  chamber.  Among 
the  number  of  persons  who  were  present, 
he  could  not  but  confess  that  he  saw  some 
of  them  armed  ;  he  sincerely  regretted  it, 
but  until  they  came  up  to  his  door  he  did 
not  know  that  any  one  of  them  was  armed; 
but  he  certainly  was  not  aware  that  the 
fact  of  their  carrying  arms  made  them  an 
illegal  assemblage.  He  thought  that  it 
could  not  be  an  iUegal  assemblage,  be* 
cause  upon  the  12th  of  July  in  the  last 
year  to  which  he  had  referred,  when  so 
many  persons  assembled  together  to  sup- 
port and  uphold  the  legislative  Union,  and 
upon  the  17th  of  March,  when  the  pro- 
cession of  the  Ribbonmen  took  place,  upon 
both  of  which  occasions  great  numbers  of 
the  parties  were  armed,  and  when,  in  fact, 
they  fired  a  Tolley  oTcr  his  gate,  no  inter- 
ference whateyer  took  place  on  the  part  of 
the  GoTemment.  With  respect  to  the 
statement  of  the  people  being  *'  armed  to 
the  teeth,''  all  he  could  say  was,  that  out 
of  the  two  thousand  and  upwards  who  were 
present,  he  did  not  see  more  than  three 
hundred  or  four  hundred  with  arms  in  their 
hands.  Those  persons  who  had  arms 
came  from  that  part  of  the  country  where 
they  expected  to  be  attacked  ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  amongst  all  the  assemblages  of 
Orangemen  in  Ireland  on  that  day,  there 
was  no  instance  of  arms  being  carried,  so 
far  as  he  could  collect  from  the  informa- 
tion he  had  received.  The  procession 
passed  by  his  door,  and  went  to  a  field  at 
the  end  of  the  park.  Whatever  difficul- 
ties they  might  encounter— -whatever  dan- 
gers they  might  incur — he  felt  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  gentry  of  the  country,  holding 
the  same  opinions,  to  go  with  them,  m  or- 
der to  preserve  them  from  committing  any 
acts  of  indiscretion.  There  was  a  plat- 
form erected,  from  which  some  gentlemen 
were  anxious  to  address  the  people,  and  he 
was  most  anxious  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  speaking  with  the  people,  whose  prin- 
ciples be  held  out  as  his  own,  on  that 
occasion.  It  was  said  they  were  feasted 
and  furnished  by  Lord  Roden  with  beer 
and  porter,  and  made  inebriate,  in  order  to 
render  them  more  fit  for  the  work  of 
fury.  Now  the  circumstances  with  respect 
to  that  were  as  follow : — On  the  day  but 
one  before,  he  had  his  annual  dinner  for 
the  school  children,  which  they  had  every 
year,  and  450  children  sat  down  to  table. 


He  had  always  been  in  the  habit  of  pur-^ 
chasing  for  that  dinner  a  certain  quantity 
of  small  beer  ;  and  knowing  those  persons 
came  from  a  great  distance,  he  ordered  si:^ 
barrels  more  of  small  beer  for  any  of  thosa 
who  might  have  brought  their  families. 
That  was  the  exact  state  of  the  case.  It 
was  said  that  he  had  made  a  rambling 
speech,  recommending  them  to  return  by 
Dolly's-brae,  and  if  they  were  opposed,  tQ 
oppose  force  to  force.  And  now  he  would 
read  what  he  really  said,  and  which  was 
taken  down  by  a  person  at  the  time  : — 

'*  My  dear  Brethreift-<-I  am  anzioms  to  express 
liow  gratefiil  I  feel  for  the  spontaneous  and  im« 
solicited  visit  this  day,  on  the  oocasion  of  our 
glorious  anniversary.  I  feel  that  this  ia  the  most 
gratifying  mark  of  your  affection  and  attach- 
ment which  you  could  have  bestowed  upon  me 
and  my  femily.  The  thousands  of  loyal  men 
that  I  see  around  me — the  waving  banners  of 
fifty  lodges — the  dense  multitude,  too  great  for 
any  voice  to  reach — the  magnificent  scenery  by 
whieh  we  are  surrounded — the  mountains  oi 
Mome  echoing  to  your  shouts — Slieve  Donard, 
the  mistress  of  them  all,  looking  down  upon  our 
proceedings — the  waters  of  the  Shimna  flowing 
beneath  us,  carrying  the  testimony  of  your 
loyalty  to  the  ocean  before  us,  makes  it  a  glorious 
sight — one  in  which  I  wish  every  loyal  man  could 
have  joined  us  to-day — one  which  I  would  delight 
in  thinking  that  even  those  opposed  t^  us  wer» 
here  to  witness.  But,  much  as  I  thank  you  fer 
this  visit,  I  feel  the  honour  was  not  so  much  in- 
tended to  me  personally  as  to  those  Protestant 
principles  which  I  hold,  and  which  I  have  endea- 
voured to  maintain  for  a  period  of  thirty  years' 
residenee  amongst  you.  I  have  learnt,  and  am 
convinced,  that  it  is  true  Protestant  principles, 
held  up  and  maintained  in  this  land,  that  can 
alone  prove  a  guarantee  for  the  liberties  of  all 
classes  and  denominations  of  the  people ;  it  is 
the  right  of  private  judgment  in  the  study  of  God's 
holy  word  which  is  the  chief  blessing  of  any  nation 
which  avails  itself  of  it.  It  is  for  this  principle 
Orangemen  contend,  and  which,  I  trust,  they  will 
never  cease  to  assert,  acting  under  the  teachings 
of  God's  word,  which  enjoins  forbearance  and  love 
to  all.  I  trust  you  will  ever  show  to  those  whe 
disapprove  of  your  organisation  that  you  are  not  a 
faction  driven  by  party  violence  to  commit  unlaw- 
ful acts  ;  that  you  do  not  desire  to  infringe  on  the 
liberties  and  happiness  of  others ;  but  that  you 
wish  to  see  all  denominations  of  your  fellow-sub- 
jecta  enjoying  the  blessings  which  you  seek  for 
yourselves.  It  is  a  great  pleasure  to  communi- 
cate to  you  on  the  present  occasion  the  probable 
arrival  of  our  Gracious  Queen  and  Her  Royal 
Consort  in  thU  country.  Oh,  that  we  could  see 
her  feiry  bark  now  approaehing  that  shore — that 
we  oould  see  her  landing  on  that  beach — ^how 
these  woods  would  resound  with  the  shouts  of 
your  thousand,  ten  thousand  welcomes — how  her 
eyes  would  sparkle  at  such  a  sight  now  before  me, 
in  the  assembling  of  that  multitude  of  loyal  men, 
ready  to  lay  down  their  lives  in  the  defence  of  her 
Crown  and  her  rights !  [great  cheering  and  shout- 
ing.] We  have  had  much  to  complain  of  fi*om  the 
various  parties  who  have  ruled  the  country  for 
the  last  twenty  years.  '  The  rowers  have  brought 
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us  into  deep  water'— we  liave  seen  h«avy  blows  i  stances  a  transaction,  which  had  led  to  BO 
and  great  discouragement  given  to  Protestantism  ;  '■  unfortunate  a  result,  had  originated.  All 
but  still  maintain  your  loyalty—you  will  never  |  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  obserre  was,  that  it  muBt  bo 
forget,  I  trust,  that  your  motto  is  unchanged — 
*  Semper  Endcm;*  involving  the  pre8er\'ation  of 
our  rights,  the  promotion  of  peace,  and  the  wel- 
fiire  of  all  denominations  of  our  fellow-subjects.  I 
trust  you  will  rather  take  evil  than  provoke  it ; 
that  nothing  will  induce  you,  in  returning  to  your 
homes  to-day,  to  resent  even  any  insult  you  may 
receive.  May  God  bless  you  and  uphold  you, 
keeping  you  firm  in  your  principles,  determined 
to  support  the  laws  of  the  country,  and  enabling 
you  by  *  well-doing  to  put  to  silence  the  ignorance 
of  foolish  men.*  I  shall  now  conclude,  asking  you, 
before  you  go,  to  join  mo  in  three  hearty  cheers 
for  her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  and  her  Royal 
Consort,  and  may  they  have  a  speedy  voyage  and 
happy  arrival  on  our  shores." 
Those  were  the  words  he  had  made  use  of 
on  the  occasion,  so  far  as  he  could  remem- 
ber; and  was  there  a  word  in  that  to  the 
effect  that  they  were  to  return  through 
Dolly's-brae,  and  not  molest  any  one;  but 
if  they  were  opposed,  to  oppose  force  to 
force  ?  lie  believed  he  had  now  trespassed 
ou  their  Lordships'  attention  much  longer 
than  he  would  desire.  He  would  go  fur- 
ther, but  he  merely  wished  to  confine  him- 
self on  the  present  occasion  to  his  own  per- 
sonal connexion  with  the  affair.  That  was 
his  advice  to  the  people  he  loved,  and  with 
whom  he  had  lived  for  so  many  years;  an 
advice  which  they  followed  up  to  the  period 
of  the  unfortunate  attack  that  had  caused 
such  a  melancholy  result.  lie  now  trusted 
that  he  had  satisfied  every  fair  and  reason- 
able man,  that  he  was  not  liable  to  the 
charges  that  had  been  made  against  him. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl,  after  the  statement 
he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  in  re- 
ference to  a  matter  affecting  his  character, 
would  consider  it  a  wise  forbearance  if  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  did  not  state 
anything  himself  with  reference  to  tbe 
noble  Earl's  statement,  and  if  he  desired 
to  be  understood  as  neither  assenting  to 
nor  dissenting  from  any  part  of  that  state- 
ment, which  referred  to  a  transaction  which 
all  must  deplore,  and  which  he  was  glad  to 
hear  the  noble  Earl,  in  common  with  every 
one  else,  lamented.  That  transaction  had 
led  to  an  amount  of  irritation  not  easy  to 
describe,  to  a  loss  of  property  and  life,  and 
to  a  deep  injury  to  the  feelings  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  population.  It  had  there- 
fore been  made  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and 
it  was  not  for  him  to  anticipate  what  would 
he  the  result  of  that  inquiry;  hut,  whatever 
it  might  ho,  it  wouUl  ho  made  known,  and 
their  Lordships  and  the  public  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  judging  in  what  circum- 


a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  see  a  state  of 
society  in  which,  from  no  other  motive  and 
with  no  other  provocation  than  the  recur- 
rence of  certain  days,  proceedings  should 
take  place  calculated  to  irritate  the  feel- 
ings of  the  population,  and  to  lead  to  a 
loss  of  life,  and  that  unexcused  by  any  pro- 
ceding  acts  of  a  nature  to  excite  the  pas* 
sions.  If  there  were  no  prospect  of  the 
cessation  of  such  transactions,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Legislature  to  interpose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  them;  but  in  the  ab« 
sence  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  for  that 
object,  it  was  quite  clear,  by  the  common 
law  of  the  land,  and  aecoiding  to  ihe  moat 
eminent  authorities  in  the  law  who  had 
been  consulted  on  the  subject,  that  the 
bringing  into  movement  multitudea,  armed 
as  it  appeared  in  this  instance — but,  e^ea 
when  unarmed,  in  a  mode  calculated  to  ex- 
cite public  disturbance — was  in  itself  illegal, 
and  might  be,  and  ought  to  be,  prosecuted 
by  the  Government,  by  the  magistrates, 
and  by  all  well-wishers  to  the  peace  id  the 
community,  so  that  the  offenders,  for  of- 
fenders they  were,  might  be  brought  to 
justice  for  endangering  that  peace,  which 
(far  from  there  being  anything  in  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  Ireland  justifying  anj 
disturbances  of  it)  there  were,  on  the  con- 
trary, circumstances  in  the  state  of  Ireland 
inculcating  peculiar  caution  on  every  ra- 
tional, loyal,  and  well-disposed  snhjeet  of 
Her  Majesty  to  preserve.  Therefore  the 
Government  trusted,  that,  through  the  con- 
templated inquiry,  justice  would  he  done; 
and  that,  if  necessary,  the  Legislature 
would  interfere  to  put  an  end  to  such  pro- 
ceedings as  those  which  had  been  alluded 
to;  bearing  in  mind  at  the  same  time  that 
they  were  contrary  to  law. 

PROGRESS  OF  BILLS  THROUGH 
PARLIAMENT. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  considered  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  acted  in  a  fair  and 
judicious  manner  in  abstaining  from  all 
comment  on  the  subject  which  had  heen 
brought  under  their  consideration  hy  the 
noble  Earl  behind  him,  who,  he  thought, 
was  most  forward  in  performing  what  he 
conceived  to  be  his  duty,  and  in  a  manner 
very  satisfactory  indeed.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  having  made  that  observation, 
begged  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  subject  of  which  he  had  giren  notice 
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on  the  previous  evening,  with  respect  to 
the  passage  of  Bills  through  Parliament. 
He  did  not  then  mean  to  propose  any 
plan  to  their  Lordships*  attention  to  what 
he  had  so  often  urged  upon  them^  namely, 
the  absolute  necessity  of  taking  some 
course  for  duly  providing  somebody  by 
whom  Bills  shall  be  prepared,  and  shall  be 
watched  during  their  progress  through 
Parliament.  It  was  part  of  his  plan  that 
there  should  be  a  Board  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  Bills,  and  that  that 
Board  should  have  a  final  inspection  of 
them.  There  was  no  intention  on  his 
part  of  controlling  the  Legislature.  Unless 
the  author  of  a  Bill  saw  what  was  done 
to  it  during  its  progress,  he  could  not  be 
sure  or  certain  that  some  mischief  had  not 
been  done  to  it,  which  might  not  be  dis- 
covered until  after  the  Bill  had  become  law. 
If  he  wanted  an  instance  to  illustrate  the 
course  which  should  be  adopted,  he  could 
take  it  from  the  manner  in  which  private 
Bills  are  prepared.  There  is  a  Chairman 
of  Committees  to  examine  all  private  Bills, 
and  during  all  their  stages  in  that  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  the  same  salu- 
tary revision  was  continued ;  and  were  it 
not  for  that  revision  no  man  could  com- 
prehend the  extent  of  abuse  that  would  be 
committed,  or  the  embarrassment  that 
would  be  created.  This  would  arise  from 
the  passing  of  Acts  deviating  from  the  ge- 
neral law ;  but,  above  all,  from  clauses  in 
the  Acts  themselves  put  in  by  contending 
parties,  each  one  sacrificing  a  little  to  the 
other,  and  the  other  sacrificing  a  little  to 
that  party  in  order  to  obtain  his  consent, 
neither  caring  a  farthing  for  other  parties, 
nor  one  rush  for  the  public,  by  which  a 
vast  mass  of  confusion  in  the  law  might  be 
created,  causing  embarrassment  to  the 
court,  and  difficulty  to  practitioners,  and, 
above  all,  injury  to  the  public;  and  it  was 
frightful  to  contemplate  the  evil  that 
might  be  done  were  it  not  for  the  careful 
superintendence  that  was  practised.  If  that 
were  a  good  system  with  regard  to  private 
Bills,  it  would  also  prove  useful  with  respect 
to  public  Bills.  The  existing  law  was  very 
much  to  be  considered  in  all  the  cases  that 
arose;  and  the  object  of  each  particular 
Act  was  also  to  be  considered,  because  the 
Bills  themselves,  from  the  want  of  super- 
intendence, might  do  much  mischief  that 
tlic  authors  never  intended,  and  might  also 
render  them  totally  inoperative.  If  he 
wanted  an  instance  to  support  his  state- 
ment, he  might  refer  to  what  had  recently 
taken  place  with  respect  to  the  Bankruptcy 


Bill.  He  mentioned  the  case  to  show 
what  grievous  consequences  might  arise 
from  not  attending  to  details,  and  from  the 
originator  of  the  measure  not  being  con- 
sulted during  the  progress  of  the  measure 
through  Parliament.  There  was  also  an- 
other and  recent  case  where  they  had  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  an  Act  for  six 
months,  because  it  was  not  properly  pass- 
ed. Then  there  was  another  measure  that 
came  to  them  from  the  other  House  with- 
out a  division,  having  reference  to  the  Irish 
Chancellor's  Secretary  of  Bankrupts,  to 
which  he  might  also  refer  in  support  of  his 
argument.  Having  made  these  observa- 
tions on  this  subject,  he  would  refer  to  the 
course  that  had  been  taken  during  that 
Session  with  respect  to  voting  by  proxy, 
and  he  would  move  for — 

**  Account  of  the  Instances,  for  the  Ten  Tears 
ending  the  Slst  July,  1849,  in  which,  Proxies 
having  been  called,  the  Result  of  the  Division 
was  such  that  the  Majority  of  the  Peers  present 
was  different  from  the  Majority  of  the  whole 
Votes',  present  and  Proxy ;  distinguishing  the 
Date  of  esLoh  Instance  :   and  also— 

**  An  Account,  for  the  like  Tears,  of  the  Num- 
ber of  Times  in  each  Tear  in  which  Proxies  have 
been  called." 

He  (Lord  Brougham),  however,  begged  it 
to  be  understood  that  he  was  not  in  favour 
of  abolishing  the  system  of  voting  by 
proxy. 

Lord  REDESDALE  had  listened  with 
very  great  attention  to  the  statement 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
just  made,  of  the  inconveniences  arising 
from  the  want  of  a  better  system  for  the 
management  and  preparation  of  Bills,  and 
for  correcting  any  errors  which  may  have 
been  introduced  into  them  during  their 
course  through  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
No  doubt  if  any  practical  measure  could 
be  devised  for  obviating  all  such  errors 
and  oversights,  or  getting  such  important 
business  into  a  well  -  digested  and  con- 
sistent shape,  it  would  be  highly  de- 
sirable, and  a  very  beneficial  thing  for 
all  parties.  But  he  (Lord  Redesdale) 
feared  that  this  was  precisely  one  of  those 
cases  where  a  measure,  about  the  expe- 
diency of  which  there  could  be  no  second 
opinion  in  point  of  principle,  would  be 
found  absolutely  impracticable  in  execu- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
any  commission  for  the  revision  of  Bills 
such  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed 
to  glance  at,  that  was  a  consideration  of, 
very  grave  importance,  and  suggested 
doubts  in  his  (Lord  Redesdale 's)  mind,  as 
to  how  far  the  plan  could  be  carried  out 
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without  involying  the  most   serious  ques- 
tions touching  the  privileges  of  Parliament. 
Of  whom  must  such  a  commission  consist, 
if  not  of  persons  "  learned  in  the  law," 
according  to   the    technical    phraseology 
applied  to  such  hodies  ?   and  to  what,  in 
effect,  would  their  revision  of  puhlic  and 
private  Bills  amount  to,  if  not  to  a  de- 
legation hy  hoth  Houses  of  their  faculties 
of    legislation  ?    When  an   enactment  is 
douhtfully  expressed,  or  when  it  is  contra- 
dictory to  some  other  part  of  a  Bill,  it  can 
frequently  he  construed  in  different  ways 
with  almost  equal  propriety;  and  the  man- 
ner consequently  in  which  palpahle  errors 
might  he  corrected,  and  in  which  in  some 
cases  two  or  more  clauses  of  a  Bill  could 
alone  he  made  consistent  and  intelligihle, 
might    make    a  total   alteration   of    the 
law  as  intended  to  he  enacted  hy  Par- 
liament.    However    valuable,    therefore, 
such    an    Amendment    in    the    mode   of 
preparing  Bills  and  other  business  might 
be,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  suggested,  with 
a  view  to  obviate  in  future  those  evils  of 
which  he  had  with  so  much  reason  com- 
plained, he  (Lord  Redesdale)  must  be  per- 
mitted to  repeat  that  he  considered   the 
object  sought  to  be  attained  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  wholly  impracti- 
cable.    He  must,  therefore,  vote  against 
it  as  a  measure  that  would  inevitably  lead 
to   more    perplexity   and   confusion   than 
any  which  it    was   designed  to  remedy. 
With  respect  to  the  calling  of   proxies, 
that,  also,  was  a  question  of  great  deli- 
cacy and  importance.      He  himself  had 
been  a  Member  of  their  Lordships'  House 
now  for  about  twenty  years,  and  in  all 
that  period  until  the  present  Session  he 
had  never  known  more  than  two  instances 
in  which  the  proxies  had  struck  a  major- 
ity on  the  vote  against  a  majority  of  "  pre- 
sents.*'      The  one  of  these  was  on  the 
Earl  of  Wioklow's  Motion  in  1832  on  Irish 
Education;  the  other  was  in  1846,  on  a 
Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond  to  hear 
the  silk  weavers  at  the  bar  against  the  pro- 
posed alteration  in  the  silk  duties.    In  both 
these  instances  a  majority  of  one  only 
among  the  '*  presents  '  was  reversed  by 
proxies.    In  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, however,  this  manner  of  using  proxies 
had  been  pushed  to  a  much  greater  extent. 
There  had  been  no  less  than  three  very 
remarkable  cases   of  this    sort.     In   one 
of  them,  although  on  counting  "  presents" 
there  appeared  for  a  given  Motion  a  ma- 
jority of  fourteen,   it  had  actually   been 
sot  aside  by  the  proxies  called.     StiU  he 


was  favourable,  like  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  beside  him,  to  the  system  of 
proxies;  but  he  thought  the  calling  for 
them  should  be  governed  by  some  sort 
of  discretion. 

The  Mabquess  of  CLANRIG  ARDE  was 
curious  to  know  how  any  such  discretion 
could  be  practically  reserved  if  proxies 
were  to  be  called  at  all;  and  again,  how 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken  meant  to  obviate  the  oontingeney 
of  a  majority  of  the  *'  presents  "  being 
occasionally  set  aside  on  calling  proxies. 
Suppose  at  a  certain  period  of  the  Session, 
one-third  of  all  the  Peers  had  already  lefb 
town,  and  deposited  their  proxies,  sueh  of 
them  as  wished  to  do  so,  with  those  Peers 
who  remained.  It  was  obvious  that,  on 
any  contested  question,  there  would  always 
be  a  great  probability,  on  proxies  being 
called,  of  any  majority  of  presents  being 
outvoted. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  inferred  that  the 
noble  Lord's  (Lord  Redesdale *s)  notion  of 
the  discreet  exercise  of  the  power  of  giving 
in  a  proxy  for  an  absent  Peer,  amounted 
to  this,  that  when  the  resulting  majority 
on  any  question  in  which  he  gave  it  hap* 
pened  to  be  on  the  side  for  which  it  was  so 
given  by  him,  he,  the  noble  Baron,  con- 
ceived he  had  exercised  the  privilege  under 
due  discretion;  but  when  the  majority  was 
against  the  side  supported  by  the  proxy  so 
contributed,  then  the  noble  Baron  felt  ho 
had  used  his  proxy  indiscreetly. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  in  favour  of  retaining  the  use  of 
proxies.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought  it 
appeared,  on  the  showing  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself,  that  the  difficulties 
likely  to  be  experienced  in  regulating  the 
sort  of  discretion  with  which  he  seemed  to 
contend  that  the  privilege  should  be  al« 
ways  exercised,  would  be  found  in  practioo 
endless  and  impracticable.  There  were 
difficulties — there  would  be  difficulties — as 
to  the  nature  of  the  questions  on  which 
proxies  should,  and  as  to  those  <m  which 
they  should  not,  be  called.  As  to  the 
commission  for  revising  the  Bills,  and  other 
business,  from  time  to  time  comine  before 
the  House  of  Peers  from  another  mace,  he 
was  quite  at  a  loss  to  see  how  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  could  hope  to  make  pro- 
vision for  all  conditions  of  the  principles  he 
desired  to  apply,  without  taking  from  this 
branch  of  the  Legislature  some  of  its  chief- 
est  and  most  peculiar  functions.  He  found 
himself,  therefore,  unable  to  accede  to  any 
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9uch  proposal  as  that  suggested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  And  it  occurred 
to  him  to  add,  for  the  consideration  of  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  another  element 
of  difficulty  in  connexion  with  the  possi- 
bility of  regulating  the  discretion  of  using 
proxies,  or  indeed  of  calling  them.  What 
additional  weight  ought  tp  he  attached  to 
the  opinions  of  the  Peer  in  whose  bands 
other  Peers,  out  of  deference  probably  to 
the  general  soundness  of  these  opinions, 
had  confided  their  proxies  ?  In  short,  he 
could  see  no  way  out  of  the  many  consid- 
erations that  surrounded  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House, 
and  which,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  decline  to  adopt. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  felt  that  no  course 
remained  to  him  but  to  withdraw  his  pro* 
position,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  just  sat  down. 
But  the  noble  Marquess  would  give  him 
leave  to  say,  when  he  talked  of  the  impos- 
sibility of  putting  any  control  on  the  exer- 
cise of  the  privilege  of  calling  proxies,  that 
they  had  already  established  precedents  for 
that  control  in  several  cases.  Por  example, 
the  Standing  Orders  had  successively  pro- 
hibited the  questions  in  respect  of  all  judi- 
cial questions,  on  divorce  cases,  and  on 
votes  of  censure. 

On  Question,  reserved  in  the  AjfirvuUive; 
Returns  ordered  accordingly. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  31,  1849. 

MiifuTSS.]  Niw  MsMBCR  SwoRir.«-The  Right  Hon.  Sir 
Jamei  Duke,  for  Londoo. 

Pbtitions  Pbkskntso.  By  Mr.  Jamet  Marriiall,  flrom 
Leeds,  for  Universal  Suflhige,  &c. ;  also  fi>r  Redress  of 
Grievanees  affteting  Poor  Law  Medieal  Offleefs.— By  Mr. 
Ker  Seymer,  from  Wlncanton,  against  the  Marriages  BilL 
— By  Mr.  Scott,  (tarn  Glasgow,  against  the  Transportation 
of  Criminals  to  the  Australian  Colonies.— By  Mr.  Hume, 
f>om  Proprietors  of  East  India  Stock,  respecting  the 
Seisure  and  Anncaution  of  Sattar^— 'From  the  Newspaper 
Stamp  Abolition  Committee,  for  the  Abolition  of  the 
Duty  on  Newspapers. — From  several  Places  in  Lincoln, 
Ibr  Agricultural  Rdlef^^By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from 
Marylebone,  for  Reocgnition  of  the  Hungarian  Rcpublia 
~~  By  Mr.  H.  Berkeley,  from  Bristol,  for  ProhibiUon  of 
Interment  in  Towns. — By  Mr.  Tuftaell,  firom  Devonport, 
respecting  Assistant  Surgeons  in  the  Navy.-.By  Mr.  C 
Anstey,  from  London,  for  a  General  Amnesty  for  Politi- 
cal Oflbnces.— By  Mr.  Baillie,  firom  Cheltenham,  for  an 
Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— By  Mr.  Tennent.  from  Bel- 
fast, for  the  Protection  of  Women  BilU— By  Mr.  Roebuck, 
from  Sheffield,  respecting  the  Opening  of  Railway  Par- 
cels.—By  Mr.  Fuller,  from  Tieehurst.  for  an  AKeratioB  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  Lord  Robert  Grosvcnor.  from 
Stoke  Newington,  for  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Message  from   The  Lords — That  tbej 


do  agree  to  the  Amendments  made  bj  this 
House  to  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  intituled,  *<  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Aots  for  more  effectual  Relief 
of  the  Destitute  Poor  in  Ireland/*  and, 
that  their  Lordships  do  not  insist  upon  the 
Amendments  made  to  the  said  BiU  to 
which  this  House  have  disagreed. 

THE  NEWCASTLE  RAILWAYSw-LORJ)S* 
AMENDMENTS. 

Motion  made,  that  the  Lords'  Amend* 
ments  be  considered  to  the  York,  New* 
eastle»  and  Berwick  Railway,  and  Mary-^ 
port  and  Carlisle  Railway  (Lease  and 
Amalgamation)  Bill ;  and  to  the  York, 
Newcastle,  and  Berwick  Railway  (New- 
castle-upon-Tyne and  Carlisle  Railway 
Lease  and  Amalgamation)  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
"  That  the  said  Amendments  be  now  read 
a  Second  Time.*' 

Mr.  fox  MAULE,  after  tracing  the 
history  of  the  progress  of  these  Billa 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  mored 
that  the  Amendments  of  the  Lords  be 
taken  into  consideration  that  day  three 
months.  He  reminded  the  House  that  at 
the  time  when  Railway  Bills  were  intro* 
duced  in  considerable  number,  a  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject  of  amaU 
gamation  had  reported  that,  while  the 
amalgamation  of  continuous  lines  might  be 
of  public  advantage,  the  House  should  look 
With  great  jealousy  upon  any  proposal  to 
amalgamate  lines  running  at  right  angles. 
These  Bills  were  for  that  purpose ;  and 
they  had  passed  through  their  stages  with- 
out any  opportunity  being  giyen  for  the 
introduction  of  clauses  protective  of  the 
public  interest ;  or  for  the  proprietors  of 
parallel  lines  to  state  their  objections  to 
the  measure.  Upon  this  principle  the 
Commissioners  of  Railways  had  recom- 
mended  the  House  of  Lords  to  reject  the 
Bills  rather  than  pass  them  without  pro* 
tective  clauses ;  but  the  clauses  inserted 
for  that  purpose  by  the  House  of  Lords 
were  insufficient  for  the  purpose,  and  now 
the  commissioners  were  precluded  by  the 
Standing  Orders  from  amendbg  the  Bill  in 
any  way  so  as  to  protect  the  public  inte* 
rests.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
protect  the  public  ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  circumstances  warranted  the  rejection 
of  the  measure. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." 
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Mr.  UEADLAM  contended,  tlmt  after' 
the  Bill  had  run  the  gauntlet  of  Commit- 
tees  of  both  Uonses,  it  ought  not,  except 
upon  the  very  clearest  grounds,  to  be  re- 
jecter*! at  thiii  stage.  To  do  so  would  be  a 
great  haniahip  upon  the  parties  whose  in- 
terests were  concerned.  At  the  last  mo- 
ment the  Lords  had  introduced  a  compnl- 
Borr  audit  clause  in  both  Bills;  but  although 
that  was  very  objectionable  to  the  parties, 
they  preferred  having  them  with  that 
clause  to  having  no  Bill  at  all.  The  mea- 
sure had  been  fully  considered  by  all  the 
parties  concerned,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Iluuse  would  not  now  concur  in  a  proposal 
for  its  rejection  on  the  application  of  its 
opponents. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  hoped  that  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  make  one  observation 
personal  to  himself,  before  speaking  on  the 
question  before  the  House.   He  had  hardly 
ever  thought  it  his  duty  to  take  any  part 
in  the  conflicts  of  the  adverse  interests  of 
competing  railways    in  that   House.     He 
had  never  held,  and  did  not  now  hold,  a 
single    share    in    any  raDway.     He  had ' 
therefore  no  personal  interest  whatever  in 
the   matter,  and  in   the  opinion   he  was 
about  to  give  he  was  actuated  solely  by  a 
sense  of  what  was  due  to  the  public  inte- 
rests, particularly  in  that  district  in  Cum- 
l>erland  with  which  he  was  more  immedi- 
ately connected.     This  was  simply  a  mat- 
tor  of  competition  between  two  great  pa- 
rallel lines  of  communication  between  th'e . 
metropolis  and  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow, 
one   going   eastward   through  Derby  and . 
Berwick,  and  the  other  westward  by  the 
Trent  Valley  to   Glasgow.     It  was  obvi- : 
ously  for  the  public  interest  and  for  the  = 
promotion  of  competition,  that  the  traffic 
on    the  line  communicating   between   the  | 
two  seas  should  be  left  to  flow  perfectly  j 
free,  east  or  west,  as  public  convenience  j 
might  dictate,  and  that  there   should  be . 
no  interruption  by  high  rates  and  fares  as 
regarded  either  passengers  or  goods  be- 1 
tween  Newcastle  and  Carlisle,  and  the  coal ; 
and  the  manufacturing   districts.     But  if> 
this  power  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  . 
directors  of  the  eastern  line,   they  could  ; 
fix  what  rates  and  fares  they  chose  on  the 
Newcastle  and  Carlisle  line,  and  thereby  . 
the  traffic  would  be  thrown  into  a  circuit- ; 
ous  route.    It  was  highly  important,  there- 
fore, that  the  Newcastle  and  Carlisle  should 
be  kept  a  perfectly  independent  line.     Mr.  ! 
Hudson    had    evidently    thought    that    it , 
would  be  highly  advantageous  to  the  line ,' 
•ith  which  he  was  connected  to  get  pos- ' 


session  of  the  line  whidi  crossed  it  at  riglit 
angles,  for  he  had  made  a  common ifation 
to   the   shareholders  of  the  eastern   line, 
when  he  proposed  the  amalgamation,  which 
sufficiently  disclosed  the  real  object  of  this 
Bill,  and  showed  the  effect  it  was  to.  have. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  here  read  a  paa- 
sage  from  the  document  he  referred  to, 
and  which  was  to  the  effect  that   "die 
directors  were  preclnded  by  obTioiis  con- 
siderations from  giving  poblicity  to  aD  the 
detaDs,  and  the  rarions  circomstances  from 
which  the  conclusion  must  be  drawn,  that 
the  control  of  these  lines  from  Newcastle 
to  Carlisle,  and  from  Carlisle  to  Marrport, 
would  be  of  vital  importance  to  the  York, 
Newcastle,  and  Berwick  Company.     The 
inclosed  map  showed  how  protective  to  the 
eastern  route  would  be  the  possession  of 
the  line  from  Newcastle  to  Carlisle."    No- 
thing could  be  more  expressive  and  intelli- 
gible than  this.    It  would  enable  the  direc- 
tors of  the  eastern  line  to  obtun  a  com- 
plete monopoly,  and  debar  the  western  line 
from   all   communication  with   Newcastle 
and  the  east.     He  found  that  the  lUlway 
Board  had  been  desirous  of  inserting  the 
necessary  protective  clauses,  but  that  the 
railroad  speed  with  which  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  proceeded,  had  deprived  them  of 
the   opportunity,   and   before    thej   conld 
effect   that   object  the  Bill  had    passed. 
Under    these    curcumstances,   those    who 
thought  that  the  public  interests  on  the- 
westem  coast  were  at  stake,  were  driven' 
to  a  course  which  he  admitted  was  nnusnal, 
that  of  rejecting  the  Lords'  Amendments 
at  the  last  moment.     He  would  not  now  go 
into  the  question  of  the  audit  clause,  as  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  if  the  Amend- 
ments were  rejected.     He  had  formed  the 
most  distinct  opinion  that  the  public  inte- 
rest would  be  best  consulted  by  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Bill,  and  he  should,  therefore, 
support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
opinions  he  was  about  to  express  were 
those  of  himself  alone,  and  were  not  to  he 
received  as  those  of  other  Members  of  the 
Government.  The  inconvenience  of  trans- 
ferring questions  of  this  kind  from  Com- 
mittees to  the  House  at  large,  had  been 
frequently  urged,  and  his  decided  opinion 
was,  that  the  precedent  of  that  House 
taking  upon  itself  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  its  Committees,  would  be  most  danger- 
ous. It  must  be  a  very  clear  and  strong 
case  indeed  which  could  induce  him  to  vote 
as  a  private  Member  of  Parliament  in  a 
manner  adverse  to  a  previous  opinion  of 
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a  Committee  of  the  House;  and  he  could 
not  give  a  hetter  proof  of  his  sincerity 
than  by  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give 
against  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague 
the  Member  for  Perth.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  had  he  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee he  should  have  voted  against  the 
Bill ;  but  to  set  the  Board  of  Railways  as 
an  authority  above  that  House,  was  not 
placing  that  board  in  the  position  in  which 
it  ought  to  stand.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Kailway  Board  to  furnish  the  Committees 
of  the  House  with  details  and  information, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Committees  should 
be  final.  Therefore,  although  as  a  Com- 
missioner of  Railways  he  was  against  this 
Bill,  much  on  the  same  grounds  as  those 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ripon,  yet,  upon  the  principle  laid 
down  as  to  the  practice  of  the  House  not 
to  reverse  the  decisions  of  its  Committees, 
and  also  thinking  that  injustice  would  be 
done  to  the  parties  by  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill  in  its  present  stage,  he  should  vote  for 
agreeing  to  these  Amendments. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  asked  whether  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  Earl  Granville,  on  the 
part  of  the  Railway  Commissioners,  to 
move  two  clauses  —  the  equal  rate  and 
running  clauses — and  whether  he  was  not 
prevented  by  the  rapidity  with  which  the 
measure  was  passed  from  moving  those 
clauses,  which,  it  seemed,  could  not  now 
be  added  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  to  suggest  some  clauses 
— he  did  not  say  these  two — which  they 
thought  would  have  been  desirable,  though 
not  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  he  had 
been,  almost  from  the  commencement  of 
that  undertaking,  interested  in  the  London 
and  North-Westem  Railway,  and  he 
had  also  the  honour  of  representing  the  in- 
terests of  the  town  of  Liverpool.  In  re- 
ferring to  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill 
had  been  carried  through  the  other  House, 
he  considered  that  after  the  powerful  man- 
ner in  which  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Perth  had  stated  the  merits  of 
the  case,  it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him 
to  enter  into  any  further  details;  but  hav- 
ing the  honour  to  represent  there  no  in- 
considerable portion  of  those  interests  on 
the  western  side  of  the  island,  he  had  a 
right  to  protest  against  their — under  shel- 
ter of  a  mere  technical  error — interfering 
to  consign  the  link  between  the  eastern 
and  western  sides  of  the  island  to  one 


party  without  the  benefit  of  equal  running 
clauses,  and  thereby,  for  the  mere  sake  of 
a  technical  objection,  building  up  a  wall 
stronger  than  a  wall  of  brass  between  the 
free  communication  between  the  port  of 
Newcastle  and  the  port  of  Liverpool. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  there  was  a 
considerable  degree  of  principle  involved 
in  the  course  the  House  was  about  to 
adopt;  and  although  he  felt  he  should  in« 
cur  some  unpopularity  by  his  vote,  he  felt 
bound  to  resist  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Perth. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  arguments 
would  be  good  upon  the  second  or  the  third 
reading;  but  after  the  promoters  had  gone 
to  enormous  expense,  he  objected  to  adi 
vantage  being  taken,  at  the  close  of  the 
Session,  of  a  ground  of  opposition  which 
had  failed  before.  Let  the  Amendments 
be  considered  one  by  one;  but  to  throw  out 
the  Bill  upon  its  merits  at  this  stage,  was  a 
step  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  House 
take. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  explained  that  if  it 
had  been  practicable  for  him  to  have  taken 
the  Amendments  in  detail,  he  would  have 
done  so;  but  there  were  technical  objec- 
tions which  compelled  him  to  adopt  the 
course  he  had. 

Mr.  roebuck  inquired  if  the  two 
clauses  referred  to  were  necessary  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Amendments  made  in  the 
Bill  by  the  Lords;  if  so,  the  House  ought 
to  support  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ripon;  but,  if  not, 
he  did  not  think  they  would  be  justified  in 
reversing  the  decision  of  the  Committees 
of  both  Houses. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  replied  in  the  ne- 
gative, adding  that  the  running  clauses 
could  have  been  advantageously  introduced 
if  the  Bill  had  been  unaltered. 

Mr.  SPOONER,  as  an  ordinary  rule, 
thought  the  decisions  of  Committees  ought 
to  be  supported  by  the  House  ;  but  where 
an  amalgamation  had  taken  place,  by  which 
a  monopoly  might,  as  had  been  shown,  be 
created  without  running  clauses  and  equal 
rate  clauses  being  inserted,  the  case  was 
otherwise.  The  best  course  would  be  to 
throw  out  the  Bill,  for  the  House  had  no 
right  to  inflict  injury  upon  third  parties. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  explained,  in  re- 
ference to  his  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Sheffield,  that  equal  run- 
ning clauses  had  frequently,  but  not  univer- 
sally, been  introduced  into  Railway  Bills. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  now  * 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'*  . 
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The  floTxse  divided  :—Ayeg  42;  Noes 
61  :  Majority  19. 

Words  added;  Main  Question,  as  amend- 
ed, pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  considemtion  of  Amendments 
put  off  for  three  months. 

Bankrupt  law  consolidation  bill. 

On  the  Question  for  considering  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  these  Amendments  amounted  virtually 
to  only  two.  The  first  was  in  the  eighth 
Boction,  where  power  was  given  to  the  com- 
missioners to  meet  together  and  to  make 
rules  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor; and  the  Lords  had  added  the  words 
in  the  part  of  the  clause  where  the  meet- 
ing of  the  commissioners  was  mentioned, 
**  Of  which  the  senior  commissioner  shall 
be  one."  There  could  be  objection  to  that 
Amendment.  The  other  was  the  insertion 
of  the  word  "not/'  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  complained  of,  as  having  been  acci- 
dentidly  omitted.  With  regard  to  that 
omission,  it  was  right,  however,  to  say  that 
it  was  perfectly  immaterial,  as  the  context 
of  the  clause  would  show  the  object  with 
sufficient  distinctness.  A  complaint  had 
been  made  elsewhere  that  the  Committee 
by  whom  this  Bill  had  been  considered,  had 
not  a  just  proportion  of  equity  lawyers 
upon  it,  and  that  it  consisted  principally  of 
eminent  merchants  belonging  to  the  House. 
As,  however,  the  interference  with  the 
Bill  complained  of  related  not  to  technical 

C tints  on  which  the  assistance  of  legal 
embers  might  be  necessary,  but  to 
clauses  affecting  matters  of  trade,  it  was 
clear  that  mercantile  men  were  those  best 
qualified  to  give  an  opinion  upon  such 
matters.  It  was  also  alleged  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  examined  legal  witnesses; 
but  they  had  the  benefit  of  the  evidence 
of  Vice-Chancellor  Knight  Bruce ;  and  as 
the  other  learned  personages  had  been  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  as  the  printed  evidence  had 
been  laid  before  the  Commons'  Committee, 
it  was  unnecessary  to  examine  them  over 
again.  He  begged  leave  to  add  that  he 
considered  great  credit  was  due  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  charge  originally  of 
this  BiU,  and  he  was  sure  they  all  felt 
most  grateful  to  his  Lordship  for  his  la- 
bours in  this  matter. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  that  he  had  on  a 
previous  occasion  complained  of  the  blunder 
committed  in  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Bill; 


but  he  attributed  no  blame  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  on 
the  matter,  as  he  had  far  too  much  to  do 
to  be  expected  to  read  through  these  Bills. 
Mr.   MULLINGS    said,  it  had  been 
stated  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  an*- 
other  place,  that  the  only  lawyem  on  the 
Committee  had  been  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mid^* 
hurst.     But  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leominster,  the  hon.  Member  for  KiL 
mamock,  and  himself,  who  were  also  Mem« 
bers  of  the  Committee,  had  all  beea  bred 
up  to  the  law.      The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  also  been  represented  to  have 
complained  that  the  Bill  contained  367 
clauses  when  sent  down  to  this  House,  and 
that  it  came  back  with  only  278  dausei 
— no  less  than  89  clauses  having  been 
struck  out.     But  it  was  right  the  ptiblie 
should  know  that  the  clauses  struck  out 
had  reference  to  salaries,  and,  he  would 
add,  increased  salaries  in  some  ca8e8«  and 
to  retiring  allowances  and  pensions,  and 
other  matters  thai  they  thought  ought  not 
to  be  included  in  the  Bill.      There  were 
only  two  matters  of  importance  with  re« 
gard  to  which  the  clauses  had  been  struck 
out.     These  were  the  "  secret  transfer  '* 
clauses,   and  the    "execution"   clauses* 
He  considered  that  the  secret   transfer 
clauses,  if  they  had  passed  into  a  law, 
would  have  been  a  greater  blow  to  credit 
than  had  e?er  before  been  inflicted.    The 
106th  Clause  provided  that  every  secret 
transfer  should  be  in  itself  an  act  of  bank^ 
ruptcy;  while  the  107th  Clause  provided 
that  all  transfers  and  dealings  with  pro* 
pcrty  by  the  bankrupt   for  two  months 
prior  to  his  bankruptcy,  should  be  deemed 
a  secret  transfer  and  an  act  of  bankruptcy. 
He  had  himself  put  the  question  to  the 
noblo  and  learned  Lord,   "  Supposing  a 
bankrupt    had    property   mortgaged    for 
2,000^.,  and  that  he  should  pay  off  that 
mortgage,  and  redeem  the  property  for  the 
benefit  of  bis  assignees,  would  not  the 
effect  of  these  clauses  be  that  ihe  un^ 
fortunate  mortgagee  would  be  liable  to 
have  his  money  taken  from  him?"    And 
the    answer    of   the   noble    and  learned 
Lord  was,    "  Upon  my  word  I  bdiicTe 
that  would  be  the  effect  of  them."    An- 
other clause,  known  as  the  clergyman's 
clause,  had  been  introduced  i^m  the  In« 
solvent  Debtors  Act  by  a  blunder.     With 
regard  to  the  execution  clauses,  he  had  an 
interview  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
the  night  before  the  Bill  passed,  and  tlw 
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noble  and  learned  Lord  then  gave  his  most 
unqualified  assent  to  these  clauses  being 
struck  out.  He  begged  to  add  on  behalf 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Universitj  of  Dublin,  that  he  was 
extremely  grieved  to  think  that  he  had  in- 
advertently prevented  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral from  looking  into  the  Irish  Bankruptcy 
Bill,  to  which  aUusion  had  been  made,  by 
having  assured  him,  on  the  faith  of  the 
parties  who  had  forwarded  it  from  Dublin, 
that  the  clauses  were  all  correct,  which  was 
afterwards  found  not  to  be  the  case. 

Mr.  FORSTER  said,  as  one  of  the  mer- 
cantile Members  of  the  Committee,  he 
begged  to  state  that  he  thought  that  body 
had  been  badly  treated  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  another  place.  The  great 
oifence  of  the  Committee  was,  that  they  had 
not  passed  the  secret  transfer  clause;  btrt 
he,  for  one,  was  as  aniious  as  any  man  to 
prevent  secret  and  fraudulent  transfers, 
but  the  difficulty  which  the  Committee 
could  not  surmount  was,  how  that  object 
could  be  carried  safely  into  practical  e&ct. 

Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

THE  SATTARA  TERRITORY. 
Mr.  HUME  said,  the  Motion  which  he 
had  to  bring  forward  on  this  occasion  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  East  India 
Company,  in  connexion  with  Sattara  and 
the  family  of  the  late  Rajah,  was  one  more 
intimately  connected  with  the  principle  of 
religious  liberty  than  perhaps  any  which 
the  House  had  had  to  deal  with  during  the 

E resent  Session,  and  in  bringing  it  forward 
e  had  very  great  difficulties  to  deal  with. 
On  the  1st  of  March  last  he  had  moved  for 
papers  connected  with  the  subject  of  this 
robbery  and  violation  of  religious  liberty; 
but  though  they  might  easily  have  been 
furnished  in  twenty-four  hours,  they  had 
not  yet  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
He  also  felt  the  disadvantage  of  not  having 
much  chance  of  an  audience  on  this  occa- 
sion. He  wished  to  protest  against  the 
downright  robbery  inflicted  by  the  East 
India  Company  in  this  case,  without  en- 
tering at  all  mto  the  iniustice  with  which 
they  had  treated  the  late  Rajah.  Her 
Majesty's  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol had  again  and  again  declared  that  due 
attention  should  be  paid  to  the  rights  of 
the  heirs  of  the  late  Rajah;  and  it  was  be- 
cause he  thought  that  justice  required  this 
to  be  done,  and  because  he  had  a  strong 
feeling  with  regard  to  the  injury  which 
the  character  of  the  East  India  Company 
would    receive    by    joining  with  robbers 


and  plunderers,  that  he  now  asked  the 
House  to  agree  to  the  resolutions  of  which 
he  had  given  notice.  It  was  a  source  of 
deep  regret  to  him  to  see  the  East  India 
Company  influenced  by  such  a  downright 
greed  for  the  acquisition  of  new  territory. 
The  hon.  Member  read  an  extract  from  H 
letter  of  Mr.  Mountstuart  Elphinstone, 
stating  that  he  had  never  given  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  treaty  with  the  late  Rajah 
had  lapsed,  or  that  his  heir  had  no  just 
claim,  and  that  he  attached  the  ordinary 
meaning  to  the  word  "  perpetuity"  in  the 
treaty  that  was  held  in  all  Indian  treaties. 
But  there  had  been  also  a  violation  of  the 
religious  rights  of  the  natives  in  this  case. 
They  had  such  another  interference  with 
the  Budhist  worship  in  Ceylon  lately  which 
had  led  to  the  destruction  of  human  life, 
of  which  the  House  would  hear  more  next 
Session;  and  this  interference  was  the 
more  to  be  regretted,  as  in  past  times  the 
East  India  Company  had  always  carefully 
abstained  from  interfering  with  the  reli- 
gious worship  of  the  natives.  He  was  now 
merely  putting  the  question  in  a  train  for 
the  next  Session.  He  was  putting  the 
Government  in  possession  of  the  ground 
upon  which  he  meant,  at  an  early  period 
of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  to  move 
for  an  inquiry.  He  should,  therefore,  not 
go  into  the  question  at  any  length,  nor  lay 
before  the  Houso  the  proofs  that  he  had 
prepared.  He  should  merely  say  briefly 
that  he  had  then  a  copy  of  a  minute  signed 
by  an  hon.  director  who  was  a  Member  of 
that  House,  and  by  nine  other  directors, 
which  stated  that  there  was  no  collateral 
heir  to  the  property  of  the  late  Rajah,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  Company  was  entitled 
to  assume  the  property.  But  the  fact  wad 
that  there  were  family  heirs  to  the  number 
of  thirty  in  existence.  And  what  did  Mr. 
Frere,  who  was  the  Resident  at  Sattara 
when  the  late  Rajah  died,  say  ?  Why  that 
he  knew  of  no  heirs  but  by  adoption.  And 
he  added,  that  the  Hindoo  law  was,  that 
an  heir  by  adoption,  an  heir  adopted  by  a 
dying  Rajah,  caused  all  collateral  heirs  to 
be  set  aside.  That  was  a  religious  custom 
of  the  Hindoos,  and  to  set  it  aside  was  an 
infringement  upon  their  religious  liberty. 
[Sir  J.  C.  Hobhouse:  No,  no!]  Yes;  he 
repeated  it  was.  But  there  were  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  tbat  House  who 
would  say  anything,  or  deny  anything,  to 
serve  their  ends.  There  was  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Tucker,  the  most  experienced  of 
any  of  the  officers.  He  said  that  the  words 
of  the  treaty  made  by  Mr.  Mountstuart 
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"  That  it  appears  from  the  Papers  laid  before 
this  Ilouflc,  that,  hy  the  Law  and  usage  of  India, 
as  rocuj^nised  by  the  British  Government,  and 
distinctly  expressed  in  a  Minute  of  Sir  Charles 
Mctcnlf,  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North  Wes- 
tern Provinces  of  India,  and  dated  the  28th  day 
of  October,  1837,  that  Hindoo  Princes,  in  iailure 
of  heirs  male  of  their  body,  have  a  right  to  adopt, 
to  the  exclusion  of  collateral  heirs,  and  of  any 
supposed  reversionary  right  of  the  paramount 
Power  ;  and  tliat  the  British  Government  is  bound 
to  acknowledge  the  adoption,  provided  that  it  be 
regular  and  not  in  violation  of  Hindoo  Law : 

**  That  the  East  India  Company,  by  a  treaty 
concluded  on  the  25th  day  of  September,  1819, 
coilod  the  territory  of  Sattara  to  the  Rajah  of 
Sattara,  his  heirs  and  successors,  in  perpetual  so- 
vereignty, which  treaty  was  confirmed  on  the  4th 
day  of  September,  1839,  when  his  brother  and 
successor  was  raised  to  the  Throne  : 

"  That  Itoth  the  Rajahs  died,  leaving  hefars  by 
adoption,  heirs  by  blood,  and  collateral  heirs : 

"  That  the  East  India  Company  nevertheless 
(without  giving  an  opportunity  to  any  claimants 
of  stating  their  claims)  have  set  aside  the  Hindoo 
law  of  succession,  and  have  ordered  the  Sattara 
territory  to  be  annexed  to  the  British  Dominions, 
on  the  plea  that  it  has  lapsed  by  fiulure  of  hein  : 

"  That  such  a  proceeding  being  in  riolatioa  of 
national  faith,  and  against  the  recognised  rights 
of  all  the  Sovereign  Princes  of  India,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  that  the  orders  £9r  amiex- 
xr.g  :V.e  Sattara  territory  should  be  mspended, 
un:i:  tho50  members  of  the  fiunilj  who  have  the 
r;i:h:  to  claim  to  be  hein  to  the  thn>De  have  been 
heard,  and  their  rights  determined/* 

Sir  J  OUN  HOBHOUSE  said,  that  if  his 
hon.  Friend  had  had  a  right  to  make  any 
complaint  of  the  manDer  in  which  he  had 
lH>cn  treated,  he  v Sir  J.  C.  Hobhoiue)  had 
also  some  ri^bt  to  complain.  The  act  to 
whioh  his  bon.  Friend  had  allnded,  and  of 
t»'st4\i  Aca*.-*«  '"0  piwvtxii::^.     Ho  shouid  !  which  he  complained,  which  declared  that 


KlphinAtono  coniirincd  tlio  property  and 
HovonM'j:nty  of  Sftttara  to  the  regent  nnd 
Ills  otfHpring  or  hoirfi>,  bo  that  to  asHunic 
the  sovereignty  and  property  whilst  there 
wore  living  heirs,  was  a  hreacli  of  the 
treaty,  and  a  violation  of  the  law.  Mr. 
SliepluTd  took  the  same  view.  Yet  the 
v«M-y  last  mail  hrought.  ho  helieveil,  papers 
that  announced  the  pnu^lamation,  declaring 
the  sovereignty  annexed  to  the  Kast  India 
gttvernment  -  a  proclamation  which  damn- 
ed for  ever  the  Court  of  Kast  India  Direc- 
tors. It  was  an  act  worthy  only  of  the 
barbarians  of  the  north.  It  was  the  triumph 
of  might  over  right  to  seize  that  which 
thev  hiul  themselves  8^H?ured  by  treaty  to 
tlie  possession  of  those  from  whom  they 
now  took  it.  Major  Oliphant,  Colonel 
Caultield.  and  Sir  Henry  Willoughby  were 
all  against  such  a  spoliation,  and  he  was 
eontident  that  success  could  not  attend 
such  acts.  He  would  remind  the  House 
tliat  theiv  were  Acts  of  rarliameni  on  the 
Statute-lH>ok  which  strictly  pnd»ibited  in 
the  strongi**t  manner  such  acts  of  spolia- 
tion. The  -1st  lieorgt^  III.  pn^viJeil  for 
the  observance  of  the  Hindoo  law  in  all 
matters,  when^by  the  pn>perty  of  families 
was  s«vurxHl  to  the  heir*  who  were  heirs 
avvor^ling  to  the  custom  of  the  country. 
The  o:v.>l  vuvrgo  III.,  wa*  still  more  ex- 
plicit \:',vn  the  sabioi't.  Yet  a  grciiter 
\  io'. A^ov.  o:  Ac:s  of  rarliameni.  or  a  greater 
a*' J  of  i •.\^  u 5 :  ice  w  as  uev er  perpot  rat cii,  than 
tV.'s  se;*;:re  of  pn^jvrty  of  the  Kajah  of 
Siftt;ara.       I'lvn  these   grounds   he   pro- 


r.'.o^o  ;V.e  res .^lui Ions  of  which  he  had  given  ' 

r.o;uv.  '.ca^iv.gthe  Hor.so  to  deal  w'.:h  them  ; 

AS  ;V.e\  ^lu^v.ght  r.t.  av.deAr:y  r.o\:  Si"*i*io!: 

he  «»^v.*.c.  brivti  ;he  who'.e  ques:.»^r.  f.^rwarvi.  • 

in  '.V.c  h»^}v  of  Ivir.g  aV:e  to  sh,ir.*.e  :hv'*e 

r,^VN*rs,   *\\v'A;x*rs,  a:^»i    \  :v>*.A?**r*    of  she 

r  ■  i  h ' *  of  vr»^r«CT:y .      ^  S  *. r  ,\  ^V .   ':  3 ;.;: .: : 

H;'*-.  V.OAT ! '    Yes,  >e  «iw  cr.o  ^f  :>.c  r. ':- 

K'Ts  \vVcv  h;:v. — a  r/rVr  »*.f  :>.;•  pr^rnriy 

a :\ .:  a  > .  ,v a:  «>r  .'  f  \  V.  c  :v '. :  r ." ".  » 'f  « -  i"*  " "  /l  jk- 

Y^iV-v;"      A:*..'.  vHa:  wa*  r^ro  ctia:  »-:;iv;  cf 

;  .*^  ;;:v-  «  *  \\  :  rc^ ;•:,.■:  r,  i-:::-: 

\  « 

A  .  :  -■  - 


the  sovere:g::ty  of  Sattara  should  be  a&- 
su:r.evl  by  the  £a^t  India  Companj*  vas 
an  order  of  the  Court  of  Directors^  dated 
Ss-t  f^r  V<ack  a5  the  ^lih  day  of  Jannarr 
.ast.      II:s   h:a. 


.\    .-.7  \.*,\.\\*    A  y;'j 

V.«  V.-. 

tV.-  s.- 

■ ;  J .  v .  ♦  >  .V.  -  .- :    .\    : 

V..*  vcs 

'.v.s>:»;.-s  s:.. ..  M  f< 

,*fn;* 

•:   .f.-  ."  ^  :  \>.  >&-  fc..  : 

v.i->:* 

X-  v.*.\ 

Vv: 

.-.T.  r.-v.-i.  *.r^,\  J\?i'=>:.  ,.T 

ll:s  h:3.  Friend,  and  those  vho 
ac7oi  v::r;  r.:—.  had  fsl]  knowledge  of  the 
TACi:  ar.i  if  a::yih:n^  efecroal  iru  to  haw 
r-.-cr.  **:zi\  ::  siould  hare  be«n  done  as  or 
:r.:r-i\l:A:<ly  if:cr  :be  meeting  of  Pariii- 
r,.cT:.  wr.vr.  i^x^t  rlace  on  ihe  Isx  of  Fe- 
:r.;irT.  ThiTv  »^ct\\  h?wei^ea-,  wreni  oe- 
:**...-.*  sfi^rw^j  or  wric^i  he  misiht  have 
:-;..;>:  ::  f.r^iri,  *irn  be  vSir  J.  C. 
;■.:':>.. ^<<  ^i*  i-  "i,:*.  jC^^e  ready  to  an- 
*»;:  iLTv  :^i^:.:c,  :r  *o  iisprore  the  ittse- 
;•  .-:*  ;:  :.,*  >.:■-.  Friioi.  k*  ihas  it  was  no 
f/... :  :  .*  ::  4>.t  c^K^Ti.ir— <jf  vhxk  he 
V  .'.*  «^--T  ~.s->i  li*  brc.  Fr^fod  "iraa 
;'.::;  :  -:•:..  ij-  f:c  lis  T»ar«  be 
v:* — :ii.  -:■:  r»;>fCL  rc.'Z^ii  xcrvaid  h^- 
:.  -^^  A>  1:>  >>:ix.  ^:?;o£  had  net  esMEcd 
i;  .i.-;-:    -.-:  \z-:  CDwa:-!.,  he  vsnU  BOtdtf 
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not  avoid  replying  to  one  or  two  observa- 
tions of  liis  hon.  Friend — assertions  for 
which  there  was  so  little  foundation,  in 
truth  or  fact  that  he  was  surprised  how 
any  hon.  Gentleman  could,  by  any  possi- 
bility, have  fallen  into  such  errors.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  said,  that  the  assumption 
of  the  property  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara 
was  an  interference  with  the  religious 
liberty  of  India.  Now,  he  was  perfectly 
aware  that  the  custom  of  India  was,  that 
an  adopted  son  and  heir  took  the  property 
of  the  deceased,  but  certainly  not  the  so- 
vereignty where  there  was  a  paramount 
State.  His  hon.  Friend  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  in  this  matter,  seemed  en- 
tirely to  forget  that  the  British  power  in 
India  was  paramount;  that  it  had  succeed- 
ed to  the  power  which  it  had  crushed;  and 
that  those  parlies  could  not  by  adoption 
make  heirs  to  their  sovereignties,  as  well 
as  to  their  personal  property,  without  the 
sanction  and  permission  of  the  paramount 
State.  He  had  never  heard  the  doctrine 
that  they  could  do  so  broached  until  that 
discussion.  He  well  recollected  that  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  several  others, 
came  to  him  as  a  deputation  upon  the  sub- 
ject, neither  his  hon.  Friend  nor  any  one 
of  the  deputation  adverted  to  the  point,  al- 
though it  was  just  the  very  point  on  which 
the  whole  question  turned.  He  had  there 
quotation  upon  quotation  from  the  best  au- 
thorities which  entirely  disproved  such  an 
assertion.  Mr.  Mountstuart  Elphinstone 
gave  no  opinion  upon  the  point.  He  ex- 
pressly reserved  it.  He  admitted  the  right 
of  adopting  an  heir  so  far  as  the  personal 
property  was  concerned;  but  he  expressly 
reserved  the  question  so  far  as  the  sove- 
reignty was  involved.  Next,  as  regarded 
the  treaty  by  which  the  Rajah  received  the 
sovereignty  from  the  British.  They  had 
crushed  the  real  master  of  the  Mahratta 
empire,  the  Peishwah;  and  the  question 
they  had  next  to  consider  was,  whether  or 
not  they  would  put  up  a  smaller  sovereign 
subordinate  to  themselves,  and  they  did 
set  up  such  a  sovereign.  The  deposed 
Rajah  at  Benares  himself  said,  that  he  was 
only  the  creation  of  the  British  power. 
When  the  question  came  before  him  (Sir 
J.  C.  Hobhouse)  as  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  he  had  to  consider  the  law  and 
the  opinions  sent  to  him.  He  found  the 
Earl  of  Auckland,  the  Earl  of  Dalhousie, 
the  Government  of  Bombay,  with  the  sin- 
gle exception  of  Mr.  Clarke,  the  Court  of 
Directors  of  the  East  India  Company,  with 
the  exception  of  only  five  out  of  twenty- 
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four,  all  in  favour  of  annexing  the  prin- 
cipality to  the  British  Government  of  India. 
Next  came  the  Court  of  Proprietors,  and 
they  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Directors  by  a  majority  of  297  to  96. 
What  was  he  to  do  ?  In  this  country  every- 
thing was  done  by  majorities,  from  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  the  humblest 
meeting.  What  did  his  hon.  Friend  want 
to  have  done  ?  He  talked  about  having  the 
order  of  the  Directors  suspended.  Why, 
it  was  too  late — the  thing  was  done.  It 
was  done  on  the  24th  January  last.  And 
supposing  that  by  any  accident  the  House 
of  Commons  were  to  pass  a  resolution  to 
suspend  or  rescind  that  act  of  the  East 
India  Company,  did  his  hon.  Friend  think 
that  it  would  have  the  least  effect  ?  It  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  the  least  effect  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, or  upon  the  Government  of  India. 
So  long  as  the  Court  of  Directors  and 
those  parties  to  whom  the  Government  of 
India  was  entrusted  existed,  and  held  their 
power,  those  under  consideration  were  the 
very  acts  which  should  be  left  to  their  dis- 
cretion and  responsibility.  As  to  the  paper 
at  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  expressed  his 
surprise,  which  was  drawn  up  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford,  he  could  only  say, 
that  if  he  had  not  known  the  powers  of  that 
Gentleman,  he  would  have  been  surprised  at 
such  a  masterly  performance.  It  was  a 
most  complete  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
case.  It  showed  that  there  was  not  the 
least  shadow  of  a  pretence  to  say  that  the 
British  had  violated  any  treaty  or  law  by 
their  act  of  annexation.  Having  all  the 
authorities  and  all  the  majorities  upon  one 
side,  what  was  he  to  do  ?  [Mr.  Hume  :  Do 
justice.]  Yes;  it  was  very  easy  to  say, 
*•  do  justice.'*  But  what  was  justice? 
Were  they  to  acknowledge  the  collateral 
heirs,  or  the  adopted  heirs  ?  If  they  ac- 
knowledged the  adopted  Benares  boy,  they 
would  disgust  and  dissatisfy  every  one  of  the 
five  dissentient  directors,  for  there  was  not 
one  of  them  who  supported  his  case.  Appa 
Sahib,  the  late  Rajah,  when  he  heard  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Benares  boy,  asked  how  it 
could  be  done  without  the  consent  of  the 
British  Government;  thereby  showing  that 
he  did  not  consider  that  the  sovereignty 
could  be  given  away  without  the  consent 
of  the  paramount  Power.  But  if  they  gave 
the  sovereignty  to  the  adopted  son  of  Appa 
Sahib,  they  would  dissatisfy  the  adhe- 
rents of  the  deposed  Rajah,  both  in  India 
and  England  ;  whilst  if  they  favoured 
any  one  of  the  Hiirty  collateral  families, 
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they  must  dissatisfy  the  friends  of  the  two 
deceased  Rajahs.  But  the  whole  claim 
originated  in  the  treaty  made  with  Mr. 
Mountstuart  Elphinstone,  in  1819,  and 
no  family  claims  could  he  admitted  that 
were  traced  farther  back,  it  bein^then  that 
the  principality  itself  was  created.  Under 
all  the  circumstances  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors were  bound  to  act  according  to 
the  opinion  of  the  majority,  and  they 
had  done  so.  He  would  not  go  into 
a  refutation  of  the  very  hard  language 
and  the  strong  terms  applied  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  There  was  one  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  hon.  Member  for  lloniton,  whom  his 
hon.  Friend  had  designated  a«;  one  of  the 
robbers  and  spoliators.  The  Earl  of  Dal- 
housie  and  the  Earl  of  Auckland,  the  nine- 
teen directors,  and  the  297  proprietors  of 
East  India  Stock,  were  others  of  the  rob- 
bers and  spoliators.  Such  strong  language 
only  showed  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  very 
much  in  earnest;  so  much  so,  indeed,  as 
to  be  hardly  prepared  to  weigh  the  merits 
of  the  case  fairly. 

Mr.  G.  THOMPSON  asked  whether 
the  promised  money  had  as  yet  been  paid 
to  the  Ranee  ? 

SiH  JOHN  HOBHOUSE  said,  that  the 
money  had  not  as  yet  been  paid  to  the 
Ranee,  or  widow,  because  she  refused  to 
give  a  receipt  for  it.  It  had  been  repeat- 
edly offered,  but  she  would  not  give  a  re- 
ceipt. In  reference  to  this  part  of  the 
subject,  he  must  say  that  Purtaub  Sing 
was  reputed  to  have  left  a  considerable 
sum  behind  him. 

Sir  E.  T.  COLEBROOKE  could  have 
no  doubt,  after  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  that  important  principles  affect- 
ing the  government  of  India  were  involved 
in  the  present  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  held  it  to  be  a  new  doctrine 
that  Hindoo  princes  had  a  right  to  adopt 
heirs,  and  identified  himself  with  opinions 
expressed  in  India,  especially  by  the  Earl 
of  l)alhousie,  which  seemed  to  strike  at 
the  root  of  the  rights  of  Hindoo  princes, 
namely,  that  Hindoo  princes  had  no  power 
to  adopt  heirs,  without  the  consent  of  the 
British  Government,  as  the  successor  of  the 
sovereigns  who  were  lords  paramount  of 
India.  But  the  British  Government  had 
no  riijht  with  reference  to  those  princes 
except  what  they  obtained  by  actual  ces- 
sion, or  could  spell  out  from  treaties.  What 
was  the  opinion  of  Sir  C.  Metcalfe  ? — 

"  Those  who  aro  sovcroicn  j»rinfOS  in  thoir  own 
right,  .ind  of  the  Hindoo  religion,  liavc  by  Hindoo 


law  a  right  to  adopt  to  the  exclusion  of  collateral 
hoirs  or  of  the  su]»poscd  reversionary  right  of  the 
paramount  Power." 

Independently  of  the  present  question  alto- 
gether, he  would,  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parhament,  submit  to  the  House  a  Motion 
on  the  rights  of  Indian  princes ;  but  with 
respect  to  the  terms  in  which  the  Indian 
Government  "ceded  the  perpetual  sove- 
reignty" of  Sattara  to  the  Rajah  and  his 
successors,  ho  must  be  permitted  to  re- 
mark that  the  construction  attempted  to 
be  put  upon  the  treaty  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  at  variance  with  the  public  law 
both  of  Europe  and  of  India. 

Sir  JOHN  HOBHOUSE  said,  the  asser- 
tion that  the  British  authority  in  India  was 
not  the  paramount  power  there,  was  to  him  a 
perfectly  novel  doctrine.  Sir  C.  Metcalfe's 
opinion  did  not  interfere  with  that  question. 
What  Sir  C.  Metcalfe  said  was,  that — 

"  There  is  a  wide  distinction  between  sovereign 
princes  and  jn^heerdars,  between  those  who  are  in 
the  position  of  hereditiiy  sovereigns  in  their  own 
right,  and  tliose  who  hold  grants  of  land  or  public 
rcTenue  by  the  gift  of  the  BO?eroign  or  the  para- 
mount authority." 

The  Rajah  of  Sattara  stood  exact! j  in  the 
position  of  the  latter  class. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  wished  it  to  he  under- 
stood, with  reference  to  a  statement  made 
hy  the  hon.  Memher  for  Montrose*  that  the 
whole  of  the  religious  rites  had  been  per- 
formed in  this  case,  and  that  under  these 
the  hoy  inherited  the  personal  property. 

Notice  taken,  that  forty  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted;  and  forty 
Members  not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Four  o'clock. 
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THE  RIVER  PLATE. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  he 
had  observed  in  one  of  the  morning  news- 
papers what  professed  to  he  an  official  copy 
of  a  convention  to  re-establish  relations  of 
friendship  between  France  and  the  Argen- 
tine Confederation,  which  had  been  agreed 
upon  between  Generals  Rosas  and  Oribe 
and  the  French  Admiral  Le  Predeur.  Ac- 
cording to  this  convention.  General  Oribe, 
was  to  be  acknowledged  as  President  of 
the  Republic  of  Uruguay.  The  articles 
of  the  convention  were  completely  at  va- 
riance with  all  the  expectations  which  had 
been  held  out  in  that  House;  and  he  wish- 
ed to  ask  whether  the  President  of  the 
Council  was  aware  that  a  document  of  this 
kind  had  been  presented  to  the  French 
Government,  and  had  received  their  sanc- 
tion ?  He  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  would 
urge  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  use 
their  influence  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment, with  a  view  to  prevent  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Republic  of  Uruguay  from 
being  destroyed  —  that  republic  having 
been  placed  virtually  under  the  protection 
of  England. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  stated 
that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  specific 
terms  of  the  treaty  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
referred  beyond  what  he  had  derived  from 
the  source  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl — 
the  newspaper  published  that  day.  This 
was  a  transaction  between  the  French  Re- 
public and  General  Rosas,  President  of  the 
Agentine  Republic,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment could  have  no  official  knowledge 
on  the  subject  that  was  not  obtained  from 
communications  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  measures  to  be  apprised  of  the  rati- 
fication of  such  a  treaty;  but,  according  to 
the  last  information  they  had  received,  no 
determination  could  be  come  to  on  this 
matter  by  the  French  Government  until 
the  return  of  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic  from  a  lengthened  journey.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  must,  there- 
fore, decline  stating  what  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  think  it  advis- 
able to  take  until  they  had  received  com- 
munications from  the  French  Government, 
expressing  their  views  upon  the  question. 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT- 
SPEECH  OP  THE  LORDS  COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

The  Parliament  was  this  day  prorogued 
by  Commission. 
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The  Lords  Commissioners,  namely,  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(the  Earl  of  Minto),  the  Post  Master  Ge- 
neral (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  the 
Earl  of  Saint  Germans,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord 
Campbell),  being  seated  at  the  foot  of 
the  Throne,  and  the  Commons,  preceded 
by  their  Speaker,  being  present,  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills.  The 
Lord  President,  on  behalf  of  the  Lords 
Commissioners,  then  delivered  the  follow- 
ing Speech : — 

"  My  Lordsy  and  Gentlemen^ 

"  We  have  it  in  command  from 
Her  Majesty  to  inform  you,  that 
the  State  of  Public  Business  enables 
Her  to  dispense  with  your  Attend- 
ance in  Parliament,  and  to  close 
the  present  Session. 

^^Her  Majesty  has  directed  us  to 
express  Her  Satisfaction  with  the 
Zeal  and  Assiduity  with  which  yoti 
have  discharged  the  laborious  and 
anxious  Duties,  in  the  Performance 
of  which  you  have  been  occupied. 

"  Her  Majesty  has  given  Her  As- 
sent to  the  important  Measure  you 
have  passed  to  amend  the  Naviga- 
tion Laws,  in  full  Confidence  that  the 
Enterprise,  Skill,  and  Hardihood  of 
Her  People  will  assure  to  them  a 
full  Share  of  the  Commerce  of  the 
World,  and  maintain  upon  the  Seas 
the  ancient  Renown  of  this  Nation. 

*'  Her  Majesty  has  commanded 
us  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  Friendly 
Character  of  Her  Relations  with 
Foreign  Powers  affords  Her  a  just 
Confidence  in  the  Continuance  of 
Peace. 

"The  Preliminaries  of  Peace  be- 
tween Prussia  and  Denmark  have 
been  signed,  under  the  Mediation  of 
Her  Majesty ;  and  Her  Majesty  trusts 
that  this  Convention  may  prove  the 
Forerunner  of  a  definite  and  perma- 
nent Treaty. 
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lih  to  tliank  you  for  your  miremit- 
liii'j;  Aiit'.tiium  to  Measures  calcu- 
liiti'il  to  iiiij)rove  the  general  Con- 
di lion  of  Ireland.  It  is  Her  Majes- 
ty *k  frrviuU  Hope  that  it  may  please 
tlir  Almij»;lity  Disposer  of  Events  to 
luvour  th(*  Operation  of  those  Laws 
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Uvwco  and  Kosignation  with  which 
llu\v  Inwo  Ik^nio  tJieir  protracted  Suf- 
lorini^s.  tho  Klo^ings  of  an  abundant 
llar\osf«  and  of  internal  Peace." 

rV.o».\  »  Oo:«uv.**ivni  for  FronD^ruing  the 
rA:V.Av.^(^v.i    «;fts   rvjid:    after  vhieh    the 


VS     &3d 


Ut      J  aUL 


.^T       iC 


11. :  y  Sw 


1161 


Austria  and 


{August  1} 


Hungary. 


1162 


which  on  the  preceding  day  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Ilouse  of  Commons. 

"  In  obedience  to  the  request  of  the  House,  I 
have  communicated  those  Resolutions  to  General 
Lord  Gough,  G.C.B.,  and  to  the  several  Officers 
referred  to  therein. 

"  On  my  own  part,  I  beg  permission  to  express 
the  gratitude  and  pride  with  which  I  have  received 
this  distinguished  mark  of  the  approbation  of  the 
House  of  Commons. — I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir,  your  obedient  and  faithful  servant, 

**  Dalhousis. 
**  To  the  Right  Honourable  The  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  &o" 

ITALIAN  REFUGEES. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  MILNE S  said,  that 
it  had  been  mentioned  in  the  public  prints 
that  the  Governor  of  Malta  had  thought  fit 
to  prevent  certain  persons  landing  in  that 
island,  those  persons  being  refugees  from 
Rome.  Whatever  political  opinions  might 
he  entertained  by  different  parties  respect- 
ing their  cause,  their  bravery  had  undoubt- 
edly excited  the  admiration  of  the  civilised 
world.  He  therefore  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
it  was  true  that  those  persons  had  not 
even  been  allowed  to  land  in  Malta,  and 
whether  the  English  authorities  were  going 
to  imitate  that  want  of  hospitality  of 
which  there  had  been  such  flagrant  in- 
stances in  a  neighbouring  nation  ? 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  that  the  refugees  to 
whom  reference  had  been  made  consisted 
of  persons  who  had  left  both  Sicily  and 
Italy,  and  were  not  confined  to  parties  who 
had  quitted  Rome.  They  arrived,  how- 
ever, in  such  crowds  at  Malta,  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  Governor,  act- 
ing on  his  own  responsibility  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  island,  to  limit  the  numbers  frequent- 
ing it.  This  was  not  done  with  any  incon- 
siderateness;  on  the  contrary,  whenever 
sickness  was  given  as  a  reason  for  landing, 
the  parties  were  at  once  allowed  to  disem- 
bark, and  they  received  every  care  and 
attention  from  the  Governor  himself.  Ne- 
vertheless, considering  the  crowds  of  all 
characters  who  flocked  to  the  island,  the 
Governor  had  stated,  and  he  (Mr.  Hawes) 
thought  him  justified  in  so  doing,  that  if 
he  were  to  be  responsible  for  the  tranquil- 
lity of  the  place,  he  must  limit  the  num- 
bers coming  there;  and,  unless  the  Gover- 
nor had  intimated  to  the  proper  authori- 
ties not  to  allow  these  parties  to  land  to 
such  a  great  extent,  he  would  probably 
have  been  obliged  to  take  other  steps 
which  might  have  appeared  more  severe. 

Mb.  HUME  thought  that  even  the  re- 


port of  such  a  transaction  was  disgraceful 
to  the  country,  and  he  wished  to  know 
what  number  of  persons  arrived  at  Malta 
at  any  one  time  ? 

Mr.  HAWES  said,  he  had  received  no 
notice  of  this  last  question,  but  he  believed 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  several  hun- 
dreds arrived  there  within  a  short  period, 
and  more  were  on  their  way. 

Subject  dropped. 

AUSTRIA  AND  HUNGARY. 

Lord  NUGENT  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  fot 
Foreign  Affairs  on  a  subject  with  respect 
to  which  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  be  reluctant  to  satisfy  the  anxious  feel- 
ings of  a  great  part  of  this  nation.  He 
had  seen,  within  the  last  three  or  four 
days,  in  the  public  newspapers,  what  pur- 
ported to  be  a  proclamation  proceeding 
from  the  Austrian  General,  Haynau,  and 
addressed  to  the  populations  of  Pesth  and 
Buda.  This  proclamation  denounced  the 
punishment  of  instant  death  upon  the  spot 
to  any  persons,  of  either  sex,  who  might 
be  presumed  to  have  taken  part  in  what 
this  general  called  political  offences,  such 
as  had  never  before  been  made  punishable 
with  death  by  any  chief  holding  a  commis- 
sion under  a  civilised  government.  In- 
stant death  upon  the  spot  was  proclaimed; 
and  the  soldiers,  who  were  to  be  the  ex- 
ecutioners of  the  sentence,  were  also  to  be 
the  judges  of  the  guilt,  for  such  offence  as 
wearing  what  might  be  deemed  a  revolu- 
tionary dress,  spreading  what  might  be 
deemed  false  reports,  and,  above  all,  com* 
mitting  what  the  general  termed  insult 
towards  the  soldiers.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  this  proclamation,  which  he  would 
not  trust  his  own  feelings  to  characterise 
otherwise  than  by  styling  it  a  most  asto- 
nishing proclamation,  and  to  which  the 
Foreign  Minister's  noble  nature  would 
doubtless  prompt  him  to  affix  a  much 
stronger  term,  was  or  was  not  genuine  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  thought  it 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  common  with 
everybody  else,  must  have  read  the  pro- 
clamation as  it  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
with  the  deepest  pain.  He  need  not  say 
more  on  that  point.  In  reply  to  the 
question  put  to  him,  he  had  to  state,  that 
the  Government  had  no  official  communica- 
tion of  the  proclamation  in  question,  and 
therefore  he  had  no  official  knowledge  as 
to  whether  it  was  genuine  or  not. 

Lord  NUGENT  would  ask,  on  this  last 
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opportunity,  should  the  circumstance  turn 
out  to  he  as  reported  in  the  newspapers, 
and  should  tho  Government  he  made  offici- 
allj  cognisant  of  it,  whether  the  Goyernment 
would  he  then  prepared,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Eliot  Convention  hetween  the  contend- 
ing parties  in  Spain,  to  interpose  its  good 
offices,  and  its  authority,  if  necessary,  to 
stop  the  perpetration  of  such  horrors, 
which  were  never  hefore  committed  or  con- 
templated in  war  among  civilised  commu- 
nities ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  reserve 
to  themselves  a  proper  and  legitimate  dis- 
cretion to   act   in  accordance  with  what 


they  might    think    fit    as  circumstances 
arose. 

Suhjcct  at  an  end. 

PROROGATION  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ;  the  House  went,  and  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills ;  and 
afterwards  a  Speech  of  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners was  delivered  to  hoth  Houses 
hy  the  Lord  President. 

After  which  a  Commission  was  read,  for 
proroguing  the  Parliament  until  Tuesday 
the  9th  day  of  Octoher  next ;  and  the 
Parliament  was  accordingly  prorogued  un- 
til Tuesday  the  9th  day  of  Octoher  next. 


THE  END  OF  SESSION  1849. 


APPENDIX, 


A  CORRECTED  REPORT  OF  MR.  NEWDEGATE*S  SPEECH  ON 
"REDUCTION  OF  PUBLIC  SALARIES. "-^Tuesday,  July  16,  1849. 
(iS'ccVol.  cvii.  p.  421.) 


Mr.  NEWDEGATE.  notwithstanding 
what  had  heen  stated  hy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  should  have  very  great  plea- 
sure in  voting  for  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  The  value  of  money  had  for  many 
years  past  heen  rapidly  increasing,  whilst 
that  of  lahour  had  heen  decreasing  under 
the  comhined  action  of  our  monetary  and 
our  commercial  system;  and  he  would  re- 
call to  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that 
whilst  measures  of  depression  had  heen 
applied  to  tho  productive  interests  of  the 
country,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  important  there  should  he  no  variation 
in  the  rate  of  remuneration  of  those  employ 
ed  under  Government;  hut  that  view  of  the 
case  had  been  overlooked  with  respect  to 
all  others,  whose  fortunes  or  whose  labour 
had  been  affected  by  the  sweeping  changes 
in  the  value  of  all  property,  of  all  labour,  and 
of  all  articles  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  life.  Let  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ride  off  upon  the  argument  that  because 
consumable  articles  had  been  cheaper,  the 
necessary  consequcuce  was  that  the  la- 
bourer had  been  better  off.  If  our  tariff 
were  like  that  of  the  Americans,  this  might 
be  the  case;  for  the  Americans  had  the 
sense  to  reduce  their  duties  upon  the  arti- 


cles which  they  did  not  produce,  whilst 
they  kept  their  duties  upon  all  articles 
which  they  did  produce.  In  America^ 
therefore,  the  labouring  class  benefited  by 
the  reduction  of  the  prices  of  those  articles 
which  did  not  come  into  competition  with 
those  of  their  own  production,  whilst  wages 
were  maintained  by  the  protecting  duties  of 
their  tariff.  It  was  also  said  that  the  labour- 
ing class  must  be  benefited  because  all 
consumable  articles  were  cheap.  But  the 
labouring  classes  were  producers  of  those 
articles,  and  far  more  than  the  poor  man 
gained  in  his  consumption  he  lost  on  his 
production.  It  was  evident  that,  if  he  did 
not  produce  more  than  he  consumed,  he 
was  an  unprofitable  member  of  society; 
and,  to  bring  the  country  under  the  same 
category,  if  it  did  not  produce  more — that 
was,  a  greater  value  in  money — than  it 
consumed,  it  was  upon  the  road  to  ruin. 
In  both  cases,  that  of  the  labourer  and  the 
country,  this  cheapening  debased  the  value 
of  their  productions,  which  must  be  more 
than  their  consumption,  and  so  impover* 
ished  both.  He  had  endeavoured,  in  an>^ 
other  mode,  to  bring  under  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  this  argument  as 
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applicable  to  tho  whole  condition  of  the 
country,  so  far  as  it  could  be  judged  of  by 
our  external  trade.  He  should  not  now  go 
into  details;  but  he  wished  to  bring  before 
the  House  in  its  broadest  light  this  fact, 
that  if  they  diminished  the  exchangeable 
value  of  the  produce  of  this  country  by 
their  legislation,  and  if  they  diminished 
not  only  the  exchangeable  value  of  that 
which  was  exported,  but  the  exchangeable 
value  of  the  products  of  labour  which  were 
consumed  at  home,  the  country  would  be 
impoverished,  because  the  the  country  was 
losing  on  its  production  and  gaining  only 
on  its  consumption.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  wages  were  not  gene- 
rally reduced,  because  he  could  not  get  an 
ablebodied  labourer  in  the  West  Riding 
under  145.  a  week.  He  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  sent  to  Warwickshire, 
for  if  he  had,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would 
have  ensured  him  hundreds,  he  might 
say  thousands  of  ablebodied  men,  who 
would  be  glad  to  get  10*.  a  week.  He  was 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  argued 
that  because  wages  in  the  West  Riding 
were  one-third,  or  nearly  so,  higher  than 
in  the  rest  of  England,  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  population  throughout  the  whole 
kingdom  was  eminently  prosperous.  Such, 
however,  was  not  the  case ;  for  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labourers  of  the  West  Riding 
was  most  exceptional  if  they  obtained 
regularly  14«.  per  week.  The  right  hon. 
Gantleman  said  he  would  not  consent  to 
any  variation  of  the  amount  of  public  sala- 
ries according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
times.  Change,  he  said,  was  highly  to  be 
deprecated.  If  the  change  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  had  been  slight  or 
partial,  or  temporary,  he  should  have  ad- 
mitted the  full  force  of  that  argument; 
but  the  monetary  and  banking  measure 
of  1844,  and  the  commercial  measures  of 
1846,  had  permanently  depressed  the  ex- 
changeable value  of  the  products  of  this 
country,  and  of  its  labour;  and  the  expen- 
diture of  the  country,  and  the  remunera- 
tion of  those  who  served  it,  must,  there- 
fore, be  accommodated  to  the  impoverish- 
ing policy  which  had  been  adopted.  He 
remembered  a  comparison  in  a  leading 
journal  intended  to  reconcile  the  country 
to  free  trade.  All,  it  was  said,  miist  come 
down;  the  landowner  receive  less  rent,  the 
merchant  and  the  manufacturer,  with  a 
larger  business,  must  be  content  with  less 
profits.  In  short,  all  the  grades  of  society 
must  sink  together.  He  accepted  this  il- 
lustration, in  which  the  various  grades  of 


society  were  compared  to  different  families 
living  in  the  different  stories  of  one  house, 
one  above  the  other;  all,  it  was  said,  must 
come  down .  But  if  you  depressed  the  whole, 
what  would  become  of  those  who  lived  in 
the  cellar?  They  would,  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  be  sunk  lower  than  they  were  be- 
fore, till  at  last  they  would  be  excluded 
from  the  light  of  heaven,  and  almost  from 
access  to  the  surface.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  asserted  that  no  change  had  been 
made  in  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
since  1831  to  justify  the  reduction  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend.  Now,  to  illus- 
trate the  changes  that  had  taken  place,  he 
begged  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  depreciation  in  our  exports. 
To  judge  of  the  means  of  the  people,  you 
must  know  the  wholesale  price  paid  for  their 
labour.  The  return  for  the  labour  of  pro- 
duction was  represented  by  the  wholesale 
price,  according  to  which  the  value  of  the 
exports  purported  to  be  declared  by  the 
exporters.  The  other  day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  a  fanciful  argument  was 
raised  upon  the  variation  between  official 
and  declared  values,  which  he  professed 
his  inability  to  understand ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  said,  "  Oh  ! 
Alderman  Waiihman  used  that  argument." 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not  know  who 
Alderman  Waithman  was;  but  he  knew 
that  the  argument  was  true.  The  official 
value  of  exports  had  been  fixed  ac- 
cording to  a  scale  of  prices  for  the  va- 
rious articles  which  prevailed  150  years 
ago,  but  which  had  long  since  ceased 
to  tally  with  the  prices  those  articles  ac- 
tually command  in  the  market;  but  the 
lOOi^.  of  official  value  represented  the 
same  quantity  of  woollen  or  cotton  cloth, 
of  hardware,  of  com,  or  of  meal,  it  did 
150  years  ago,  and  has  done  ever  since. 
The  official  value,  therefore,  had  become 
a  mere  measure  of  quantity;  but  it  was 
valuable  because  it  was  a  fixed  measure  of 
quantity,  applicable  to  all  articles  included 
under  the  official  scale.  By  comparing, 
therefore,  the  official  value  with  the  de- 
clared value  of  the  total  exports  in  any  two 
years,  you  can  ascertain  whether  the  de- 
clared value,  which  represented  the  money 
actually  received  for  the  goods  in  either 
year,  was  a  larger  or  a  smaller  amount  as 
compared  with  the  quantity  of  goods  sold. 
The  difference  represented  the  fall  or  ris^ 
of  the  money  received  for  the  exports,  since 
the  official  value  represented  the  quan->> 
tity  of  the  goods,  and  the  declared  value 
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the  money  received  for  them.  In  the  jear 
1817,  the  official  and  declared  yalue  of  our 
exports  were  very  nearly  at  par;  and  it  was 
evident  that  if  the  quantity  evinced  hy  the 
official  value  had  increased  since  then, 
while  that  of  the  declared  value  had  not 
increased  in  the  same  ratio,  there  had  heen 
a  loss  and  depreciation  sustained  hy  the 
country  in  that  respect.  He  would  take 
the  aggregate  of  the  exports  for  four 
years  from  1817  to  1820.  In  1817  the 
official  value  was  40,111, 157^.;  in  1818, 
42,702,068?.;  in  1819,  33,534,176L; 
and  in  1820,  38.393,768?.,  showing  a  total 
of  154,741,169?.  In  the  same  years 
the  declared  value  was,  respectively, 
41,817,540?.,  46,470,863?.,35,  211.401?., 
and  36,423,959?.,  making  a  total  of 
159,923,763?.,  and  showing  an  excess  of 
declared  over  official  value  of  3^  per  cent. 
He  would  next  take  an  aggregate  of  four 
years  from  1829  to  1832.  In  those 
years  the  aggregate  of  the  official  value 
was  243.081,958?.,  and  the  declared  value 
147,779,186?.,  showing  a  depreciation  of 
40^  per  cent.  In  the  years  1845  to 
1848,  the  aggregate  official  value  was 
525,949,255?.,  and  the  declared  value 
229,952,468?.,  showing  a  depreciation  ac- 
cording to  the  declared  value  of  56^  per 
cent  since  1820,  and  of  63  per  cent  ac- 
cording to  the  market  value  hetween  those 
years,  and  of  ahout  23  per  cent  since 
1832.  Hence  it  was  evident,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  was  right  in  saying  that 
the  reduction  of  salaries  he  asked  for  was 
not  equal  to  half  the  depreciation  evinced 
in  the  aggregate  of  our  exports.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  Motion  upon  this 
subject  of  his  hon.  Friend,  was  infinitely 
preferable  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose.  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
assumed  that  all  salaries  should  be  regu- 
lated according  to  their  amount  in  1793, 
without  respect  to  the  alteration  of  circum- 
stances, the  increased  number  of  officers, 
the  distribution  of  duties,  or  the  amount  of 
labour  performed;  but  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  took  all  salaries 
as  he  found  them,  and  said,  **  As  you 
have,  by  legislative  enactment,  effected  an 
enormous  alteration  in  the  exchangeable 
value  of  all  articles,  I  propose  to  reduce 
these  salaries  by  a  percentage,  to  accom- 
modate their  money  payments  to  the  al- 
tered circumstances.*'  This  appeared  to 
him  just  and  rational.  He  preferred  the 
system  of  percentage,  because  it  did  not 
alter  the  relation  of  the  recipients  of  the 
salary   to  the  other   classes;    it  retained 


them  where  they  were.  But  if  a  wiser  le- 
gislation should  prevail,  and  more  adequate 
remuneration  be  secured  for  labour,  he 
would  no  longer  support  reduction  in  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  State.  He 
and  his  friends  asked  the  House  for  an  ad- 
justment. They  proposed  no  injustice,  but 
they  said,  "  You  have  with  your  eyea  open 
entered  upon  a  policy  which  is  impoverish- 
ing all  the  productive  classes;  this  policy 
shall  not  teach  only  one  class  or  two;  if  it 
is  better  that  this  country  should  be  poorer, 
let  your  policy  be  applied  to  all."  They 
might  depend  upon  it  the  justice  of  the 
case  would  eventually  force  upon  them  a 
change  in  the  relation  of  money;  and  that 
when  once  the  people  were  certain  thai  the 
direct  effect,  if  not  the  immediate  purpose, 
of  your  measures  is  to  enhance  the  value  of 
money,  and  to  depress  that  of  all  other  pro- 
perty and  of  all  labour,  there  would  be  a 
movement  which,  he  feared,  it  would  not 
be  easy  to  control.  For  years  this  ques- 
tion had  been  staved  off,  but  a  general  in- 
terest was  now  spreading  through  the 
country  in  relation  to  it.  These,  then, 
were  the  grounds  upon  which  he  supported 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend:  first,  that 
the  policy  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was 
one  of  impoverishment  to  the  producmg 
classes;  next,  that  it  unjustly  enhanced 
the  value  of  money;  and,  thirty,  because 
it  was  an  act  of  justice  to  reduce  the  bur* 
thens  of  taxation  according  to  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  country.  He  knew  of 
no  means  by  which  these  questions  could 
be  better  brought  before  the  House,  than 
by  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  The 
rich  man  was  becoming  richer,  and  the 
poor  man  poorer.  This  was  shown  by  the 
last  returns  of  the  income  tax.  Take  the 
extremes  of  the  scale  of  income  returned 
by  the  commissioners,  and  it  would  be 
found  that  there  was  an  addition  of  two  in- 
dividuals under  Schedule  D  to  the  number 
of  those,  being  twenty,  who  in  1846  had 
50,000^.  or  more  a  year;  whilst  the 
number  of  those  whose  incomes  were  re- 
turned at  under  1502.,  but  who  were  still 
assessed  to  the  income  tax,  had  been  di- 
minished since  1846  by  1,841.  A  more 
striking  illustration  of  the  effbcts  of  the 
present  jpolicy  could  not  be  given;  and  he 
repeated,  that  though  this  Motion  might 
be  refused,  it  would  be  only  the  commence- 
ment of  a  series  of  others,  which  Session 
after  Session  would  be  pressed  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House. 
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I.  A  N  Act  to  eonsolidate  the  Board  of  Excise 
^\   and  Stamps  and  Taxes  into  One  Board 

of  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  to 
make  Provision  fbr  the  Collection  of  such  Re- 
venue. 

II.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  First  Daj  of 
September  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-nine,  an  Act  of  the  last  Session,  fbr  em- 
powering the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  other  Chief 
Governor  or  Governors  of  Ireland  to  appre- 
hend and  detain  such  Persons  as  he  or  they 
shall  suspect  of  conspiring  against  Her  Ma- 
ie8ty*s  Person  and  Government. 

III.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Eight  Millions 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Service  of 
the  Tear  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine. 

IV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Appointment  of  Vice  Guardians  of  Unions  in 
Ireland. 

V.  An  Act  to  authorise  an  Advance  of  Money  for 
the  Relief  of  certain  distressed  Poor  Law  Unions 
in  Ireland, 

VL  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  of  the  Twenty-flrst 
Year  of  Oeorge  the  Second,  for  holding  the 
Summer  Assizes  at  Buekingham;  and  to  au- 
thorise the  Appointment  of  a  more  convenient 
Place  for  holding  the  same. 

VII.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  tnclosure  of  certain 
Lands  in  pursuance  of  the  Fourth  Annual  Gene- 
ral Report  of  the  Inclosure  Conmiissioners  for 
England  &nd  Wales. 

VIII.  An  Act  to  remove  Douhts  as  to  the  Ap- 
pointment of  Overseers  til  Cities  and  Boroughs. 

tX.  An  Act  to  indenmiiy  sUch  Persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  for  Offices  and  Employments,  and 
to  extend  the  time  limited  for  those  Purposes 


respectively  until  the  Twenty-fifth  Pay  of  March 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty. 

X.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertion, 
and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army  and 
their  Quarters* 

XI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  in  England  and 
Ireland  relative  to  Larceny  and  other  Offences 
connected  therewith. 

XII.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Migesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

XIII.  An  Act  to  provide  a  more  eflbctual  Regu- 
lation and  Control  over  the  Maintenance  of 
poor  Persons  in  Houses  not  being  the  Work- 
houses of  any  Union  or  Parish. 

XIV.  An  Act  to  enable  Overseers  of  the  Poor  and 
Surveyors  of  the  Highways  to  recover  the  Costs 
of  distraining  for  Rates. 

XV.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Fifty-fourth 
Tear  of  King  George  the  Third,  for  the  Re- 
covery of  small  Sums  due  for  Wages  in  Ire^ 
land, 

XVI.  An  Act  to  protect  Justices  of  the  Peace  in 
Ireland  ftom  vexatious  Actions  for  Acts  done 
by  them  in  the  Execution  of  their  Office. 

XVII.  An  Act  to  continue  for  Five  Tears  so 
much  of  an  Act  of  the  Second  and  Third  Tears 
of  Her  present  Majesty,  as  enables  Justices  to 
grant  Warrants  for  entering  Places  in  which 
Spirits  are  sold  without  Liceboe  in  Ireland, 

XVIII.  An  Act  iot  the  holding  of  Petty  Sessions 
of  the  Peace  iU  Boroughs,  and  for  providing 
Places  for  the  holding  of  such  Petty  Sessions 
in  Counties  and  Boroughs. 

XIX.  An  A<it  to  make  perpetual  an  Act  of  the 
Tenth  and  Eleventh  Tears  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jesty, for  authorising  the  Removal  of  Prisoners 
from  the  several  Gaols  in  Ireland  in  Cases  of 
Epidemic  Diseases. 
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XX.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Seventeen 
millions  seven  hundred  and  eighty-six  thousand 
seven  hundred  Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bills,  for 
the  Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine. 

XXI.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Acts  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  Newfoundland  respecting  the  re- 
building of  the  Town  of  Saini  John*8  New- 
foundland, and  to  enable  the  said  Legislature 
to  make  other  Provisions  respecting  the  rebuild- 
ing of  the  said  Town. 

XXIL  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  concerning  the 
Validity  of  certain  Grants  of  Land  in  the  Colony 
of  New  South  Wales, 

XXIIL  An  Act  to  authorise  further  Advances  of 
Money  for  the  Improvement  of  Landed  Pro- 
perty, and  the  Extension  and  Promotion  of 
Drainage  and  other  Works  of  public  Utility,  in 
Ireland. 

XXIY.  An  Act  to  make  Provision,  until  the 
Thirty-first  Day  of  December  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  fifty,  for  a  General  Rate  in 
Aid  of  certain  distressed  Unions  and  Electoral 
Divisions  in  Ireland. 

XXV.  An  Act  for  giving  effect  to  the  Stipulations 
of  a  Treaty  between  Her  Majesty  and  the 
Queen  of  Portugal  for  the  Apprehension  of  cer- 
tain Deserters. 

XXVI.  An  Act  for  granting  Relief  against  De- 
fects in  Leases  made  under  Powers  of  Leasing, 
in  certain  Cases. 

XXVII.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  concerning 
the  Transportation  of  Offienders  under  Judg- 
ment of  Death  to  whom  Mercy  may  be  extended 
in  Ireland. 

XXVIII.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Conmiissioners  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  to  regulate  and  manage 
the  Markets  held  at  Greenwich  in  the  County 
of  Kent. 

XXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  in  force  for 
the  Encouragement  of  British  Shipping  and 
Navigation. 

XXX.  An  Act  for  the  better  Preservation  of 
Sheep,  and  more  speedy  Detection  of  Receivers 
of  stolen  Sheep,  in  Ireland. 

XXXI.  An  Act  for  requiring  the  Transmission  of 
the  annual  Abstracts  and  Statements  of  Trus- 
tees of  Turnpike  Roads  and  Bridges  in  Scot- 
land to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament. 

XXXII.  An  Act  to  continue  to  the  JSnd  of  the 
Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-one 
certain  temporary  Provisions  relating  to  the 
Collection  of  Grand  Jury  Cess  in  Ireland, 

XXXIII.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Carriage  of 
Passengers  in  Merchant  Vessels. 

XXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  regulating  the 
Justice  of  the  Peace  Small  Debts  Courts  in 
Scotland. 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  requiring  annual  Returns  of 
the  Expenditure  on  Highways  in  England  and 
Wales  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  afterwards  laid  before  Parliament. 

XXXVI.  An  Act  to  make  Provision,  during  the 
present  Year,  and  to  the  End  of  the  Year  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-one,  relating 
to  the  Collection  of  County  Cess  in  Ireland,  and 
to  the  Remuneration  of  the  Collectors  thereof. 

XXXVTI.  An  Act  to  continue  to  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
and  to  the  end  of  the  then  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, an  Act  to  Amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
Loan  Societies. 


XXXVIII.  An  Act  to  continue  for  Five  Tears  an 
Act  of  the  Second  and  Third  Years  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  for  the  better  Prevention  and 
Punishment  of  Assaults  in  Ireland. 

XXXIX.  An  Act  for  further  continuing,  until 
the  First  Day  of  August  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  certain  temporary 
Provisions  concerning  Ecclesiastical  Jnrisdic* 
tion  in  England. 

XL.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  July  One  thousand  eight  hundreid  and 
fifty,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  certain  of  the  Allowances  of  the 
Duty  of  Excise  on  Soap  used  in  Manufiustores. 

XLI.  An  Act  to  extend  an  Act  of  the  Fifty-sixth 
Year  of  King  Oecrge  the  Third,  for  providing 
for  a  new  Silver  Coinage,  and  for  regulating 
the  Currency  of  the  Gold  and  Silver  Coin  of  this 
Realm. 

XLII.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Execution  for 
One  Year  of  the  Office  of  Sheriff  in  the  County 
of  Westmoreland. 

XLIII.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Deser- 
tion of  Officers  and  Soldiers  in  the  Servioe  of 
the  Eout  India  Company,  and  for  regulating  in 
such  Service  the  Payment  of  Regimental  Debts 
and  the  Distribution  of  the  Effects  of  Offioers 
and  Soldiers  dying  in  the  Servioe. 

XLIV.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Three  MUliont 
out  of  the  ConsoUdatod  Fund  to  the  Servioe  of 
the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  firtj- 
nine. 

XLV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  Coorts 
of  General  and  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace 
in  England  and  Wales,  and  for  the  better  Ad- 
vancement of  Justice  in  Cases  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  those  Courts. 

XLVI.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  Union  of  Turn- 
pike Trusts. 

XLV  1 1.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Acts  for  re- 
gulating Turnpike  Roads  in  Ireland, 

XL VIII.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Administra- 
tion of  Justice  in  Vancauv^s  Island. 

XLIX.  An  Act  to  extend  and  explain  the  ProTi- 
sions  of  the  Acts  for  the  granting  of  Sites  lor 
Schools. 

L.  An  Act  for  further  amending  the  Laws  relating 
to  Sewers. 

LI.  An  Act  for  the  better  Protection  of  the  Pro* 
perty  of  Pupils,  absent  Persons,  and  Persons 
under  Mental  Incapacity  in  Scotland. 

LII.  An  Act  to  suspend,  until  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
the  making  of  Lists  and  the  Ballots  and  Enrol- 
ments for  the  Militia  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

LIII.  An  Act  for  consolidating  and  amen&ig  se- 
veral of  the  Laws  relating  to  Attorneys  and 
Solicitors  in  Ireland^ 

LIV.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, an  Act  for  authorising  the  Application 
of  Highway  Rates  to  Turnpike  Roads. 

LV.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Gaol  oiNewgaAe  in 
the  County  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  provide 
Compensation  for  the  Officers  thereof,  and  to 
enable  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  the 
said  City  to  increase  the  Salaries  of  the  Chap- 
lains of  certain  other  Gaols  thereof,  and  to  re* 
assess  on  the  County  of*  the  said  City  eertain 
Arrears  of  Grand  Jury  Cess. 

LVI.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  Thirty-first 
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Day  oiJuly  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
flfly,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  an  Act  of  the  Fifth  and  Sixth 
Years  of  Her  present  Majesty  for  amending  the 
Law  relative  to  Prirate  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland, 

LVn.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Inclosure  of  cer- 
tain Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Report  of 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England  and 
WaUs. 

LVin.  An  Act  to  extend  to  the  Officers  of  Inland 
Revenue  the  Privilege  of  becoming  Members  of 
the  Excise  Benevolent  Fund  Society. 

LIX.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Tenth  Tear 
of  Her  Majesty,  for  fiusilitating  the  Improve- 
ment of  Landed  Property  in  Ireland, 

LX.  An  Act  further  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Tenth 
Year  of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  rendering 
valid  certain  Proceedings  for  the  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress  in  Ireland^  by  Employment  of  the  Labour- 
ing Poor,  and  to  indemnify  those  who  have 
acted  in  such  Proceedings. 

LXI.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session  of 
Parliament,  the  Exemption  of  Inhabitants  from 
Liability  to  be  rated  as  such  in  respect  of  Stock 
in  Trade  or  other  Property  to  the  Relief  of  the 
Poor. 

LXII.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Adranoe  of  Money 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Midland 
Cheat  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Company. 

LXIII.  An  Act  to  authorise  a  further  Advance  of 
Money  for  the  Relief  of  certain  distressed  Poor 
Law  Unions  in  Ireland. 

LXIV.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  as  to  the  Au- 
thority of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  act  in  certain 
Matters  relating  to  the  Poor  in  Cities  and  Bor- 
oughs. 

LXV.  An  Act  to  provide  a  more  convenient  Mode 
of  levying  and  collecting  County  Rates,  County 
Police  Rates,  and  District  Police  Rates,  in  Par- 
ishes situated  partly  within  and  partly  without 
the  Limits  of  Boroughs  which  are  not  liable  to 
such  Rates. 

LXVI.  An  Act  for  enabling  Colonial  Legislatures 
to  establish  Inland  Posts. 

LXVII.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Remedies  of  Se- 
questrators of  Ecclesiastical  Benefices. 

LXVIII.  An  Act  for  facilitating  the  Marriage  of 
British  Subjects  resident  in  Foreign  Countries. 

LXIX.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  Performance  of 
the  Duties  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  out  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  in  Ireland,  with  respect  to  Persons 
charged  with  Indictable  Offences. 

LXX.  An  Act  to  &cilitate  the  Performance  of 
the  Duties  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  out  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  in  Ireland,  with  respect  to  Sum- 
mary Convictions  and  Orders. 

LXXI.  An  Act  to  dissolve  Regimental  Benefit 
Societies,  and  to  provide  for  the  Application  of 
the  Funds  of  Such  Societies,  and  of  Regimental 
Charitable  Funds. 

LXXII.  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  rela- 
ting to  the  Offices  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

LXXIII.  An  Act  to  limit  the  Enlistment  in  the 
Artillery  and  other  Ordnance  Corps. 

LXXIV.  An  Act  for  the  further  Relief  of  Trus- 
tees. 

LXXV.  An  Aet  to  defray  until  the  First  Day  of 
August  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifly 
the  Charge  of  the  Pay,  Clothing,  and  contin- 
gent and  other  Expenses  of  the  Disembodied 


Militia  in  Chreat  Britain  and  Ireland;  to  grant 
Allowances  in  certain  Cases  to  Subaltern  Offi- 
cers, Adjutants,  Paymasters,  Quartermasters, 
Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeons,  Surgeons'  Mates, 
and  Serjeant  M^ors  of  the  Militia ;  and  to 
authorise  the  Employment  of  the  Non-commis- 
sioned Officers. 

LXXV  I.  An  Act  to  protect  "Women  from  fraudu- 
lent Practices  for  procuring  their  Defilement. 

LXXV  II.  An  Act  further  to  fitcilitate  the  Sale 
and  Transfer  of  Incumbered  Estates  in  Ireland, 

LX  XVIII.  An  Act  for  the  more  effectual  Taxa- 
tion of  Costs  on  Private  Bills  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  to  facilitate  the  Taxation  of  other 
Costs  on  Private  Bills  in  certain  Cases. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  Execution  of 
Conveyances  and  other  Instruments  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  New  Zealand  Company  in  New 
Zealand, 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Allowances  on  the 
Purchase  of  Stamps  and  for  the  receiving  and 
accounting  for  the  Duties  on  Gold  and  Silver 
Plate,  and  to  grant  other  Allowances  in  lieu 
thereof. 

LXXX  I.  An  Act  to  authorise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  Conmiission  to  inquire  into  and  Report 
upon  Rights  or  Claims  over  the  New  Forest  in 
the  County  of  Southampton  and  Waltham  Forest 
in  the  County  of  Essex, 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  relieve  Boroughs,  in  certain 
Cases,  from  Contributions  to  certain  Descrip- 
tions of  County  Expenditure. 

LXXXIII.  An  Act  further  to  &cilitate  the  In- 
doeare  of  Commons,  and  the  Improvement  of 
Commons  and  other  Lands. 

LXXXrV.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  efifiect  En- 
gagements between  Her  Majesty  and  certain 
Arabian  Chiefii  in  the  Peman  Qvlf  for  the 
more  effectual  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  the  Regu- 
lation of  Muncipal  Corporations  in  Ireland^  so 
far  as  relates  to  the  Borough  of  Dublin, 

LXXXV  I.  An  Act  to  provide  additional  Funds 
for  Loans  by  the  Public  Works  Commissioners 
for  building  Workhouses  in  Ireland, 

LXXX  VII.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Turnpike 
Acts  in  Great  Britain  for  limited  Periods,  and 
to  make  certain  Provisions  respecting  Turn- 
pike Roads  in  England, 

LXXX  VIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating 
to  Pilotage. 

LXXXIX.  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Number  of  Sig- 
natures required  to  Instruments  issued  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury. 

XC.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Customs. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Collection  of 
Rates  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 

XCII.  All  Act  for  the  more  eflbctnal  Prevention 
of  Cruelty  to  Ahimals. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Metropolitan  Sewers 
Act. 

XCIV.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  General  Board  of  Health,  and  for 
other  Matters  relative  to  the  Public  Health 
and  the  Improvement  of  Towns  a&d  populous 
Places. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  conceming 
Judgments  in  Ireland, 

XCVI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Prosecution  and 
Trial  in  Her  Majesty's  Colonies  of  Offenoes 
committed  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. 
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XCVII.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  City 
of  Dublin, 

XCVIII.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  certain  other  sums,  to  the 
Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine;  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  encourage  Endowment  of  Cha- 
pels of  Ease,  and  &cilitate  Assignment  of  Pas- 
toral Districts  thereto ;  and  to  amend  an  Act  of 
the  Eighth  Year  of  Her  present  Majesty  for 
Marriages  in  Ireland,  and  for  Registering  such 
Marriages. 

C  An  Act  to  promote  the  Advance  of  private 
Money  for  Drainage  of  Lands  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland, 

CI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  the  more  easy 
Recovery  of  Small  Dehts  and  Demands  in  Eng- 
landf  and  to  abolish  certain  Inferior  Courts  of 
Record. 

CII.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Sale  of  the  Royal 
Pavilion  at  Brighton,  and  the  Grounds  thereof ; 
and  to  apply  the  Money  arising  from  such  Sale. 

CIII.  An  Act  to  continue  an  Act  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  for  charging  the  Mainte- 
tenance  of  certain  poor  Persons  in  Unions  upon 
the   Common    Fund ;    and    to   make    certain 


Amendments  in  the  Laws  for  the  Relief  of  the 
Poor. 

CIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  more 
effectual  Relief  of  the  destitute  "Poor  in  Ire- 
land. 

CV.  An  Act  for  converting  the  renewable  Lease- 
hold Tenure  of  Lands  in  Ireland  into  a  Tenure 
in  Fee. 

CVI.  An  Act  to  Amend  and  consolidate  the  Laws 
relating  to  Bankrupts. 

CVII.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  of 
Bankruptcy  in  Ireland, 

CVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Joint  Stook  Ckmi- 
panies  Winding-up  Act,  1848. 

CIX.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  to  regulate  cer- 
tain OfSces  in  the  Petty  Bag  in  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery,  the  Practice  of  the  Common-Law 
Side  of  that  Court,  and  the  Enrolment  Office  of 
the  said  Court. 

ex.  An  Act  for  suspending,  until  the  First  Day 
of  June  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
the  Operation  of  an  Act  passed  this  Session,  in- 
tituled An  Act  for  granting  Belief  again&t  De- 
fects in  Leases  made  under  Powers  of  Leasing 
in  certain  Ccues, 

CXI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Nuisances  BamoTal 
and  Diseases  Prevention  Act,  1848. 
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DECLARED  PUBLIC 


AND  TO  BE  JUDICIALLY  NOTICED. 


i.  AN  Act  to  enahle  the  BlaMum  Waterworks 
-^  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money  ; 
and  to  amend  the  Act  relating  thereto. 

ii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Sunderland  Water 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money,  and 
for  amending  and  enlarging  the  Provisions  of 
the  Act  relating  to  such  Company. 

iii.  An  Act  for  supplying  the  District  of  Brierly 
Hill  in  the  Parish  of  Kingswinford  in  the  Coun- 
ty of  Stafford  with  Gas. 

iv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  and 
maintaining  certain  Roads  in  the  Coimties  of 
Roxburgh  and  Berwick, 

T.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Warrington  Water- 
works Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money. 

vi.  An  Act  for  bettor  establishing  and  maintain- 
ing the  Market  Place  and  Markets  at  Longton, 
heretofore  called  Lane  End,  in  the  Parish  of 
Stolcc-upon- Trent  in  the  County  oi  Stafford. 

vii.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Drainage  oiFeltwell 
Second  District  in  the  Country  of  Norfolk,  and 
for  amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  same. 

viii.  An  Act  for  lighting  with  Gas  and  supplying 
with  Water  the  Town  and  Borough  of  Darling- 


ton and  the  Suburbs  thereof  in  the  Goimty 
of  Durham, 

ix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Nottinaham  Gaslight 
and  Coke  Company  to  raise  a  mrther  Sum  of 
Money,  and  for  amending  some  of  the  Prori- 
sions  of  the  Act  reUting  to  such  Company. 

X.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  assessing  and  col- 
lecting the  Poor  Rate  and  all  other  Rates  and 
Assessments  in  the  Parish  of  Epsom  in  the 
County  of  Surrey,  and  for  the  better  Manage- 
ment of  the  Business  and  Afliairs  of  the  said 
Parish ;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  thereto. 

xi.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  Dodu 
near  to  Wareham  in  the  County  of  Dorset,  with 
an  Entrance  thereto  from  Wareham  Channel, 

xii.  An  Act  for  better  assessing  the  Poor  Rates 
on  small  Tenements  in  certain  Parishes  and 
Places  within  the  Union  of  Kidderminster. 

xiii.  An  Act  for  the  Dissolution  of  the  Argyll 
Canal  Company,  and  for  the  Abandonment  of 
their  Undertaking. 

xiv.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  the  better  regu- 
lating and  improving  the  Port  and  Harbour  of 
New  Ross  in  the  Counties  of  Wexford  and  KLU 
kenny. 
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IV.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and  Northern 
Railway  Oompany  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money. 

zvi.  An  Act  for  the  Management  and  Disposal  of 
the  Freemen's  Pastures  in  the  Parish  of  Chreat 
Grimsby  in  the  Parts  of  Lindsey  in  the  County 
of  Lincoln;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Tovm,  Port, 
and  Harbour  of  WkiUhwen  and  other  Places 
with  Water. 

zviii.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Mode  of  assessing 
the  Drainage  Rates  authorised  by.  the  Act  for 
draining  and  improving  Marsland  Smeeth  and 
Marshland  Fen  in  the  County  of  Marshland 
in  the  County  of  Norfolk,  and  to  provide  for 
the  Repair  of  Roads  within  the  Limits  of  the 
said  Act. 

xix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  North-western  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  an  Extension  of  the 
Lancaster  Branch  of  their  Railway,  and  a  new 
Road  to  SetUe  Station,  and  to  abandon  the 
William  Lands  Branch;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

XX.  An  Act  for  Authorising  the  Bradford  Water- 
works Company  to  raise  a  further  Simi  of 
Money. 

zxi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Bury  Sadnt  Ed- 
mund's  Gas  Company,  and  for  better  supplying 
the  Town  and  Borough  of  Bury  Saint  Ed- 
mund's in  the  County  of  Suffolk  with  Gas. 

xxii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Scottish  Amicable 
Life  Assurance  Society  ;  to  enable  the  said  So- 
ciety to  sue  and  be  sued,  and  to  take  and  hold 
Property  ;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  to 
the  said  Society. 

zxiii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  equalise  the  Rates 
and  Duties  leviable  at  the  Port  and  Harbour  of 
Perth,  to  authorise  the  borrowing  of  an  addi- 
tional Sum  of  Money,  and  for  other  Purposes 
in  relation  thereto. 

xxiv.  An  Act  to  Amend  an  Act  of  the  Twelfth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of  King  George  the  Third, 
for  embanking,  draining,  and  preserving  certain 
Fen  Lands  and  Low  Grounds  in  the  Parish  of 
Ramsey  in  the  County  of  Huntingdon,  and  in 
the  Parishes  of  Doddington,  March,  Benwick, 
Wimblington,  and  Chatteris,  within  the  Isle  of 
Ely  and  County  of  Cambridge,  so  far  as  relates 
to  the  Lower  or  Fifth  District,  and  to  annex 
other  Lands  thereto. 

XXV.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Tenth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jesty, for  lighting  with  Gas  and  supplying  with 
Water  the  Town  of  Hartlepool  and  the  Neigh- 
bourhood thereof  in  the  County  of  Durham. 

xxvi.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
Borough  of  Macclesfield  in  the  County  of  Ches- 
ter, and  for  other  Purposes  connected  with  the 
said  Borough. 

zxvii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Leeds  and  Thirsk 
Railway  Company  to  i-aise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money  for  the  Completion  of  their  Railways, 
to  guarantee  Interest  on  certain  Shares,  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  short  Railway  to 
connect  the  Line  of  the  Beading,  Guildford, 
and  Reigate  Railway  with  the  Line  of  the  Lo^v- 
don  and  South-western  Railway ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxix.  An  Act  to  vest  the  Stainforth  and  Keadby 
Canal  in  the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  theNa. 
vigation  of  the  River  Dun. 

jpoL,  An  Act  for  enlarging,  improving,  and  main- 


tainins;  the  Harbour  of  Kirkcaldy  in  the  County 
of  Fife,  for  regulating  the  Petty  Customs  of 
the  Burgh  of  KirkccUdy,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses relating  to  the  said  Harbour  and  Burgh. 

xzxi.  An  Act  to  amend  *'  The  Sunderland  Dotik 
Act,  1846,"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxii.  An  Act  for  defining  the  Boundaries  of  the 
Parishes  of  Whittlesey  Saint  Mary  and  Whittle- 
sey  Saint  Andrew  in  the  Isle  of  Ely  in  the 
County  of  Cambridge  for  Ecclesiastical  Pur- 
poses ;  for  the  Union  of  the  said  Parishes  for 
other  Purposes  ;  and  for  better  paving,  lighting, 
watching,  cleansing,  and  otherwise  regulating 
and  improving  the  Town  of  Wfuttlesey. 

zxxiii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Powers  of  the 
London  and  South-western  Railway  Company 
for  purchasing  Lands  for  and  completing  the 
Works  of  the  Railways  from  Basingstoke  to 
Salisbury  and  from  Famham  to  Alton;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Windsor,  Staines, 
and  South-western  (Richmond  to  Windsor) 
Railway  Company  to  make  an  Extension  of 
their  Railway  to  the  Town  of  New  Windsor  g 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  the  further  Improvement  of 
the  Borough  of  Ashton^nder-Lyne. 

xxxvi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  and  en- 
large the  Powers  of  the  Staffordshire  Potteries 
Waterworks  Act,  1847. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to 
the  London  Gaslight  Company. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Cockermouth  and 
Workington  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
Branch  Railway  to  Bridgefoot;  and  for  amend- 
ing the  Act  relating  to  their  Railway. 

xxxix.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow  Union  Canal  in  the  Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow  Raiway  Company. 

xl.  An  Act  to  confer  certain  Powers  on  the 
Railway  Passengers  Assurance  Company. 

xli.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Chester  cmd  Holyhead 
Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xlii.  An  Act  for  making  the  Parish  of  Richmond 
in  the  Coimty  of  Surrey  a  District  Vicarage, 
by  dividing  the  Vicarage  of  Kingston-upon- 
Thames  and  Sheen  otherwise  Richmond  into 
Two  Separate  Vicarages,  and  for  providing  a 
Stipend  and  Residence  for  the  Vioar  of  Rich- 
mond aforesaid,  and  for  extinguishing  the  Vi- 
carial Tithes  in  the  Parish  o?  Richmond,  and; 
for  other  Purposes  relating  to  such  Vicarages. 

xliii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  and  Carlisle  Railway  Company  to  alter 
the  Alston  Branch  of  their  Railway,  to  make 
a  Branch  Railway  therefrom,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xliv.  An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Trusts  of  the 
Truro  Turnpike  Roads  and  the  Penryn  and 
Redruth  Turnpike  Roads  in  the  County  of 
Cornwall,  and  for  making  a  new  Turnpike 
Road  from  Bosvigo  Bridge  to  the  Turnpike 
Road  from  Truro  to  Redruth,  and  for  making 
the  Road  or  Highway  from  Ferris  Town  to 
Bosvigo  Bridge  a  Turnpike  Road,  and  for 
maintaining  all  such  Roads;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xlv.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Thirty-fifth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 
King  George  the  Third,  for  dividing  and  leas- 
ing or  letting  certain  Commons  or  Waste 
Grounds  within  the  Borough  and  Xownsbip  of 
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CiniffUitm  ill  tint  County  of  Ch^tt^,  an<l  for 
ii|i|ilviii;(  thf.  rrofltN  of  I'art  of  tho  harno  in  aid 
of  lii«:  J'oor'n  \iuU'  or  oUi(*r  'J'axfrH  or  public 
V,ji\t*'UHt'n  within  tins  tuiid  'J'ownfihip. 

livi.  An  Aft  to  fiiriiitato  ttio  J'rrMMM^ution  of 
(-riniiniil  OfffnfU'N  iicfon;  llf-r  MajcNty'M  Juh- 
tw'fii  of  lImi  VfMw  in  Iho  ('oiinty  of  /{cnfrrwt 
unil  to  Hiniplify  tlio  JVtNMteilingH  therein  and 
IfHiU'ii  Lh(<  OomLn  (hereof. 

xlvii.  An  Art  to  alter  and  amend  an  Ant  paHHod 
in  tint  Ninth  Yrnr  of  the  ItiM^n  of  Ilin  MajeMty 
KiiiK  fJiotiff  i.liii  Fourtii,  intituhid  An  Art  fur 
mniY  rffti'tuiilly  tinifrulitnj  ffif,  Htnitl  Irnahifj 
from  tilt  StoneN  Knil  in  Hl.'uiknian  Street  in 
Iht  Itimuufh  uj  Southwark  ?n  thfi  (Umnty  of 
Siirn^y  to  lli/(h/(a(e  in  the.  County  of  Suhhox, 
ami  mi'trtif  other  Ihuuh  therein  vientiowd^aiul 
foe  other  l*urjHi»ei  rein  tiny  thereto, 

xlviii.  An  Ai't  n>r  tlie  Improvement  of  the  Haven, 
lirid^i*.  and  Navigation  oi' (itr at  Yarmouth  in 
the  < -1111111  y  td'  Norfolk. 

\\\\,  An  Aet  for  rtMiderin^  valid  cortain  ]#etteni 
I'uhMit  >;riiiiteil  (o  Jotthiui  I'lvcter  ]Ve«thea(i  of 
Miinehenteet  Matiufartiirer. 

1.  All  Aet  to  aUi*r.  amend,  extend,  and  enlar£:e 
home  of  (he  Provinionii  of  the  iteveral  Act8  re- 
lating to  the  liiineathire  ami  Yorhhiiv  lUil- 
wav,  and  for  making  Kx(enNi(inM  of  nonie  uf  the 
Hrunehi«N  tif  the  wud  Kailwny,  and  for  making; 
other  ProviMionM  in  n>la(ion  to  the  tciid  Uail- 
wiiy  unil  (o  (he  l.aneathirt'  aiui  Vor/vAirt'  Uail- 
\\ny  routiwiny. 

li.   An  Aet  (or  iniprovin)*  the   Apprt>aehosi  to  the 
^%^ein^l    ('n*^*    Uriiiye    on    the    Sttrrty   Side 
(hertMt(,  nnd    for  amending;   (he  Aetti  n^lntin;; 
then«to;  ('or  authorising  (ho  rainiui;  of  a  further  , 
Sum  of  Money :  and  tor  odier  l*ur|H««eM.  i 

hi.    An    Vol   tor  o\(eudiu^  the  Time  and  Tower* 
(\M-  m.ikim>    the   AVi/ .iitif  Huntimhlon  Uailway.  | 
and  (or  ameudiU);  (he  Ae(  r\'l:itiii}i  to  the  t'\ist 
.Im.ni.i'i  KiUlwaya. 

Ill  I  Au  Xx'l  (or  the  Oi»!tolu(  ion  of  the  h\if(  l.^^ 
r\«,m  {\ntnti  UaiUay  i\uu|Kauy,  and  for  cho 
AtMudtnuuout  of  tlte  lUUway.  ' 

h\  Vu  Aet  (o  oou««didate  I  he  several  Aot*  n^ 
lAtu\i;  to  (he  ^<,^v^^•«  »»»»»/  /^ir»Vn*\\»«  KAllway 
I'ounviuy.  (o  eiwlde  the  rom)viny  lo  alter  their 
I  mo  e(  K.t):«i:i\  m  the  I^arishe*  of  Ky'«  A-'r^V 
and  S..vc;.'MV»»- /'it*,  and  to  iuoreA^'  their 
r.«jMiA'i.  Aud  to  \*N*t  u\  thorn  J  ho  .W».<.:Vi-^f\'.«.'V 
iVvW 

h  \u  Voi  to  jiu;hor:*o  iho  ^»t/>  •.  jtrwr*.  .:t^i 
C'.s  .-  K .»:*>•  Jiy  I 'ou^ tv*;*. %  \ o  v.: aVo  \vr: a:« 
r» !  4 5*. ,-  V ,' *   ;  o   I  '.V  U:\  0 r* .'  V  •  .  ^ ;:  h  W  V.Arlf*  a !*,d 

o:-;."  "vo  ViTxv.v.or,:*  rVr  a  ;■,";:;:  S:ji:\:'.  a: 
S  <•..«■■••/ .  A ■ . ,:  ^  o  > .. Vv**.'  r '.  Iv  : ,' w»n.:*  : ho 
S'  •  .■  .  V  :  •'  ":  ■*  "i  ;v.i'*ij 
*  \ :  \  ■  V,' .  rv  iv '  t . .  V  i  A  V ,'  *v.  i:  v  „i .  v.'  v  ^  M  IT  v.-  :# 
•  ■•  . ■  v  ".,'*■.  0 :  ."'  ' '.  ■•  "I  v  : V  v\- V. .■ : *  o :" 
."'•  <  ..  *•,-  Vr  ^vv.-k.rv. .-..■.,:  ,,v.; »■,—  .,■•.■:  \Ia> 
v.*.   '.'  *,■•.*  .  'orv*  ■• 


lix.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Provisions  of 
the  several  Acts  relating  to  the  Bind'  S1aic« 
I>rainagc,  to  extend  the  Time  by  "  The  Black 
Sluire  I  drainage  Act,  1846,"  limited  for  the 
Completion  of  the  Works,  to  authorise  the 
levying  and  raising  of  further  Rates  and 
MonicH,  to  alter  existing  Rates  and  Tolls,  and 
for  other  Puri>o8e8. 

Ix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Yorit  and  North 
Midhfid  Railway  Company  to  divert  their 
Railways  between  Market  Weiqhton  and  Bet/cr- 
Uy  and  OpptivnUhorpe  and  Tadecuter,  all  in 
the  County  of  York;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Branch  from  the  Toff 
Vale  Railway  to  Bowlais,  and  for  other  Pur- 

(lOHCS. 

Ixii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Irish  South-eastern  Railw<ay. 

Ixiii.  An  Act  for  maintaining,  improving,  and 
kwning  in  repair  certain  Roads  in  the  County 
of  Uinark  to  be  called  **  The  East  and  West 
iMnarkshire  Turnpike  Roads." 

Ixiv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  present  Tinslcy  and 
Doncaster  Turnpike  Road  ftom  Tinstey  to 
ShejfielJ,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  managing  and 
rcfmiring  the  Road  leading  from  FlimweU  Vetit 
in  the  County  of  Sussex  to  the  Town  and  Port 
of  Jlastinas  in  the  said  County. 

Ixvi.  An  Act  for  continuing  the  Term  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Third  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His 
Alajesty  King  William  the  Fourth,  intituled 
Ah  Act  for  continuing  certain  Powers  to  the 
Trustees  </  the  New  North  Road,  leading  from 
the  South  End  of  Highbury  Place,  Islington, 
/f»  Haberdashers  Vi'alk  in  the  Parish  of  Saint 
litH^nard  ShoriHliteh  in  the  County  of  Middle- 
s<'x.  and  for  vesting  the  Management  of  the 
said  Road  in  the  Metropolis  Roads  Commis- 
sioners, for  the  Purpose  of  paying  off  the  Debt 
due  ihertHUK 

Ixvii.  An  Aet  to  etfect  the  Sale  of  the  WUhaw 
iim/  L\4tH^s*  Railway  to  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Coin|ttuy. 

Ixviii.  An  Aot  to  continue  and  amend  the  Powers 
of  an  Aet  R^r  repairing  and  improving  the 
luvid«  frtMu  />'i^;'iji,  by  .i/;^>«irH^,  to  ^Slane 
and  l^\:h<\Li, 

Ixix^  An  Aot  tor  enaKing  the  Pock  Company  at 
KT'«..vr.'«-«/.-ii-//t„V  lo'  raise  a  funber  Sum  of 
Mov.oy :  and  for  amer.dicf  jk^me  of  the  Pro- 
^:sw.*  ot":V  Ao;*  reaiini:  :o  such  Company. 

Lxx.  A:-.  Ao:  tor  be::^r  erjiMin^  the  EtvJ:  Life 
A**urar.oo  Corr.rar.T  :o  *;:^  a-d  Sp  »ued.  and  to 
*::or  vvrtA::-.  iSw:*;.,  -5  ot  \Zkit  IVed  of  Set- 
:U"-v,<r.:.  and  ;o  rlvif  f.^ni-er  Powers  to  the 
vV'.vy.**.*. 

".w  V.:-.  V.-:  :.■  A~.^-i  :>•  A::*  rvlidrr  to  the 
y  •*'  .':.■:.*  I  -  r^i . . w ly  0-; nra : y.  aad  to 
^-  i:".*   ::.f  iwir.-e    0:-.v7ary    :c     "•*'■»    certain 
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and  all  the  Works,  Property,  and  Effects  be- 
longing thereto. 

IxxY.  An  Act  to  transfer  the  Sheffield  Canal  to 
the  Company  of  Proprietors  of  the  Navigation 
of  the  River  Dun. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  the 
Commercial  Road,  and  other  Roads  connected 
therewith,  in  the  Counties  of  Middlesex  and 
Essex. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  for  confirming  and  carrying  into 
effect  an  Arrangement  made  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  concerning  the  Proprietors  of  the 
Bowling  Iron  Company,  and  for  granting  cer- 
tain Powers  to  the  said  Company. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  regulating  and  improving  the 
Markets  and  Fairs  in  the  Borough  of  LotUh  in 
the  County  of  Lincoln. 

buix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and 
Northern  Railway  Company  to  construct  a 
Low-water  Pier  and  other  Works  at  Oranton ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxx.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Governors  of  the 
Hospital  for  Consumption  and  Diseases  of  the 
Chest,  and  to  authorise  the  Establishment  of  a 
Chapel  in  connexion  with  the  said  Hospital,  and 
to  enable  the  said  Governors  the  better  to  carry 
on  their  charitable  Designs. 

Ixxzi.  An  Act  to  consolidate  into  One  Act  and  to 
amend  the  Provisions  of  the  several  ^Railway 
and  Dock  Acts  relating  to  the  Manchester, 
Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company, 
and  to  amend  their  Canal  Acts. 

Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  extend  the  Provi- 
sions of  certain  Acts  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the 
Parishes  of  Binbrooke  Saint  Mary  and  Bin- 
brooke  Saint  Gabriel  in  the  County  of  Lincoln, 
and  to  vary  the  Awards  made  thereunder,  and 
to  unite  the  said  Parishes. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  GrecU  Indian 
Peninsida  Railway  Company,  and  for  other 
Purposes  connected  therewith. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
OrecU  Northern  Railway,  and  to  make  a  Diver- 
sion of  such  Railway  at  Bentley-with-Arksey  in 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  to  enlarge 
the  Boston,  Lincoln,  and  London  Stations  of 
such  Railway. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  some  of  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  Shrewsbury  and 
Birmingham  Railway  Acts,  and  to  authorise 
the  Formation  of  certain  Branch  Railways,  a 


navigable  Canal,  and  other  Works  connected 
with  the  same  respectively ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  a  Deviation  of  the 
Branch  Line  of  the  Stirling  and  Dui^emdine 
Railway  to  Alha  Harbour,  and  the  Diversion 
of  certain  Works ;  to  extend  the  Time  for  the 
compulsory  Purchase  of  certain  Lands ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  several  Acts  relat* 
ing  to  the  Lancaster  and  Preston  Junction 
Railway  Company,  to  transfer  the  Management 
of  the  Railway  to  the  Lancaster  and  Carlisle 
Railway  Company. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  Acts  reUting  to 
the  Ardrossan  Harbour  and  to  the  Glasgow, 
Kilmarnock,  and  Ardrossan  Railway. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  to  amend  and  extend  and  partly 
repeal  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
for  erecting  the  Town  ofAirdrie  into  a  Burgh; 
to  provide  for  the  Municipal  and  Police  Govern- 
ment of  said  Burgh,  and  for  the  better  Paving, 
Watching,  Lighting,  and  Cleansing,  and  for 
regulating  the  Police,  and  managing  the  Statute 
Labour  of  the  said  Burgh ;  for  consolidating 
the  Provisions  of  other  Acts ;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  thereto. 

xo.  An  Act  to  effectuate  a  Lease  of  the  Glasgow, 
Barrhead,  and  Neilston  Direct  Railway  to  the 
Caledonian  Railway  Company. 

zoi.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  of  the  General 
Land  Drainage  and  Improvement  Company,  and 
for  fiicilitating  the  Execution  of  Land  Drainage 
and  other  Improvements. 

zcii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Eastern  Union  Railway  Company. 

xciii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Ecui  Indian 
Railway  Company,  and  for  other  Purposes  con« 
nected  therewith. 

xciv.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Eleventh  Tear  of  the  Reign  of  King  George 
the  First,  for  regulating  Elections  within  the 
City  of  London,  and  for  preserving  the  Peace, 
good  Order,  and  Government  of  the  said  City. 

xcv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  "Norfolk  Estuary  Act, 
1846,"  and  to  enable  the  Eau  Brink  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Corporation  of  Emm^s  Lynn  to 
contribute  towards  the  Undertaking,  and  for 
other  Purposes  connected  therewitlu 
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1.  AN  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  a  Society 
r\    called  or  known  by  the  Name  of  "  The 

Society  for  the  Prosecution  of  Felons  and  Re- 
ceivers of  Stolen  Goods"  to  distribute  the 
Monies  and  Funds  of  the  said  Society  amongst 
certain  charitable  Institutions. 

2.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Sale  and  Exchange 
of  certain. Freehold  and  Copyhold  Lands  and 
Hereditaments  forming  Part  of  the  Estate  of 
the  late  Charles  Hayes  Esquire,  and  for  autho- 
rising certain  Leases  to  be  granted  thereof; 
and  for  authorising  the  Sale  and  Exchange  of 
certain  Freehold  and  Copyhold  Lands  and  He- 
reditaments forming  Part  of  the  Estate  of  the 
late  John  Rutherf^  Ahdy  Esquire,  and  for 
enabling  the  Trustees  of  this  Act  to  shift  the 
Charges  affecting  the  Inheritance  of  the  last- 
mentioned  Lands  and  Hereditaments  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

3.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  Building 
Leases  of  the  Estates  devised  by  the  Will  of 
Richard  Morrit  Griffith  Gentleman,  deceased, 

'  called  Caemaeslodig,  situate  in  the  Parish  of 
Bangor  in  the  County  of  Carnarvon, 

4.  An  Act  for  confirming  Two  several  Indentures 
of  Lease,  dated  respectively  the  Twenty-sixth 
Day  of  June  One  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
eighty-six,  respectively  granted  by  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  the  Cathedral  and  Metropo- 
litical  Church  of  Christ  Canterbury  and  Henry 
Penton  to  Thomas  Clutton,  of  Hereditaments 
situate  at  Walworth  in  the  Parish  of  Saint 
Mary  Newington  in  the  County  of  Surrey ,  and 
for  settling  the  Boundaries  of  the  Heredita- 
ments thereby  intended  to  be  demised. 

5.  An  Act  for  settling  all  Questions  of  disputed 
Ownership  between  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Louth  and  the 
Warden  and  Six  Assistants  of  the  Town  of 
Louth  and  Free  School  of  King  Edward  the 
Sixth  in  Louthy  with  reference  to  the  Lands, 
Tenements,  Fairs,  Markets,  Rents,  Tolls, 
Powers,  Rights,  Privileges,  and  Property  claim- 
ed by  them  respectively ;  and  for  vesting  the 
Fairs  and  Markets  within  the  said  Borough  in 
the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  thereof; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

C.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Sale  of  Part  of  the 
Estates  devised  by  William  Lee  Antonie  Es- 
quire, deceased,  and  for  applying  the  Proceeds 
in  Payment  of  cei;^in  incumbrances,  and  in 


Purchase  of  Hereditaments  to  be  limited  to  i 
Uses  deoUred  of  certain  Estates  substitiit 
and  settled  by  An  Act  of  the  Second  and  Thi 
Tears  of  the  Reign  of  King  WilUam  t 
Fourth,  intituled  An  Act  for  vetting  the  I 
Simple^  Part  of  the  Freehold  Estaies  devit 
by  the  WxU  of  William  Lee  Antonie  E$amre,i 
ceased,  in  strict  Settlement,  in  his  Nephew  Jo 
Lee  Esquire,  Doctor  of  Laws,  (subject  t» 
Term  of  Five  Hundred  Years,  as  an  Jndmm 
fication  against  a  Sum  of  Ten  Thousand  Poun 
and  Interest,)  and  for  substituing  Part  of  I 
Fee  Simple  Estates  of  the  said  John  Loe 
lieu  thereof,  and  also  for  appointing  new  JVi 
tees  of  the  said  settled  Estates;  and  to  ame 
the  said  Act. 

7.  An  Act  to  enable  Leases  for  Mining  FunKM 
to  be  granted  to  Anthony  Hill  Eaquiro  of  Flu 
of  the  Estate  situate  in  the  Parish  of  MsHk 
Tydvil  in  the  County  of  Olamorgan,  deTii 
by  the  Will  of  the  Right  HonouraMe  OA 
Archer  Earl  of  Plymouth,  deceased ;  and  i 
other  Purposes. 

8.  An  Act  to  incorporate  by  the  Name  of  **  T 
Trustees  of  the  Hospital  in  Ab€rd$en  i 
Orphan  and  Destitute  Female  Ghildran,"  **  % 
Trustees  of  the  Aberdeen  Destitute  Female  G 
phan  Asylum  "  acting  ujider  a  Deed  of  Cona 
tution  granted  by  the  Trustees  of  John  Gord 
of  Murtle,  Esquire,  deceased,  and  to  alter  a] 
extend  the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  ea 
Deed,  and  to  vest  the  Residue  of  the  ^Sata 
and  Effects  of  John  Carnegie  Esquire,  4e(9ase 
in  the  Trustees  so  incorporated. 

9.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Sett! 
ment  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Will  of  Oeor 
Oranville  late  Duke  of  Sutherland  to  grant 
demise  for  a  long  Term  of  Years  to  the  Stc 
fordshire  Potteries  Waterworks  Company  cc 
tain  Springs  and  Reservoirs  of  Water  in  Lan 
in  the  Parishes  of  Caverswall  and  Stone  in  t] 
County  of  Stafford  comprised  in  the  said  Settl 
ment,  and  certain  Waterworks,  Rights  ai 
Privileges  for  supplying  with  Water  the  Towi 
of  Longton  and  Lane  End  in  the  said  Count 
and  several  Townships  or  Places  near  thereii 
and  to  enable  the  said  Trustees  to  take  Shar 
in  the  said  Company,  and  to  advance  Money 
the  said  Company  on  Mortgage  ;  and  for  otb 
Purposes. 

10.  An  Act  to  enable  Mdrionnc  Sarah  BoberCi 
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of  Ladykifk  to  disentail  certain  detatched  Por- 
tions of  the  entailed  Estate  of  Ladykirk,  to  be 
conreyed  to  David  Rcibertson  her  Husband  in 
lien  of  the  Lands  of  Sirnprim,  to  be  added  by 
him  to  the  said  entailed  Estate ;  to  grant  Se- 
curity upon  the  said  Estate  for  a  certain  Sum 
of  Money  expended  in  Improvements ;  and  for 
other  Purposes  relating  thereto. 
.11.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Trustees  of  the  Set- 
tlement made  under  Orders  of  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery,  after  the  Marriage  of  Chaloner 
Ogle  Esquire  and  Eliza  Sophia  Frances  Ogle 
his  Wife,  to  grant  Building,  Improying,  and 
other  Leases  of  certain  Estates  and  Heredita- 
ments situate  at  Patcham  in  the  County  of 
Sussex,  comprised  in  the  said  Settlement. 

12.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  Cole  and  Jieynolds 
Estates,  situate  at  2>oddington,  LevenngUm, 
Ovyhtam,  Broughton  and  Buekden,  in  the  Isle 
of  Ely  and  Counties  of  Cambridge  and  Hv,n- 
tingdUn,  in  Trustees  for  Sale. 

13.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Trustees  of  the  Will 
of  the  late  Anthony  Barman  Esquire  to  grant 
Building,  Improving,  and  other  Leases  of  cer- 
tain Freehold  Estates  devised  by  the  said  Will. 

14.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Trustees  of  the  late 
Thomas  Qordon  to  sell.  his.  Estates  of  Caimess 
and  others  in  the  County  of  Aberdeen,  and 
to  apply  the  Price  thereof  in  Payment  of  the 
Debts  and  Burdens  affecting  the  same ;  and  for 
laying  out  the  Residue  of  the  Price  in  the  Pur- 
chase of  other  lands,  to  be  entitled  in  Terms  of 
the  Trust  Deed  of  Settlement  by  the  said 
TTiomas  Gordon;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

15.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  Title  of  the  Trustees 
of  the  Will  of  Philip  Burd  Esquire,  deceased, 
to  a  Copyhold  Estate  at  Kentish  Town  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex;  and  to  extend  the  Power 
to  grant  Building  Leases  contained  in  the  said 
WiU  :  and  to  empower  the  Trustees  of  the  said 
Will  to  raise  Money  for  the  Improvement  of 
the  said  Estate  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

16.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
the  late  Duke  of  Cleveland  to  raise  certain 
Monies  on  the  Trust  Estates  in  the  County  of 
Durham  by  the  said  Will  devised,  and  for  the 
Management  of  the  said  Estates. 

17.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Trustees  of  the  Will 
of  William  Trenehard  Esquire,  deceased,  to 
pull  down  the  Mansion  or  Dwelling  House  at 
Lytchet  Matravers  in  the  County  of  Dorset, 
and  the  Stables,  Offices,  and  Outbuildings  be- 
longing thereto.  Part  of  the  Estates  devised  by 
the  said  Will,  and  to  rebuild  a  smaller  Mansion, 
Stabling,  and  Outbuildings  suitable  to  the 
same ;  and  to  pull  down  Farm  Buildings  on  the 
said  Estates,  and  to  rebuild  the  same  ;  and  to 
•convert  Shrubberies  and  Pleasure  Grounds  into 


Arable  and  Pasture  Lands ;  and  to  raise  Money 
for  these  Purposes  by  the  Sale  of  Part  of  the 
Capital  of  the  Personal  Estate  of  the  said  Wil- 
liam Trenehard  deceased  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

18.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  Real  Estate  devised 
by  the  Will  of  the  late  Sir  Bugh  Bateman  of 
Bartington  Ball  in  the  County  of  Derby,  Baro- 
net, in  Trustees,  upon  trust  to  sell  a  Part 
thereof,  and  to  Uy  out  the  Monies  arising  from 
such  Sale  in  Payment  of  the  Mortgage  Debts 
and  other  Charges  and  Incumbrances  affecting 
the  said  Estates,  and  in  Repairs  and  substantial 
Improvements  upon  the  said  Estates ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

19.  An  Act  for  the  better  Administration  of  th^^ 
Real  and  Personal  Estates  of  the  Right  Honouis*  ^ 
able  James  Lord  Glastonbury  deceased. 

20.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  relative  to  the  Ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  George  Bishton  as  a  Com- 
missioner under  the  PaUingham  and  PattshuU 
Inclosure  Act. 

21.  An  Act  for  removing  Doubts  relative  to  the 
Powers  of  granting  Building  Leases  contained 
in>  the  Will  of  the  Right  Honourable  George 
Auaustus  Benry  Earl  of  Burlington  deceased  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

22.  An  Act  for  Supplying  the  Omission  in  the 
Will  of  the  Right  Honourable  George  Augustus 
Benry  Earl  of  Burlington  deceased  of  Powers 
of  granting  Farming  and  Buildincf  Leases  of 
the  Estates  in  the  Counties  of  York  and  Derby 
devised  by  the  same  Will ;  of  Powers  of  selling 
and  changing  the  same  Estates ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

23.  An  Act  to  enable  Sir  Thomas  Maryon  Wil- 
son Baronet  to  grant  the  Site  of  a  Church  for 
"  The  District  of  Saint  Thomas,  WoolwieK" 
in  the  County  of  Kent ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

24.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Sale  of  certain 
Parts  of  the  Estates  in  the  County  ofMtdcUesex 
devised  by  the  Will  of  Sir  George  Osbom  Baro- 
net, deceased,  for  the  Purpose  of  discharging 
the  Incumbrances  thereon. 

25.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  Building 
Leases  of  Parts  of  the  Estates  devised  by  the 
Will  of  the  late  Benry  BUmdell  Esquire,  situate 
in  the  Townships  ox  Beaten  and  Rumworth  in 
the  County  of  Lancaster,  and  to  lease  Coal  and 
other  Mines,  and  to  grant  Farming  Leases  for 
Twenty-one  Years  of  Lands  within  the  said 
Townships  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

26.  An  Act  for  the  Sale  of  certain  Hereditaments 
in  the  Parish  of  Barkham  in  the  County  of 
Berks  a£fected  by  the  Settlement  made  on  the 
Marriage  of  Theophihu  dive  Esquire. 
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27.  Ak  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Tliomas 
William  Wcddy  Esqnire  with  SXen  his  now 
Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

28.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
Jamet  with  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to 
marry  again  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

29.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Henry 
Hoghton  Esquire  with  Louisa  Josephine  JSogh- 
ton  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry 
again  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

30.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Francis 
Evdson  Merchant  with  Louisa  his  now  Wife, 
and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again;  and  for 
other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 


31.  An  Aet  for  naturalising  Richard  TvfUm  and 
Henry  TufUm  his  infant  Son. 

32.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Edward 
Cripps  Esquire  with  Augusta  Sarah  his  now 
Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

33.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  the  Reve- 
rend Brian  FausseU  with  Helena  CaroUne  hia 
Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

34.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  £!tiioan2 
Eustace  Hill  Esquire  with  the  Honourable 
Georgiana  CharU>tte,  commonly  called  Lady 
Georgiana  CJutrloUe,  his  now  Wife,  and  to 
enable  him  to  marry  again;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 
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far  The  •  indieates  that  no  Debate  took  place  upon  that  ttage  of  the  Bill. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
-^  Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's   Is- 
land). 2R.  (»»)  1075 
Foreign  AflBairs/^)  690,  710,  711 
Italy,  War  in.  Papers  moved  for,  (»«)   1086, 

1104,  1105,  1109 ;  0W)3,  58,  137,  140,  143  ; 

006)639,1112,1113 
Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  Oot)  353,  865  ;  3R. 

OO8)  157  ;  O07)  288,  289 
Plate,  River,  AflEairs  of,  0«»)781 ;  CioDgg 
Rome,  Foreign  Intervention  at,  O08)  377^  qs2  ; 

0»>  7,  285,  286,  287,  800.  805,  1035,  1036 
Sicily,  Afeirs  of,  Cios)  240  ;  004)923,  924 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  (»o«)  1086 
Spain,  Diplomatic   Relations    with,    oos)  goo, 

805 
Titles  of  Religions  Congregations  (Scotland), 

2R.  007)555 

Abinger,  Lord 

Affirmation,  2R.  006)727 

Accounts  Public, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smith),  Ooi)  499 

AcLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonshire,  N, 
Arctic  Expedition,  The.  O09)li88 
Navy  Estimates,  O04)  1026 
Railways  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  007)73 
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Adair,  Mr.  R.  A.  S.,  Cambridge 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  el,  1,  OOft) 

762 
Land    Improvement  and  Drainage    (Ireland), 

2R.  O0»)  335 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  O07)  174 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  004) 

117;  Com.  add.  el.  954 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland).  Com.  cL\,  006)1327; 

Proviso,  OO6)  1049  ;  Lords'  Amend.  O07)  i058 

Adderley,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Staffordshire,  N. 
Ascension  Day,  Oos)  570 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the,  Oos) 

635,  636,  962;  Address  moved,  1371,  1386, 

1401,  1402 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  <*06)  995 
Colonial  Possessions.  I^eave,  OO&)  9Q2 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Conmi.  moved  for,  Oos)  1007 
Count  Out,  The,  006)599 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  O04)  305 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  O06)  1015 
Supply— Canada,  O06)  332 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
I.   O0»)5;  Amend.   (Lord  Stanley),  37,  [Con- 
tents 50,  Not-Contents  52,  M.   2]  72 ;  Her 
Majesty's  Answer,  221 
e.  Address,  OOf)  73 ;  Amend.  (Mr.   Disraeli), 

2R 
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Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeehn-continued, 
89  ;  (Mr.  Grattan),  117,  [A.  12,  N.  200,  M. 
188]  149  ;  Adj.  Debate,  154  ;  Amend.  Adj. 
(Marquess  of  Granby),  217,  [A.  80,  N.  221, 
M.  141]  ib. ;  Orig.  Amend,  withdrawn,  220  ; 
Report,  258 ;  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  439 

Administration    of   Jurisdiction    in    the 
Colonies  Bill, 
1. 1R.»  (10*)  631 

Administration  of  Justice  (Ireland)  Bill, 
/.  lR.»Ci«)639 

Administration  of  Justice  {Metropolitan 
District)  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  (^<M)  229  ;  2R.»  856  ;  Rep.»  aW922 

Administration  of   Justice  (Vancouver's 
Island)  Bill, 
l.  IR.*  (i«)800  ;  2R.  1066 ;  Rep.»  1112  ;  3R.* 

1234 
c.  IR.*  "«>  1344  ;  2R.»  OW  324  ;  Rep.»  467  ; 
3R.»  615  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction  in  the    Colonies 
Bill 
I.  IR.  006)631;  2R.»  007)463;  Rep.»  554; 

3R.*  616 
c,  IR.*  834;  2R.»  882;    Rep.»   950;   3R.* 

1030 
I  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Advance  of  Money  {Athhne  and  Oalway 
Railway)  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  O07)  174 ;  2R.»  211 ;  Rep.»  398,  615  ; 

3R.»  726 
I,  IR.*  616  ;  2R.*  817 ;  Rep .•  878  ;  3R .•  949 ; 
Royal  Assent,  1072 

Advocate,    The  Lord  (Right  Hon.   A, 

Rutherfurd),  Leith 
Births,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  0«) 

1026 
Civil  Contingencies,  O06)  io26 
Insolvent  Members,  Com.  OW)  1338 
Marriage   (Scotland),  Lords'    Amend.   0W>3; 

3R.  9,  37 
Marriages,  2R.  OOS)  613,  618 ;  Com.  add,  el. 

1323 
Public  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  OW)  1449, 1457 ; 

0(tt)253;  Com.  1078 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  0«)361 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  2R.  OM)  846 
Supply— British  Museum,  OOD  346 

Affirmations  Bill, 
e,  1R.*0W)937;  2R.*  008)322;  Com.  1443; 

Rep.  (»w)132  ;  3R,  441  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  H. 

Goulbum),  444,  [0.  a,  A.  70,  N.  46.  M.  24] 

450 ;  [m.  q.  A.  73,  N.  51,  M.  22]  0")  1250  ; 

That  the  Bill  do  pass,  ib.,  [A.  77,  N.  73,  M. 

4]  1252  ;  The  Title,  1253 ;  Bill  passed,  1255 
I.  IR.*  006)1264;  2R.  006)714^  [Contents  10, 

Not-Contents  34,  M.  24]  729 

Africa,  South,  Transportation  to, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Adderley),  003)  635,  962; 
Address  moved,  1371 ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
1403 
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ANS 


Aglionby,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Oockermouth 

Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  OW)  i057  ;  Com.  cZ. 

1,  cw*)829 
Business  of  the  House,  O07)  io76 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the,  Ad> 

dress  moved,  (»")  1396 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Irehmd),   2R.   <!•«> 

1118 
Church  Rates,  008)652 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  O04)  1124 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  O05)  953 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  0«)  766 ;  2R.  O06) 

1255  ;  Com.  O06)  1331 
Count  Out,  The,  006)599 
Derby  Day,  The,  CW)844,  847 
East  Indian  Railway,  2R.  Ooi)  104O 
Eastern  Union,  Ac.  Railway,  2R.  Amend.  ^^^^ 

634,  635 
Land   Improvement  and  Drainage    (Ireland), 

Com.  O04)  1280,  1281,  1282,  1283 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  009)1447:  cL  1, 

1448,  1452 
Lough  Corrib  Improvement,  2R.  0«)  539 
Madras,   Military  Authorities    at,    0«)   1170, 

1171,1173 
Marriages,  2R.  004)  1291 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Oos)  1341 
New  Zealand,  Earthquake  in,  O05)  i029 
Ordnance  Estimates,  007>  275 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  el  5,  OOi)  109I ; 

Lords'   Amend,  el.   10,  00^1066;    el.   27. 

1067 
Public  Roads,  2R.  O04)  436 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  OOT)  444 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  O06)  966 
Vancouver's  Island — The  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, Papers  moved  for,  0«)  1170 

Agricultural  Distress 
I.  Petitions  (Duke  of  Richmond),  0«) 471, 474  ; 
(Earl  SUnhope),  O06)  163 

Anderson,  Mr.  A.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Navigation  Laws,  Com.  Amend.  (^^  465 
Pilotage,  2R.  O07)  731 

Anson,  Hon.  Lieut.  Col.,  Staffordshire,  S. 

Ordnance  Estimates,  OOi)  947  ;  (IW)  272,  S84, 
453,  463,  533,  535,  536,538,544,  545 

Anstey,  Mr.  T.  C,   Toughal 
Austrian  Claims— Italy,  <»«>  1824 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  C^^) 

1024 
BraiiUan  Treaty,  Leave,  O04)  797 
Business  of  the  House.  OOS)  1295 
Chicory  and  Coflfee,  0«>  749,  750,  957,  961  ; 

Res.  OO6)  195^  204,  206 
CivU  Service,  O06)  1077 
Colonial   Administration,    Conun.   moved  for, 

004)367 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  OO6)  949 
Customs,  Com.  d.  12,  O07)896 
Derby  Day,  The,  O05)  344 
Emigration  to  Australia,  <»«)  1218 
Financial  Reform,  Oo«)  1292 
Fisheries  (Ireland)  Comm.  moved  for,  0«)648 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leare, 

0«)  348  ;  Com.  583  ;  cl.  I,  Amend.  585  ;  cL 

2,  Amend.  587  ;  Rep.  781,  783 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Recom.  0«)  1456, 1458 
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A.N8TBT,  Mr.  T.  C. — continued. 

Land  Improvement,  Ac,  (Ireland),  Com.  ci,  I, 
006)442,445 

Lighthouses,  Address  moyed,  ^*W  io78 

Madras,  Military  Authorities  at.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  0«)  1161,  1174 

Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  d")  1148 

Nationality,  Rights  of,  ^i«*)  666 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Conmi.  moved  for,  OW) 
1196 

Pope,  Her  Majesty's  Letter  to  the,  Cios)  730, 
731 

Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Amend.  C»«>  1025 ; 
3R.  Amend.  CW)953 

Roman  Catholic  Disabilities,  Leave,  (>W  370, 
372 

Russia  and  Turkey,  Ci04)  143^  453 

Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  3R.  Amend.  CW) 
1030,  1033,  1034 

Supply.  (»w)  155 .  Canada,  0«)  328 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  C106) 
391,402,403,  405;  Amend.  Adj.  435,  438, 
443  ;  Com.  cL  1,  Amend.  786, 792,  797,  798, 
799,  800,  828 

Van  Diemen's  Land,  Illegal  Taxation  of,  Ad- 
dross  moved,  oos)  535 ;  O04)  378 ;  (lox)  251 

Antigua, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Mackinnon),  (i<»)869 

Appointments,  Irish, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Bateson),  (104)932 

Arbitration,  International, 
c.    Address    moved    (Mr.    Cobden),  Cios)  53 . 
Amend,  p.  q.  (Viscount  Palmerston),  78,  [A. 
79,  N.  176,  M.  97]  119 

Archdall,  Capt.  M.  E.,  Fermanagh,  Co. 
Castlewellan,    Outrages    at.     Correspondence 

moved  for,  CW)  616,  743,  1014 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Cio*) 
278 

Arctic  Expedition,  The, 

c.  Question  (Sir  T.  D.  Acland),  (»«)  1188;  Ob- 
servations (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  OW5I 

Argyll,  Duke  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*W  69 
Affirmation,  2  R.0»)  724 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  <»**>  929 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  Ci»>  803 
Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  <»W  1387 
Navigation,  2R.  (»«*>  1377 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  O«>902 
Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Petition,  Ci«)  1266 

Armstrong,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Lancaster 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  d.  9,  O06)  1249 

Army, 

Clothing f  c.  Question  (Mr.  Lushington),  <***> 
976 

Education  of  Oficcrt  in  the,  e.  Question  (Mr. 
Ewart),  (»«»)  963 

Estimates,  c.  ^><»)  761,  768 ;  Ciw)  964  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Hume),  995,  [A.  40,  N.  182,  M.  142] 
1018;  0<»)996;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.Lockhart), 
1003,  [A.  17,  N.  50,  M.  33]  1005  ;  Report, 
1012  ;— Excess  of  Expenditure,  (107)346 


^rmy— -continued. 
Expenditure,  c,  Comm.  moved  for  (Chanoellar 

of  the  Exchequer),  Cioi)  640 
In  India,  I,  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  Ellen- 

borough),  O08)  1234 
Medical    Officers,    c.    Motion    (Sir   De   Lacy 

Evans),  006)640 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  645 
War  Medals,  I.  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond), 

007)826 

Arundel  and  Surrey,  Earl  of,  Arundel 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  cl  6,  ooo  1137 
Distress  (IreUnd),  Rep.  O0»843 
Lancashire  Railway,  O03)  9^7 
Marriages,  2R.  O04)  1194 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

O08)  1426 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  Ooi) 

1195,  1198  ;  2R.  C»04)  1419  ;  Com.  cl.  6,  OW 

679 
Roman  Catholic  Disabilities,  Leave,  C^oi)  371^ 

372 

Ascension  Day, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Adderley),  006)570 

AsHLET,  Lord,  Bath 

Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  Address  moved, 

oos)  1057 
Cholera— State  of  London,  <107)  250 
Nuisances  Removal,  &c.  3R.  add.  cl.  OOT)  950, 

951 
Peat,  Irish,  uses  of,  OOT)  1070 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moTed, 

008)11,44,  45,46 
Ragged  Schools,  O07)897,  919,  920 

Assaults  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  005)1368;  2R.»  008)173;  3R.»  640 
I.   1R.»008)  709;   2R.»  1342;    Rep.»  1364; 
3R .•  007)  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  288 

Attachment,    Courts  of  Record  {Ireland) 
Bill, 
c.  1R.»  Oos)i293;   2R.  004)296;   Rep.»  O06) 

152,  363  ;  O07)  726  ;  3R.»  834 
Z.  1R.*007)817 

Attorney  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Jervis), 
Chester 
Affirmation,  The  TiUe,  O06)  1254 
Attachment — Courts  of  Record  (Ireland),  2B. 

O04)  298 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  oos) 

1023,  1024 
Bankrupt  Law    Consolidation,  2R.   oos)  449  . 

Com.  007)955  ;  cl.  6,  958;  cl.U,  959;  8R. 

993,   994;  Schedules,  1001,    1004;    Lords' 

Amends.  1147 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Comm.  oos)  452 
Business,  Public,  C»06)  1140 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  OM) 

1113,1119 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  008)701;  Com.   cl  4,  OOO 

1130;  c2.  6,  1136,  1137 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  OO6)  1258 
Count  Out,  The,  oos)  594^  597 
County  Rates,  Ac,   2E.  006)133^   152,   154^ 

155 
Crown  Prosecutions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved 

for,  004)  1095,  1101 
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Attorney  Gbkbral,  The — continued. 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  (»«*)  303,  304,  306 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Com.  cl. 

l,(i«)586 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  17,  ^^^^ 

1444,  1445  ;c/.  29.  1446 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Ac,  2R.  Ci06)868 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  003)694;  Com.  d. 

5,  O06)  576  ;  c/.  1 1,  578  ;  cj.  12,  580 
Literary  Societies,  Exemption  from  Taxation 

of,  Ci06)601,  602 
Madras,  Military  Authorities  at,  O^)  1173 
Navigation,   Com.   cl.    14,   0«3>  1236 ;   cl   16, 

1243  ;  d.  19,  1303  ;  d.  22,  1304 
O'Brien,  Smith,  Conviction  of,  Ci»)669 
Palace  Court,  The,  Oo«)938,  (»<»>  1094;  Leave, 

1435,  1436,  (»«>386  ;  Com.  1061 
Petty  Sessions,  Com.  d.  1,  0<»)  igg^  157 
Poor    Law— The    Godstone    Union,   Ciw)354, 

356 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  1,  OO6)  1044 ; 

cZ2,  1052,  1056;  cl  6,  1090;  cl  9,   1101, 

1102,  cl  13,  1105;   add.   cl  1108,  1110; 

Lords'  Amends.  CW)  1052 
Protection  of  Women,    2R.   <>«>  1025,   1027, 

1029 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  Amend.  OW)  349 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ac,  2R.  OW) 

1321 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  cl  1,  O07) 

404  ;  cl  8,  405  ;  cl  9,  406,  407  ;  cl  20,  468, 

471 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment  (Compensation), 

Comm.  moved  for,  (»07)  398,  399,  401,  403 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.  OO6)  126I ;  Com.  cl  1, 

(107)  204 
Supply— Canada,  0«)  307 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0*> 

389,  401,  412;   Com.  cl  1,  789,  791,  799, 

828 

Attorneys  and  Solicitors  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR.*Cio3)io29;  2R.*  O«)807;  Rep.»  C106) 

1230;  3R.*  006)173 
I  1R.»  006)283;  2R.»  O07)288;   Rep.»  362 ; 
3R.*  403  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Wyld),  O04)  973 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  Bill, 

I  1R>  006)869  ;  2R.  1131,  [Contents  10,  Not- 

Contents  5,  M.  5]  1133;  Com.  1243  ;  cL  1, 

1248;  3R.  1389 
c.  lR.\O07)2 

AuDLEY,  Lord 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»<^) 
316,318 

Australia, 

I  Question  (Lord  Monteagle),  0«)  1366  ;  Peti- 
tion (Lord  Monteairle),  006)1115;  Question 
(Lord  Stanley),  O07)  463 

c.  Question  (Hon.  F.  Scott),  O08)ii23  ;— Emi- 
gration to,  Question  (Mr.  Monsell),  002)1216  ; 
Steam  Communication  with,  Question  (lion. 
F.  Scott),  ooa)  325  ;— Grants  of  Landr- 
seo  Land,  Grants  of  {New  South  Wales) 
Bill 

Australian  Colonies  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  O^)  1125  ;  IR.*  1368 


Australian  Colonies  Government  (No,  2) 
Bill 
c.  IR.*  006)922 

Austria  and  Russia, 

I  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  OO6)  472 

c.  Hungary,  Question  (Lord  Nugent),  <W)1162 

Austrian  Claims — Italy, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  OW 1324 

Bagshawe,  Mr.  J.,  Harwich 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  <»'»^  588 

Bailey,  Mr.  J.  Jun.,  Herefordshire 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Oos)  1341 

Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Inverness-shire 
Ceylon,  OW  758,  759 ;    Address  moved,  <»»> 

1079,  1085,  1099 
Chicory  and  Coflfee,  Res.  OM)  202 
China,  008)1134,1136 
Colonial  Despatches,  00«)  1336,  1327 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  001)938,  966,  971,  978, 

985,986,  1037,  1039 
Guiana,  British,  O04)  145  .  (les)  134 ;  <W)  951^ 

942 
Ordnance  Estimates,  OOD  277 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  (i<i»  1218 
Supply— Canada,  O08)281 

Baines,  Right  Hon.  M.  T.,  Hull 
CivU  Service,  O06)io53.  1054, 1055 
Infant  Pauper  Establishment  at  Tooting,  (i**) 

565 
Outdoor  Paupers,  Com.  Oo«)  1378 ;  d,  7,  1384, 

1385 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenanoe  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  OO6)  655 
Poor  Law  Union   Charges  Act  Amendment, 

Com.  cZ.  1,007)361.362 
Poor  Laws— The  Godstone  Union,  0«)  355  ; — 

Law  of  Settlement,  868,  869  ;— Workhouse 

Dress  006)730 
Poor  Removal  Act,  Ooi)  1184, 1185 

Baines,  Mr,  M,  T,,  Appointment  of, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  lion.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  Ci«) 
680 

Baking  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  O07)  431,  [A.  19,  N.  77,  M.  58]  492 

Ballinasloe,  Mortality  in, 
c.  Remarks  (Sir  G.  Grey),  <»•»)  1034 ;  Question 

(Mr.  Conolly),  <»«)  185 

Ballot,  Vote  by.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  OO6)  907,  [A.  8!J,  N.  136,  M.  51]  926 

Bankes,  Mr.  G.,  Dorsetshire 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^*">198; 

Report,  261,  275 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  <»••>  1306 
Colleges  (Ireland),  0")  1202 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  O0J)843 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  004)919 
Juvenile  OflFenders  (No.  2),  Leave,  OW)  105. 
Land  Improvement,  4c.  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  1, 

(105)  429 
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Bankbs,  Mr.  G. — cmUinued. 
Naples  and  Sicily,  Returns  moved  for,  CJW)  356, 

366,  379 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  (101)717 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 

921.  936,  1192  ;  2R.  OW)  1434,  1437  ;  Com. 

(i»)  434  ;  cl.  1,  Amend.  670 
Poor  Uws— The  Godstone  Union,  (»«»)  355 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  Ci«) 

141  ;OW)562;3R.  981 
Public  Roads,  2R.  Ooi)  1353 ;  (104)  416 
Record  Office,  Ciw)  937 
Sicily,  Supply  of  Arms  to,  (>")  1324 ;— Affidrs 

of,  C104)  635,  637  ;  ^»»*>  663,  664 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  (W)  194 
Spain,  Relations  with,  0«)  768;— The  Tariff, 

(»<»)  906,  907 
Supply— Canada,  cw)277;  Explanation,  304, 

344  :— Colleges  (Ireland),  (W)  369 
Taxation,  (W)  601 
Ways  and  Means,  OW)  734 

Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  awi468;   1R.»  Ci04)  144;  2R.  0<») 
1236  ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Clay),  1238,  [0.  q. 
A.  55,  N.  46,  M.  10]  1246  ;  O06)  Com.  1022 

Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation, 

I.  Petition  (The  Lord  Chancellor),  C»«)463; 
(Lord  Brougham),  1028 

Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill, 

I,  IR.*  OW)  221 ;  2R.  743  ;  Rep.*  (iw)631 ;  Pe- 
tition (Lord  Campbell),  1138;  Com.  1146; 
3R.  1264 

e.  IR*  C»»)1368:  Question  (Mr.  J.  Stuart), 
1370;  2R.»0«)449;  Rep.»  dW)  882  ;  Com. 
955  ;  cl  6,  958  ;  cL  14,  959  ;  d.  20,  ib.;  3R. 
992  :  Schedules,  1001 ;  Bill  passed,  1004 

I.  Commons'  Amends.  1016 

c.  Lords*  Amends.  1147 

I.  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency, 
I.  Report,  (»«»>  634 

Bankruptcy  [Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (»«>  1293  ;  2R*  004)  1192  ;  Rep.»  0<») 

660 ;  C106)  1133  ;3R*  007)2 
I,  IR.*  207;    2R.»  949;  Rep.»   960;   3R.» 

1016;  Royal  Assent,  1160 

Baring,   Right  Hon.   Sir  F.  T.,  Forts- 
mouth 
Arctic  Expedition,  The,  (»«>  1189 
Australia,  Steam  (Communication  with,  C106)  326 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of.  Address  moved, 

(103)  1064 
California,  (»w)  567 
Civil  Service,  (»»)  i056 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  OOT)  933,  986 
Mitchel,  The  Convict,  (»«>  261 
Naval  Expenditure,  (»•*>  64 
Navigation,  Com.  cl.  16,  OW  1242 
Navy  Estimates,  U»)  99,  914,  916,  1025  ;  (»"> 

1002,  1003,  1012,  1021,1022,1025,  1027; 

0<»)  992,  996  ;  Rep.  1011,  1012 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac.  2R.  0^>*^  621 

Baring,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon 
Navigation,  3 R.  (>w)674 


Barrington,  Viscount,  Berkshire 

Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac,  (Ireland), 

Comm.  (i«)  122 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Ci04)  1244 
Smithfield  Market  Committee,  ^^^^  966 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W.,  Waterford  City 
Berwick,  Mr. — Offences  (IreUnd)  Bill,  Expla- 
nation, 003)  263,  254,  266 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),   2R.  Cio«) 

1111 
Distress  (IreUnd),  Rep.  Amend.  Adj.  Cioi)839, 

840,  844 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  (101)552 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension   (Irektnd),  Leave, 

(»W)  355,  364  ;  2R.  608 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  ^^^919; 

2R.  (»«)  345 
Indictable  Offences  (Irehind),  Com.  cL  17,  (*"> 

1446 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  Citft) 

170 
Land  Improvement  and  Drainage    (Ireland), 

Com.  Ciw)  1287  ;  (»«*>  400,  403 
Offences  (Ireland),  2R.  <»«>  1366,  1371,  1372 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  (*"> 

76  ;  CW)677 ;  Com.  cl  1,  934;  ProvUo,  946, 

946;  cl.  2,960 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Leave,  O04)  891  ;    2R. 

00*)  627;    Com.   Amend.   1296,   1302;   0») 

860,  861  ;  cl.  2,  Amend.  1069  ;  cl.  3,  1087; 

d.  5,  Amend.  1088, 1091  ;  d.  9,  1102  ;  add. 

cl.  1260,  1254,  1265  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  ('W  79, 

81  ;  Lords'  Amends.  1060  ;  cL  10,  Amend« 

1066 ;  d.  27,  1067 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C107?  71 

Bateman,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (>*>  14 

Bateson,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Appointments,  Irish,  Ci04)  932 
Poor   Laws   (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C>«)  634,  636,  637  ;  2R.  004)  126, 

164,  166  ;  d.  2,  962 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  Proviso,  (106)1397 

Beaufort,  Duke  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  <>•*>  927, 

928 
Railway  Accounts— Mr.  Saunders,  O04)  1249 

Beaumont,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  C101)  30 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  inc.),  3R. 

(106)  871 
Cotter,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Oos)  534,  537 
Dramage  of  Land,  IR.  OW  1116 
House  of  Lords,  Accommodation  of  the,  Ci07) 

1109,  1110 
Hungary,  War  in,  (^^  962 
Italy,  French  Expedition  to,  ^»w)  454 ;  (106)  357^ 

371,  372,373;  0«)46 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  Amend.  CW)  1990, 

1092 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  2R.  <»•*> 

853  ;  Com.  O06)  io82, 1083. 1084  ;  3R.  1281 ; 

O06)  379,  380 
North  Wales  Railwav,  l>w>  631,  699 
Petty  Sessions,  2R.  0»)  1366 
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Beaumont,  Lord — continued, 
Plate,  River,  Affairs  of.  Correspondence  moved 

for,  Ci04)6U;  007)100 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  OW) 

278 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  16,  CW)  397 ; 

Commons'  Amends.  1127 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  OOT)  964 
Rates,  Distraining  for.  Com.  Cios)  1177 
Importing  the  Debates,    O**)  1260  ;    Comm. 

moved  for,  C106)  173,  191,  192 
Rome,  Works  of  Art  in,  Ci04)  969 
Sicily,  Affairs  of,  Cio*)  92I,  926 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  <»">  1095 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland), 

2R.  O07)  555 
Tyne  Conservancy,  2R.  0°^  363,  364 

Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts, 
I.  Comm.  moved  for  (Earl  of  Harrowby),  Ci«) 

284 

Benefices  in  Plurality  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  0»)  1368  ;  0<»)  1082 ;  2R.  1390 

Bennet,  Capt.  P.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  OM) 

270 
Chicory  and  Coffee,  Res.  C106)  2O6 

Beresford,  Major  W.,  Essex  W. 

Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  CW)  172 
Lyme  Regis  Election,  0»)  1312 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  O04)  1399 

Berkeley,  Hon.  Capt.  M.  F.  F.,  Gloucester 
Ballot,  Vote  by,  Leave,  C»06)  921 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  (>07)  982.  985 
Navy  Estimates,  0«)  933,  939  ;  ^^o*)  1022  ;  «<») 

994 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac.  2R.  Amend.  Ci04)  Q19 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  Ciw) 

445 

Berkeley,  Hon.  F.  H.  F.,  Bristol 
Ballot,  Vote  by.  Leave,  CIM)  907,  926 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  cl  3,  Cios)  i082 
National  Representation,  Leave,  ^**)  1171 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  ^^^  185 
Pilotage,  2R.  C»07)  730 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Cios)  1030,  1066 

Berkeley,  Hon.  G.  C.  G.,  Gloucester sUre, 
W. 
Ballot,  Vote  by.  Leave,  0<»)  919 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  t*<*) 
1022 

Berkeley,  Mr..  C.  L.  G.,  Cheltenham 

Financial  Reform,  t***)  1288 

Privilege,  Breach  of — Reporting  the  Debates, 

(10*)  1058 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac,  2R.  0^)  521 

Bernal,  Mr.  R.,  Rochester 
Array  Estimates,  ^»<»)  103 
Bankrupt    and    Insolvent   Members,   2R.  (^**> 

1243 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  3R.  994 


Bbrnal,  Mr.  R. — eontiwued. 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  cl.  0,  (105>  1249 
Cholera— State  of  London,  dW  248 
Civil  Contingencies,  C»06)  1024 
Colonies,  Condition  of  the,  004)295 
Distress  (IreUnd),  Comm.  moved  for,  0<^>  597 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  c/.  002)  588 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  1,  (^*^> 

766 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  O0*)676 ;  Com.  1838  ; 

OW)  1085 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  8,  <**>  1316 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  19,  <»«  1295  ;  d,  22, 1805 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d.  1,  O06)  450,  461 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  007)  173 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)—  Rate  in   Aid,  Comm, 

008)317  ;  004)528 ;  Proviso,  943.  944 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  004)372 
Private  Bills,  007)1074 
Railway   Casualty  Compensation,   Com.    Reg. 

008)866 
Slave  Trade  (PersUn  Gulf),  8R.  OOT)  1089 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  cf. 

1,006)798 

Bernard,  Viscount,  Bandon  Bridge 

Berwick,  Mr.— Offences  (IreUnd)  Bill,  <»•>  255 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2&.   Cim> 

1110 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  ^**>  689 
Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  ooi)  671 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  O**) 

517 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.-  OOiJ 

166 
Land    Improvement  and  Drainage   (Ireland), 

Com.  004)1283 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  C»oi)ii4i 
Lighthouses,  Address  moved,  Ooi)  1076 
Navy  Estimates,  O04)ioii 
Poor   Laws   (Ireland) — Rate  in   Aid,  Comm. 

moved  for,  C»o«)  638 ;  O08)  132 

Berwick,  Mr, — Offences  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Explanation  (Mr,  J.  O'Connell),   OOi)  170  ; 
(Sir  H.  W.  Barron),  258 

Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption^  dfc.) 
Bill, 
c.  1R.»  OOI)  225  ;  2R.  008)953  .  Amend.  (Lord 
Brooke),  954,  [0,  q.  A.  70,  N.  62,  M.  8]  955  : 
3R*  006)1283 
I,   1R.»   1327;  2R.»  006)870,  [Contents  81. 
Not-Contents  58,  M.  27]  872 

Births,  Ac,  Registration  of  (Ireland) ^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Meagher),  Ooj)  374 

Births,  Registering,  d^c,  (Scotland)  BiU, 
I,  IR.*  ooi)  302  ;  2R.  857  ;  3R.»  0«)  157 
c.   1R.»  003)383;    2R.»  686;    Com.    1026; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [0.  q.  A.  59,  N.  4,  M. 

56]  1027 

Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of — Ecclen^ 
astical  Reform, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Horsman),  oot)  153,  4^7^ 
1211  ;  Addi-css  moved  (Mr.  Horsman),  OOi) 
1032,  [p.  q.  A.  39,  N.  62,  M.  131  1064  ; 
Question  (Mr.  Horsman)  O04)  152  ;  W)  186, 
733 
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Black  ALL,  Major  S.  W.,  Longford 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the, 

Address  moved  l»">  1396 
Oastlewellan,    Outrages     at,    Correspondence 

moved  for,  OW)  ei2 
Colonial  Administration,   Comm.   moved   for, 

(104)373 

Count  Out,  The,  OW766 

Fiscal   Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  C^^^  340 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  17,  ^^^^ 

1445 
Ireland,  State  of.  Res.  CW)  151 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave  (^^^ 

283 
Land    Improvement   and   Drainage  (Ireland), 

2R.  006)  329 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  Oos)  io26 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Ci06)ii7 
Ordnance  Estimates,  0<^>  552 
Passengers,  2R.  004)302 
Poor   Laws  (Ireland) — Rate   in   Aid,    Comm. 

moved  for,  0«)285  ;   oos)  193,  Amend.  198  ; 

2R.  (»04)275  ;  Com.  506  ;  Proviso,  944 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  1,  006)1321; 

000)931,  1044;  d.  2,  1053 
Protection  of  Justices  (Ireland),  8R.  Ooo)  1176 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  (»»)  122,  123 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  c/. 

1,008)796 

Board  of  Trade  Returns^ 

c.   Observations  (Rt.   Hon.    H.   Labouchere), 
006)387 

Bolmro,  Capt.  H.  G.,  Chippenham 

Amy    and    Ordnance    Expenditure,    Comm. 

moved  for,  oot)  541 
Army  Estimates,  Oos)  10O6 
Navy  Estimates,  OOS)  944  ;  (106)  995 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Oo»)  1363  ;  O07)  285,  462 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of — Supply,  004)  159 

Boroughs  Belief  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  O06)  1390  ;    2R.»  007)2;    Rep.»  101; 

3R.*  211 
I.  1R.»  362 ;  2R.»  817  ;  Rep.»  878  ;  3R.»  949 

Boroughs  Relief  {No,  2)  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  007)977  :  2R.«  ib.;  Rep.»  ib. ;  3R.»  tft. 
I.  1R.»  1016;  2R.»  1071,  3R.»  1071 ;   Royal 
Assent,  1156 

Bourke,  Mr.  R.,  S.,  Kildare,  {see  Naas, 
Viscount) 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  0^4) 

1104,  1118 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Address  moved,  OO6) 

531 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),    Leave, 

Oo«)  352 
Poor    Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,   Comm. 

003)201 

BoDVERiE,  Hon.  E.  p.,  Renfrew,  Ac. 

Affirmation.  The  Title,  OO6)  1254 

Clergy  Relief.  Comm.  moved  for,  O0«)n28, 
1 132,  1 133  ;  2R.  O08)  695^  597  .  Com.  1072, 
1074;  004)1120,  1121,1124;  c/.  6,  1131, 
1137;  005)1028;  3R.  007)952 

CountOut,  The,  O0i)7ee 


BouvBBix,  Hon.  E.  P — contitmed. 
Division  on  the  Church  Rate   Question,  Oos) 

685 
Navigation,    Com.    Proviso,  O0J)i206,    1212, 

1228  ;  cl.  16,  1244 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d.  1  006)441 
Small  Debts  (Ireland),  2R.  O08)  1070 

Bowles,  Rear  Admiral  W.,  Launceston 
Harbours  of  Reftige  007)  932 
Navigation,  2R.  Ooa)  604 
Navy  Estimates,  004)  1004 
PUoUge,2R.  007)736 

Bracelet,  Viscount,  Staffordshire^  N, 
Marriages,  2R.  004)1182 

Brazil,  Trade  with 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  Oo«)  305 

Brazilian  Treaty  Bill, 

c.  Leave  004)757,  [a.  34,  N.  137,  M.  103]  806 

Bread,  Sale  of, 
e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Bankes),  OOS)  1306, 
[A.  81,  N.  37,  M.  54]  1309 

Bread,  Sale  and  Manufacture  of,  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  OO6)  1390 

Breadalbane,  Marquess  of 
Paris,  Excursion  to,  006)970,  971 
Universities    (Scotland) — The    Free    Church, 
ooo)  1343 

Bremridge,  Mr.  R.,  Barnstaple 
Railway  Board,  The,  ooi)  567 

Bribery  at  Elections  Bill, 

e.  Leave,  Oot)659;  1R.»  660;  2R.  1041,  [A. 
110,  N.  80,  M.  33]  1074;  Comm.  That  Sir 
J.  Hanmer  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
008)232,  [A.  31,  N.  3,  M.  28]  233,  462; 
004)808;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  810; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  811  ;  d,  1,  Amend. 
(Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  812.  [0.  q.  A.  54, 
N.  146,  M.  22]  829;  006)173;  cl.  9,  1246; 
d.  postponed,  1250 ;  3R.»  007)324 

I,  IR.*  362;  2R.  1110;  Amend.  (Lord  Stan- 
ley), 1111;  2R.neg.  1116 


Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
Ascension  Day,  O06)  570,  571 
BnwQ—Tariflf,  001)306 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  004)732,  905 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  O06)  499 
Castlewellan,    Outrages     at.    Correspondence 

moved  for,  O07)  610,  742,  743 
Cattle  and   Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  0<>«> 

1110 
Church  Rates.  0«5  662,  666,  667 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  (»«)701  ;  Com.  O04)  1126 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  OOO)  151 
Death   Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  C^^) 

1072, 1085 
Financial  Reform,  <iw  1293 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  <*'*J  915 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  O0i)462, 

791 
Literary  Societies,  Exemption  from  Taxation 

of,  006)602 
Mines  and  CoUieries,  2R.  0«)  1341 
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Bright,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  (^o&)  1112,  1115 
National  Representation,  Leave,  (J«>*)1196 
Navigation.  Com.  cl,  1,  (»«>  1221 ;  el  16, 1240, 

1247  ;  Lords*  Amends.  (»«>  189 
Navy  Estimates,  C104J  io28 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (i<^)  282 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

Cios)  29,  44 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl.  1,  OW  446 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  OW)  i84 
Poor  Laws   (Ireland) — Rate    in  Aid,   Comm. 

moved  for,  (»«>  286;    2R.  O04)  132,    lei ; 

Com.  480 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  Cio4)889  ;    That 

the  Bill  do  pass,  Cio7)  88 
Privilege  of  Members,  Ciw)  ii83 
Public  Business,  Ciw)  152,  869 
PubUc  Roads,  2R.  C>w)  1347 
Railways  (India),  (i")  647 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  (W>450,  451 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.  Ci«)  1261 ;  Com.  O07) 

196 ;  c/.  1,  203 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  Cios) 

392 
Ways  and  Means,  (W)  777 

British  Guiana, 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Baillie),  <^<>*>  938 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  L.  Ricardo)  965  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1039;  Comm.  appointed,  ib.  ; 
Question  (Mr.  Baillie),  004)  145  .  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  C106)  183 ;  Motion  (Mr.  Hume),  (»«') 
920 ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  948,  [A. 
17,  N.  94,  M.  77]  949  ;  Motion  neg.  ib. 

British  Museum, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  Cio9)  443 ;— -Suppty, 
(107)342 

Brooke,  Lord,  Warwiclcshire,  S. 

Birmingham  Borough  Exemption,  2R.  Amend. 

oos)  954 
County  Courts,  Ac.  2R.  CW)  145,  157 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.,  Fermanagh 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (»w>692 
Incumbered   Estates  (Ireland),  2R.   C105)  347  . 

Com.  cl.  16,  771 
Labour,  Employment  of  (IreUnd),  Com.  0<*> 

169 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in   Aid,    Comm. 

(108)216,  292;    2R.  (i04J267,  269  ;    Com.  c^. 

1,  941  ;  Proviso,  946 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  0»)1321  ; 

(106)865,  935  ;  ci.5,  1091  ;  cl.  9, 1102  ;  add. 

cl.  1109,  1110,  1264  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  (107)82 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  (io«)123 

Brothbrton,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 

Bribery  at  Elections,  Leave,  "o«)  660  ;    Com. 

cl  1,  (»w>828.  829 
Civil  Services,  (»»>  1049 
Death   Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave.  ^**^> 

1087 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  Ac,  2R. 

(>oi)643,  646 
Eastern  Counties,  Ac.  Railway,  2R.  (na)  635 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  (»04)  305 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (i^>  281 


Bbothbbton,  Mr.  J. — eoniinued. 

Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

(103)46 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl.  1,  ^^^^  463 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*06) 

1262 
Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  dos)  660 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Rep.  (>o*) 

706 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

Adj.  (106)560;  OW  1005 
Privilege,  Breach  of— Reporting  the  Debates, 

(10*)  1058 
PubUc  Roads,  Leave,  (i«)  665 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  9,  O^)  244 
Supply — Property  of  the  late  Samuel  Ashton, 

6009  ._canada.  Amend.  Adj.  (»«)274.  278, 

303 

Brougham,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  do*)  16 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  O06)  1074 
Afllrmation,  2R.(»«)720,  721 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  (*^  1241 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  ^^^^  1248 ; 

cl.  1,  1249 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  2R.  (^os)  743  . 

008)463,  1028  ;  Com.  (»<»)  1138,  1146,  1147; 

3R.   1264;  Commons'   Amends.   (i«^)  1016, 

1021,  1022 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency,  Report,  (**>  634 
Bribery  at   Elections,   2R.   (io7)  1110,    1113, 

1114,  1115 
Caledonian  Railway  Company,  (i»)1086^|087 
Canada  RebeUion  Losses  Bill,  do*)  1254r-do») 

471,  1148,  1149;  d06)450,  451,  471,  476, 

544,  546,  1033, 1037, 1038,  1039 
Ceylon,  do«)  1077 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the,  dof)io3i 
Coal  Mines,  Ventilation  in,  (1^)1332,  1343  ; — 

Explosions  in,  doe)  283 
Cotter,  Mr.,  Case  of,  (103)537 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  do*)  851 
County  Courts,  3R.  (»07)  949 
Criminal   Law   Consolidation,   2R.  do*)  743  . 

Petition,  d^)  1030,  1031  ;  d05)  192,  193 
Defects  in  Leases  Suspension,  (>07)  i022,  1023 
Denmark  and  Schleswig-Uolstein,  d<*)1149 
Distress,  Relief  of  (Ireland),  2R.  dos)  163 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  d06)  782,  788,  794,  800, 

803,  812,  815,  825,  836 
Foreign  Afiairs,  Res.  (W)616,  724 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  da) 

1177;  3R.  1203,  1204 
House  of  Lords,   Accommodation  of  the,  dOT) 

1110 
Hungary,  War  in,  d^T)  962 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  d06)  1339^ 

1345,  1346,  1347,  1351,  1360;  Com.  1366  ; 

Rep.  do«)713,  714,  723  ;  Commons'  Amends. 

(107)961 
Independence  of  Parliament,  IR.  do*)  56 
Italy,  War  in.  Papers  moved  for,  d08)  1105^ 

1112  ;  dM)  1,  59, 136,  137,  141,  143,  227,^— 

Works  of  Art  in,  600,  968,  969,  970  ;  d») 

686 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  do»)  744 
Leasehold    Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),   Com. 

(»<»)1083;  3R.  1282;  doo)377 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  Com.  dOT)  819 
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Brotjoram,  Lord — continued, 
Manzoni,  M.  Otft)969 
Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  Ciw)  868  ;  CiW  289, 

290 
Navigation  Laws,  C^w)  433 
Navigation,  2R.  <»m)  1328.  1344  ;  dW  44,  4d  ; 

Com.  ci.  1,  737;  3R.Oo«)22 
North  Wales  Railway,  C»oi)224,  225,  562 
Nova  Scotiar— Case  of  Mr.  Fairbanks,  Ooa)  1289, 

1292,  1293 
Palace  Court,  The,  Address  moved,  O®)  383 
Paris,  Excursion  to,  0a)969. 970,  971 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  (^m)  915 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  (im)1313  ;  Ci08)234 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Commons'  Amends.  O07) 

1126,  1127,  1128 
Prison  Discipline,  Res.  Ci«>  1364,  1380,  1385, 

1388 
Progress  of   Bills    through   Parliament,  007) 

1136,  1141 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  (»»>  973 
Queen,  Outrage  upon  the,  <-i^)  685 
Railway  Accounts,   Returns  moved  for,   OM) 

1031, 1053  ;— (Mr.  Saunders),  1247,  1249 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  ("7)  9^8 
Reporting    the   Debates,   Conmi.    moved  for, 

O06)  182,  184,  190 
Rome,  Foreign  Intervention  at,  Ci»)  371^  372, 

380,  383  ;  0<»)8,  9,  289  ;  0^)558 
Russia  and  Austria,  0»^  472,  473 
Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Oos)  1278 
Sheriffs,  Election  of,  ^»«^  817 
Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland,  IR.  Cioe)  1242 
Sicily,  AflREiirs  of,  0«)  239,  243,  244  ;  OOO  924 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  ow)  1092, 

1095,  1096,  1097 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland), 

2R.  Ci07>555 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  0€6>  lej 
Tuscany,  Aflfedrs  of,  <*<^^>  86 
Tyne  Conservancy,  2R.  Amend.  O*')  363 
Universities  (Scotland)— The  Free  Church,  C»o«) 
1343 

Brown,  Mr.  H.,  Tewkesbury 

Eastern  Counties  Railway,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(106)  249 
International  Visit  to  France,  C^W  hqo 
Railway   Casualty  Compensation,   Com.   Res. 

(»«)865,  866 

Brown,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  8, 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  Prevention,  2R.  Ci«)  125 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  Leave,  <»•>  148 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  16,  <»«>  1243 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

(108)  47 

Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,    Comm. 

moved  for,  0«)  665 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  ^^^> 

199;  2R.  004)247 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.  Oos)  i262 

Browne,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Mayo 

TransporUtion  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  oos) 
444,  446 

Bruce,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^*®*J  5 
Navigation,  2R.  O06)  23 
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Bruce,  Mr.  C.  L.  C,  Elgin  and  Nairn- 
shire 

Navigation,  2R.  Oo»586 

Public  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  O04)  1450  ;  OOft) 

254 
Sunday  Travelling  on  ^ilways,  2R.  0<m)  846 
Supply— Canada,  C»oo)  262 

Buccleuch,  Duke  of 

Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  C»«)  1079 
Caledonian  Railway  Company,  O06)  1088 
Civil  Service,  Ooo)  1049 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  (^<^)  823 

Buckingham,  Duke  of 

Buckingham  Summer  Assizes,  3R.  (^03)  333 

Buckingham  Summer  Assizes  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  OW)  867;  2R.  1334;  Amend.  (Mar- 
quess of  Chandos),  1336 ;  Amend,  withdrawn, 
t6.  ;  3R.*Ci08)9 
I  IR.*  (»o»)  86 ;  2R.»  157 ;  3R.  382  ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 463 

Budget,  The  Annual, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  (»«)870,  [0.  g,  A.  97, 
N.  48,  M.  491  884 ;   Question  (Mr.  Hume), 
0W>  534;  006^740 

Buenos  Ayres, 
L  Correspondence  moved  for  ( Earl  of  Harrowby ), 

O04)  602  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  617  ;  Question 

(Earl  of  Harrowby).  (W)  788 ;   (»on  H^e ; 

(Lord  Colchester),  C»07)  89 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  (»0J)  757,  1328 ;  (Mr. 

Urquhart),  (»»*>  146  ;  (Hon.  G.  Smythe),  0"> 

732 

BuLLER,  Sir  J.  Y.,  D^on^^tV^,  S, 
Dublin  Consolidation  Improvement,  Ac.,  2R. 

0«)  91,  630  :  Amend.  631,  632,  1367 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  c/.   1,  (^<i*)  1450 , 
1453;  cl,  4,  0»>576 

BuNBURT,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^^^^  81 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  cl.  9,  C»06)  1240 
Marriages,  2R.  OQi)  1238,  1293 

BuRRELL,  Sif  CM.,  New  Shoreham 
Chicory  and  Coflfee,  Res.  (io6)207 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  Ac,  (^^  644 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  OW)  195 

Business  of  the  House, 

I.  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Stanley),  <wt)  221 ; 
(Lord  Brougham),  OW)  nae 

c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  Ciof)  152  ;  (lOft) 
1294 ;  Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  UM)  148  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  150  ;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 152  ;  Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  858  ; 
(Rt.  Hon.  J.  S.  Wortley),  005)389  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  B.  Osborne),  ib. ;  Amend,  and  Motion 
withdrawn,  891 ;  Observations  (Mr.  Hume), 
(107)  1076 

Business  of  the  Session, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Disraeli),  OW  173 
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Butler,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Kilkenny 
Lymo  Regis  Election,  0«)  1311 
TransporUtion  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  Cioe) 
444 

Bdxton,  Sir  E.  N.,  Esse^,  S. 
Affirmation,  Rep.  Cim)  1S8 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  (»«>  789 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  c/.  6,  (»w)  1137 
Death  Punishment,   Abolition  of,  Jjeave,  ^^^^ 

1086 
Malt  Duty,  0")  145 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

003)46 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ac,  2R.  Ciw) 

1322 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railvayi,  Leave,  0<^)  287 

Byron,  Lord 

Pilotage,  Com.  OOT)  1026 

Cadogan,  Earl  of 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  1,  <»»)888 

Caledonian  Railway  Company , 
I  Petition  (Lord  Monteagle),  CW)  1034 

California, 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  OOJ)  567 ; 
(Mr.  Wyld),  1327 

Call  of  the  House, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Grattan),  O^  406 ;  Motion  neg. 
467 

Callaghan,  Mr.  D.,  Cork  City 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

a«)i432 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  0«)  261 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  2R.  0»)  596 ;  Com.  cl  1, 

(108)  934 

Campbell,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  <««)  1074 
Affirmation,  2R.  O06)  722,  723,  728 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  (i0ft)ii3s.  c^iq, 

1147  ;  Commons'  Amends.,  oor)  1021 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  Ac.)  2R. 

008)870 

Births,   Registration  of  (Scotland),  2R.  <*« 

867 
Canada  RebelUon  Losses  Bill,  O06)  514^  528, 

534 
Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the,  oos) 

1033 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  (»04)  927 
Defects  in  Leases  Suspension,  2R.  Amend.  (*07) 

1022 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  3R.  Of*) 

1204 
Incumbered  EsUtes  (Ireland),  2R.  Ci06)]3d6, 

1339,  1345,  1346,  1347,  1356,  1360 ;  Com. 

1366  ;  Rep.  0»)  709,  713  ;   3R.  1040,  1041 ; 

Commons'  Amends.  <»o^  960,  961 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  C»o*)  1092 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  (>o*>  743,  754 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  2R.  <»04) 

856;    Com.   O0*>  1082,   1083;    Rep.   1150, 

1162  ;    3R.  1279,  1282  ;    (»o«>376,  377,  378, 

379,  381 


Campbxll,  Lord. — conUimed, 
Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  fW857,  865,  Wl ; 

8R.  0")157,  161;  O0')289 
North  Wales  Railway.  C»o«)  224  ;  OW)  453 
Petty  Sessions,  2R.  0«>  1364,  1365,  1866 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  el  16,  iw>596, 

397  ;  Commons'  Amends.  1128 
Progress   of  Bills  through   Pariiament,  <i<^> 

1140 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  006)973,  975 ;  Rep. 

1264  ;  3R.  Amend.  Oos)  169,  178 
Rates,  Distraining  for.  Com.  0«»)  1177 
Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland,  IR.  WW  1249 
Stock  in  Trade,  2R.  OW)  824 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland), 

2R.  007)554,  555,  556 ;  (^.  881 ;  8R.  883 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.  (^m> 

158,  160  ;  2R.  288 
Tyne  Conservancy,  2R.  Oor)  364 
Woods  and  Forests,  O08)  2 

Campbell,  Hon.  W.  F.,  Camhridg$ 

.Charter,  The  People's,  <»«•>  1285 
National  Representation,  Leave,  OV)  1184 
Navigation,  3R.  «•*)  701.  702 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2£.  ^^^  188 

Canada, 
I.  Disturhancei  in.  Question  (Lord  Stanley), 
O06)  457 

c.  Question  (Mr.  F.  Mackeniie),  CMD957  •  (lu. 
Hon.  W.  Gladstone),  1124;  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C. 
Herries),  1189;  (^»)495;  Papers  prsaented, 
561 ;— "  The  Times"  Newspaper,  Qneeticn 
(Mr.  Christopher),  1108 

I.  Indemnity  Bill,  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  O*^ 
1250  ;  (Ix)rd  Brougham),  0«J  1148  ;  MoUon 
(Lord  Brougham),  0^>  450,  [Contents  96, 
Not-Contents  99,  M.  8]  547;  Question  (Lord 
Brougham),  1088 

e.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  G.  Hemes),  ^^^ 
1102;  006)1030,  1371 

Supply,  c.  (»w  189 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  0.  Her- 
ries),  252 ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Brotherton), 
274 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  278 ;  Ac^.  [A.  179« 
N.  107,  M.  65]  281 ;  EzpUnation  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck), 301 ;  (Mr.  Bankes),  308 ;  Ac^.  Debate, 
305,  [0.  q,  A.  291,  N.  150,  M.  141]  878,-— 
Free  Trade,  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  0.  Her- 
ries), 602 

Cannibalism,  Alleged  {Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Herbert),  <iw  978 ;  Eeplj 
(Lord  J.  RusseU),  1032 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  O06)  so2 
Pariiamentary  Caths,  2R.  (»«)888 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  TransportaHon  to 

the, 
I  Question  (Lord  Stenley),OW)  948 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Adderley),  O08)685,  962;— 

Returns  moved  for  (Rt.  Hon.  R.  V:  Smitk), 

1031 :— Address  moved  (Mr.  Adderiej),  ISTl ; 

Motion  withdrawn,  1408 

Card  WELL,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Civil  Service,  0«5)  1062 
Financial  Statement,  (*•*>  978 
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Cardwbll,  Mr.  £. — continued. 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  Leave,  (»»5  143 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  (^^^  246 
Navigation,  2R.  Ci«)  519 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  <i^  114^ 
Passengers  iid  Irish  Steamers,  0^>  1030 
Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  0€6)  557 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  el  1,  ^^^^ 

403 
Steamboat  Casualties,  ^^^^  857 

Carew,  Mr.  W.  H.  P.,  Cornwall,  E. 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  Duchies  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  OOO  1103,  1169 

Carlisle,  Earl  of 
Coal  Mines,  Aocidents  in,  Comm.  moved  for, 
(106)  383 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  ^^^^  930 

Drainage  of  Land.  IR.  OM)  1114 

Foreign  AfBurs,  (M7)048 

Healli  of  Towns  (Scotland),  OOT)  555 

Navigation,  2R.  (»•*)  1392  ;  dos)  1 

Outdoor  Paupers,  Rep.  0«)  1177 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  (»W  872,  919 

Titles  of  Roman  CathoUe  Bishops  in  the  Colo- 
nies, Ci'W  1030 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  (»•») 
258,  271;  Com.  384;  d.  1,  366,  387;  3R. 
653 

Carter,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Winchester^ 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  Oof)  202 

Cashel,  Bishop  of 
Education.  National  (Ireland),  (»»*>20, 1140 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  CW)  817 
Poor  Laws— Rate  in  Aid  (Ireland),  <»«)  1184 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  Oos) 
163 

Castlereagh,  Viscount,  Downshire 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  <»w)  152 
CastleweUan,  Outrages  at,  OS7)74i,  io05,  1012 
Conference  with  the  Irish  Members,  (*^)  459, 

461 
Famine  (Irehind),  005)  989 
Party  Processions  (Ireland),  0">  1189 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  Oos) 

52,  78,  225,  229,  232,  281 ;  Ci04)  528, 593 ;  cl 

I,  939;  add.  el  954;3R.  975 

CastleweUan^  Outrages  at, 
I  Observations  (Earl  of  Roden),  (W)  1129 
c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr.  Moore), 
(W)  603 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  616 ;  Obser- 
vations (Viscount  Jocelyn),  737;  —  Corre- 
spondence moved  for,  (Mr.  Reynolds),  1004; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1016 

Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  0«>  864  ;  2R.  O^)  1 104  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
S.  Crawford),  1109,  [0.  q.  A.  67,  N.  86,  M. 
19] 1119 

Cawdor,  Earl  of 
Post  Office  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), W)  816 


Cayley,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Yorkshire,  N.  B, 
Colliei7  Accidents,  The  late,  OW)  702 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  Cios)  809 

Ceylon, 
L  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  (»••)  1077 
c.  Question    (Mr.    Baillie),   C»«)  758 ;  Comm. 

moved  (or  (Mr.  Baillie),  938 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  J. 

L.  Ricardo),  965 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1039  ; 

Comm.  appointed,  ib. ; — Address  moved  (Mr. 

BaiUie),  (W)  1079;  [A.  33,  N.  90,  M.  57] 

1100;  —  Courts  Martial  in,  Question  (Mr. 

Hume),  (»«)  1442 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (The  Right  Hon. 
Lord  Cottenham) 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  Oes)  463 
Charitable  Trusts,  Regulation  of,  O0«)  1097 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  0")849, 

855,  856 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  Ciw)  928, 

930 
Ingrossing,  Ac,  of  Bills,  Comm.  moved  for, 

Ciw)S02;  Report,  436 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  2R.  O04) 

850 
North  Wales  Railway,  0^)  222,  224 ;  (»•*)  532 
Stockport,  Magistracy  of,  t»«*>  13,  19 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the, 
I  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Brougham),  (*^> 
1031 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Right 

Hon.  Sir  C.  Wood),  Halifax 
Accounts,  Public,  C»W499 
Antigua,  <»«>  870 
Appointments,  Irish,  O04)  932 
Army    and     Ordnance    Expenditure,    Comm. 

movedfor,  OW)640,  641 
Army,  Ac,  Estimates,  C»«)  762,  769,  770 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  Address  moved, 

0«)  1064 
Budget,  The,  ^04)534^  535  ;  (108)740,  743 
Cape  of  Grood  Hope,  Returns  moved  for,  <'"> 

1032 
Ceylon,  Address  moved,  CJOt)  hqo 
Chicory  and  Coflfee,  Oos)  750,  958, 961,  (»»)  154, 

155,  202,  204,  207 
CivU  Contingencies,  Ci«)  1018, 1023, 1024, 1025 
Civil  Service,  0«)  1040,  1041,  1042, 1048, 1045, 

1047,  1056,  1058,  1060 
Coast  Guard,  The,  0»)  1035, 1036 
Corn  Duties,  Cio3)638 
Customs,  Com.  (^07)895,  896  ;  d.  12,  897 
Customs,  Board  of,  (»W  195 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C^w)  374^ 

391  ;  Rep.  821,  823,  826 ;— Inaccurate  Re- 
turns, 1187, 1210 
Distressed  Unions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(W)  46,  75,  76 
Dover  Harbour,  O^)  go,  61 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^*> 

211,218,220 
Famine  (Ireland),  (i»)  983 
Financial  Reform,  OW 1235. 1247 
Financial  Statement,  Ci»)  977 
Fiscal  Relations   between  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  007)  339 
Government  Returns,  C»03)  1031 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  (>07)  956 
Hop  Duty,  004)533 


CHA 


CHA 


{INDEX} 


CHA 


CHU 


Ghanoellob  ot  thb  Exchequer — continued. 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  Ciw)  351  ; 
Com.  cl.  16,  770 ;  d.  40,  776 

Inland  Revenue,  Leave,  cws)  220  ;  Com.  658, 
559 

Joint  Stock  Banks,  Leave,  Amend.  (1^)136, 
143 

Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  Cwa)  462, 
702,  742,  819 

Land  Improvement  and  Drainage  (Ireland), 
Comm.  C104)  1260,  1272,  1278,  1281,  1282, 
1288 ;  C105)  2R.  334  ;  Com.  413  ;  cl.  1,  427, 
428,  429,  431 

Land  Tax.  The,  0«^  1030 

Lough  Corrib  Improvement,  2R.  ^^^^  540 

Mails,  Transmission  of,  Irish  and  Scotch,  Comm. 
moved  for,  "«»)  1311 

Malt  Duty,  004)  145 

Marriages,  2R.  C»o*)  1238 

Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Ci05)l]09, 1110, 1112, 
1116,  1117,  1118.  1119,  1121 

Navigation,  IR.  CioJ)  761  ;  jCom.  d,  14,  U«) 
1231,  1235;  c/.  22.  1305 

Navy  Estimates,  Cio*)  533.  540,  1028  ;  O05)  995 

Nineveh  Excavations,  Ci04)  io58 

Ordnance  Estimates,  CW)  268,  276,  537,  547, 
550 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm. 
(103)  148 ;  2R.  1348  ;  004)  99,  240  ;  Com. 
467,  471.  507,  515  ;  add.  d.  954 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  C106)  1045, 
1047,  1048.  1049;  cl  2,  1052,  1053,  1056, 
1057,  1058;  d.  5,  1090,  1090;  cl  7,  1099; 
cl.  9,  1102;  add.  cl.  1109,  1110,  1111 

Public  Advances  in  Aid  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ire- 
land), OOJ)  666 

Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Ci07)  46, 
63,73 

Revenue,  Public,  CioJ)  568 

St.  Peter's  Savings  Bank  (Dublin),  Failure  of, 
C»o»)  97,  98,  750 

Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  OOT)  417 

Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 
004)38,  40,  45,  47,  957, 903,  964, 1240, 1244, 
1247 

Sessional  Orders,  Res.  oos)  3,  238 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 
O0«)  1172,  1104 

Supply,  O w)  559 ;— The  Annual  Budget,  Oos)  877. 
883,  884 ;— New  Houses  of  Parliament.  C»w> 
158,  160  ;  007)  347,  349,  350,  351,  352  ;— 
Property  of  the  late  John  Turner,  004)  956, 
957  :  — Report,  O06)  1124  ;  — Colleges  (Ire- 
land), O07)  354^  355,  356,  357 

Taxation,  007)571 

Ways  and  Means,  (»07)  752 

West  Indies,  oos)  741 

Chandos,  Marquess  of,  Buckingham 

Buckingham  Summer  Assizes,  2R.  Amend,  ooi) 
1335,  1336 

Channel  Islands,  Criminal  Law  in  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  <»«)  762 

Chapels  of  Ease  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  005)  1235:   2R.*  1283;    Rep.»  O07) 

211;  3R.*  398 
/.  IR.*  007)554  ;  2R.*  949  ;  Rep.*  960  ;  3R.* 
1071  ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Charitable  Bequests  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O07)  1073 


Charitable  Trusts  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  004)144;   2R.  006)779;   Rep»  OOS) 
384 

Charitable  Trusts,  Begulation  of, 
I  Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  oos)  ioo7 

Charter,  The  People's, 
c.  MoUon  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  Oo«)  1268,  [A.  13, 
N.  222,  M.  209]  1304 

Charteris,  Hon.  F.  W.,  Haddingtonshire 
Eastern  Counties  Railway  Report,  O^  1393, 

1396  ;  Comm.  moved  for,  O06)  246,  582 
Public  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  004)1451 
Sunday  Travelling  on  RaUways,  2R.  O04)  846 

Chartist  Convicts, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor).  0«)  1121 ;  0«> 
50,  386 ;  (Mr.  Uindley),  388 

Chattels  Partition  and  Sale  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  004)  312  ;  IR .•  313  ;  2R.*  1102 

Chichester,  Earl  of 

Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  Ao.)»  3R* 
O06)  871 

Prison  Discipline,  Ooo)  1330 

Chicory  and  Coffee, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Anstey),  OW  749,  957  ;  (Mr. 
Moflfatt),  O06)  153 ;    Reg.  (Mr.   0.  Anrtey), 
195,  [A.  11,  N.  62,  M.  51]  207 

China — Hong-Kong,  Bishopric  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  O06)  399  ;  (Mr. 
Baillie),  oos)  1134 

Cholera  at  Limerick, 
t.  Question  (Mr.  Monsell),  Oos)  750  :-^  Ltm- 
don,  Question  (Mr.  Bernal),  O07)  248 

Cholmelet,  Sir  M.  J.,  Lincolnshire  {Paris 
of  Lindsey) 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  0«)  779 

Christopher,   Mr.   R.   A.,   Lincohahire 

(Parts  of  Lindsey) 
Ascension  Day,  OOS)  570 
Canada—"  The  Times"  Newspaper,  OO6)  1009 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  Amend.  (><*> 

1330 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  O08)  157 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0««)  S91, 

394 
Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  0«)  781 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  Oos)  690  ;  Com.  d. 

1,  005)  571^  572,  575  ;   c/.  5,  576 ;  d.  12, 

580 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0« 

454 
Public  Roads,  2R.  C»W)  1348 
Smithfield  Market,  Comm.  O06)  176 
Taxation,  007)571^  600 

Christy,  Mr.  S.,  Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  O06)  51 

Church  of  Ireland, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  ^^^ 
107,  [A.  103,  N.  170,  M.  67]  174 


CHU 


CLE 


{INDEX} 


CLE 


COC 


Church  RateSt 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  Trelawny),  Cios)  639 :   Amend. 
(Mr.  W.  P.  Wood),  648.  [o.  q.  A.  183,  N.  20. 
M.  163]  681 ;  [m.  q.  A.  84,  N.  119,  M.  35] 
683  ;  Question  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie),  686 

Civil  Contingencies, 
c.  0»)  1013  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  1027, 
[A.  16,  N.  47,  M.  32]  ib. 

Civil  Service, 
c.  (»«>  1039 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 

Navigation,  Com.  d,  1,  Ci»)  734 

North  Wales  Railway.  Ciw)  224 

Outdoor  Relief  (Ireland),  Correspondence 
moved  for,  O04)  1257 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Comm. 
moved  for,  OW)  488,  489  ;  2R.  Oos)  290 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  C»o^  382  ;  d. 
16,  396  ;  Rep.  c/.  10,  833,  834 

Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee,  O^^)  209,  210 

Post  OflBoe  Communications  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), C106)  816 

Progress  of  Bills  through  Parliament,  (107)  1140 

Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  (107>  968 

Rate  in  Aid  (Ireland),  0«)  1180,  1186 

Clarendon,  Earl  of — his  Letter, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU),  Ciw)  226 

Clay,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  2R.  Amend. 

(105)  1238  :  Com.  0W>  1023 
Bribery  at  Elections.  Com.  d.  9,  <»»>  1247 
Church  Rates,  Oos)  660 
Clergy  Relief.  Com.  Oos)  1075 
Compound  Householders,  2R.  (107)  988,  992 
Henley  and  London  Waterworks,  Ac.,  2R.  (^^ 

96 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  d.  3,  (»«>  1077,  1081 ; 

Recom.  1463 
Joint  Stock  Banks.  Leave.  OOft)  140,  146 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ac.,  2R.  0W> 

1320 

Clay,  Mr.  J.,  Hull 

Clergy  ReUef,  Com.  (»«♦)  1126 

Navigation,  2R.  U03)  574  .  Com.  d.  16,  1241 

Clements,  Hon.  C.  S.,  Lettrim 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.   Ci«>  80,   206 ; 
(»04)  554 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  0»)  626 ;  Com.  d,  1, 
1321  :  006)836,  933  ;  d.  2,  1061,  1066 ;  d. 
3,  Amend.  1084  ;  add.  d.  1109, 1110,  1111 

Clergy,  Proceedings  against,  Bill, 
I.  1R.*0W)221 

Clergy  Belief—The  Toleration  Act, 
e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie), 
O0J)ii28 

Clergy  Relief  Bill, 

c.  Leave  OW 1133 ;  IR.*  "os)  I66  ;  2R.  696  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Lacy),  697;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 701  ;  Com.  1072 ;  Instruction  (Mr. 
Lacy).  C104)  1120,  [A.  66,  N.  132,  M.  67] 
1128;  d.  6.  1130,  [A.  67.  N.  118,  M.  61] 
1138;  O»)1028;  3R.  007)951;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Haggitt),  962 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  963 

I.  1R.*949 


Clerk,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Dovor 

Civil  Contingencies.  O05)  1019 

Marriage  (Scotland).  3R.  CW>  6 

Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  O07)  243, 

246 
Naval  Expenditure,  OW)  e6 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  14,  Oos)  1236 
Pilotoge,  2R.  Oot)  726 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  0«)886 
Railway  Accounts — Mr.  Saunders,  (MO  1249 

Clive,  Hon.  R.  H.,  Shropshire,  N. 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac.  2R.  O04)  620 

Coal  Mines,  Explosions  in, 
I    Petition    (Earl   St.    Germans),    006)1328; 

(Lord  Brougham),  0»)  283 ;   Comm.  moved 

for  (Lord  Whamcliffe),  383 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Cayley),  001)702 

Coast  Guard,  The, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Tyrell),  0«)  1036 

CoBBOLD,  Mr.  J.  C  Tpsunch 
Eastern  Counties,  Ac.  Railway,  2R.  oot)  635 

CoBDEN,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire,  W.  B. 
Army  Estimates,  Oos)  1012  ;  Oos)  iqoo 
Baking  Trade,  Leave,  O®^)  488 
Brazilian  Treaty.  Leave.  0«*)  803 
Budget,  The,  (»W  776,  781 
Church  Rates,  Oos)  679 
CivU  Contingencies,  O05)io26,  1027 
CivU    Service,  OM)io47,    1060,    1063,   1067, 

1058,  1063,  1066,  1068,   1069,  1071,  1072, 

1073 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  ooo) 

228, 238 
Financial  Reform,  Res.  Oo«)  1218,  1247,  1271 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  O06) 

63,  81,  86,  117 
Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  0<i*)  834 
Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association,  Oo» 

1193 
Navy   Estimates,   003)937;    004)  i002,   1019, 

1022,  1027;  O06)ioil 
Ordnance  Estunates,  0^263,  271,  273,  277, 

284,  285,  463,  621,  531,  560 
Public  Business,  O«)390 
Sakiries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  Comm.  moved 

for.  007)  450 
Sessional  Orders.  OOO  260,  264 
Supply— The  Annual  Budget,  Ooi)882,  883 
Ways  and  Means,  007)764,  777 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Bridport 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ooi)  195 
Expenditure,  Public,  Copim.  moved  for,  006)229 
Greek  Loan,  Oo»)  194 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  OOS) 

69 
International  Visit  to  France,  O0«)  1098 
Naples  and  Sicily,  Affiiirs  of,  Ooo)  329 
Navy  Estimates,  005)991 

Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  00«)  857,  858 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  3R.  09t>98it 
Rome,  Expedition  to,  O06)  326 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railwayii.  9R.  (N«)g44 
Supply— Canada,  0«)253, 255, 
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CoGKBURN,  Mr.  A.  J.  E.,  Southampton 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  CiW  1066 
English  Workmen  in  France,  ^^^^  1211 
Marriages,  2R.0M)  1197 

Southampton   Small  Tenements   Rating,   2R. 

Amend.  OOJ)  868 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0») 

894 

Colchester,  Lord 
Medals,  War.  W)  830 
NaTigalkm,  2R.  Amend.  Oo«)  1870  ;  Com.  d, 

1,  0»>  734,  889 
Pilotage,  2R.  Ci07)976 

Plate,  River,  Affairs  of.  Correspondence  moved 
for,  004)617;  CIODSO  ^ 

CoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Taunton 

Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  2R.   Cio5) 

1245 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  d,  9,  Ooa)  1248 
Sattara  Territory,  The,  0<>^  1166 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  8R.  (W>  1032 

Colleges  (Ireland), 
€.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  Oo*>  1202  x—Supply, 
W)  363,  [A.  106,  N.  28,  M.  78]  360 

Colonial  AdminUtration, 
c,  Comm.  moved  for  (Hon.  F.  Scott),  004)313, 
[A.  34,  N.  81,  M.  47]  376 

Colonial  Despatches, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  MUes),  ooi)  1326 

Colonial  Ch>vemment, 
c.  Address  moved  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  OW 
937,  [A.  89,  N.  163,  M.  74]  1002 

Colonial  Possessions, 
e.  Leave,  005)928,  [A.  73,  N.  116,  M.  43]  964 

Colonial    System — Ceylon    and    British 
Guiana, 
c.  Comm.   moved  for  (Mr.  Baillie),  001)938; 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  L.  Rioardo),  966  ;   Amend, 
withdrawn,  1039  ;  Conmi.  appointed,  t6. 

Colonies,  British,  Emigration  Tax  in  the, 
I,  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  (»w>467 

Colonies,  Condition  of  the, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.   Hume),  004)288;   Peti- 
tion (Mr,  Disraeli),  (»»)  299 

Committee  of  Selection, 
e.  Explanation  (Mr.  Horsman),  Oo»)  324 

Commons  Tnclosure  Bill, 
e.   IR.*  008)867;    2R.*  937;    Rep.*   1039; 

3R.»1182 
I  1R.»  001)1203;  2R.*  003)157.  Rep  •234: 

3R.*  382  ;  Royal  Assent,  0«)  463 

Commons  Inclosure  {No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  007)2;  2R.*  211;  Rep.*  324;  3R.* 

398 
MR.*  362;  2R.*616;  Rep.*  817;  3R.*878; 
Royal  Assent,  1072 

Compound  Householders  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  007)2;   2R.  988;    Amend.  (Mr.  Hen- 
ley), 990;   Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn, 
992 


CoMPTON,  Mr.  H.  C,  Hampshire,  S. 
Sout)iampton   Small  Tenements   Rating,  2R. 
Oos)869 

Conference  with  the  Irish  Members, 
c.   Observations  (Viscount  Castlereagh),  O04} 
469 

CoNOLLT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 
Ballinasloe,  Mortality  in.  0")  186 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  C»«)276 
Poor   Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  1,  0»>  1044, 

1068;    d.  3,  1087;   d.  6,  1096)   add.  cl. 

1263 

Consolidated  Fund  (8,000,(K)0J.)  ^t'K, 
c.   1R.»  001)867;   2R.*  937;   Rep.*  1039; 

3R.*  1182 
I.  IR.*  OOJ)  1203;   2R.*  1303;   3R.*0«)i; 

Royal  Assent,  463 

Consolidated  Fund  (3,000.000^  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O08)  1042  ;   2R.*  1062 ;   Rep.*  1133 ; 

8R.*  1390 
I.  IR.*  007)1;   2R.*  89;   Rep.*  207;   3R.* 

288 ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  BUI, 
€,  IR.*  007)786;  2R.<^834;  Rep.*  883  ;  »R. 

977 
I  IR.*  960  ;  2R.*  1016  ;   Rep.*  1071 ;   8R.* 

1101;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Consular  Establishments — Supply, 
e,  o»*>  160 

Consular  Expenditure    Act  Amendment 

Bill, 
L  IR.*  <»«»^  366 ;  2R.  (>«)  291 ;  Amend.  (Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  292  ;    Amend.  wUIh 
drawn,  299  ;  Bill  withdrawn,  ib. 

Conveyance  of  Real  Property  Act  Awund- 
ment  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  001)436;  2R.*849;  Rep.*  937;  3R.* 

1077 
c.  IR.*  008)87;   2R.*  686 

Convict  Establishments, 
I  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  O^  1171 

Convict  System,  The — Transportation 
e.  Address  moved  (Visoount  Mahon),  OM9384 

Convicts  {Ireland)—  Transportation, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  A.  Herbert),  om  1329 

CopELAND,  Mr.  Aid.  W.  T.,  Stoke^^pot^ 
Trent 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  007)  194 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Aglionby),  0«>766 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  BiU, 

c,  IR.*  004)229  ;  2R.  Oo»)  1266  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Turner),  1268.  [0.  q,  A.  80,  N.  66,  M.  36] 

1269  ;  Com.  000)1330  ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Chris- 

topher,  ib.,  [0.  q,  A.  60,  N.  71,  M.  11]  1339 

Com  Duties, 
c.    Question    (Mr.    Osborne),    O0i>638| 
Ways  and  Means 
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Cornwall,  Duchy  of, 
c.  Instructions  to  Comm.  (Mr.  Trelawny)  (^^ 
667 ;  Motion  neg.  669  ;    Comm.  moved  for 
(Mr.  Trelawny),  1148,  [A.  27,  N.  74,  M.  47] 
1168 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Billf 
i.  lR.*O«)302;  2R,  849 

CoRRY,  Right  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 
Navy  Estimates,  004)  looi,  1011,  1017.  1023 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  ia  Aid,  2R.  <»«) 
1319 

CoTTENHAKy  Lord,  sce  Chancellor,  The 
Lord 

Cotter,  Mr.,  Case  of, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  (>»)  534 

Count  Out,  The, 
c.  Observations  (Sir  J.  Walsh),  Ony  754 ;  (Mr. 
C.  Anstej),  C»«»  687 ;  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  Ci») 
594 

County  Cess  {Ireland)  BiU, 
c,  IR.*  0«)  1093;  2R.*  1283 ;  3R.*  1368  ;  0«) 

384 
I.  1R.»(»«)450;  2R.»869;  Rep.*  1030;  8R.» 
1066 ;  Royal  Assent,  C»o^  288 

County  Bates  and  Ejcpenditure  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  004)  229  ;  2R.  tios)  126  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

R.  Palmer),  133,  [o.  a,  A.  96,  N.  164,  M. 

58]  146  ;  Amend.  Adj.  [A.  83,  N.  131,  M.  48] 

165,  922,  1082;  Rep.«  OOT)  21I;  398 
/.  IR.*  362  ;  2R.*  817  ;  Rep.*  878  ;  3R.*  9^  ; 

Royal  Assent,  1072 

CowA5,  Mr.  C  Edinburgh 
Budget,  The,  Ci€6)  767 
PubUc  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  <»»)  254 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  <'04) 

45 
Sunday  Travelling  on   Railways,  Leave,  O^i) 
285  ;  2R.  837;  Amend.  838 

CowpER,  Hon.  W.  F.,  Hertford 
Navy  Estimates,  C104)  io22,  1026,  1027 

Craig,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Edinburgh 
Army  Estimates,  <»»  996 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Rochdale 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Resort,  <>ot) 

276 
Army  Estimates,  <«»>  101 1 
Bribery  at  Elections,    2R.  t«W    l#72;    Com. 

c/.  l,(*w)828 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  Amend. 

<!«*)  1109 
Charter,  The  People's,  <"•)  1277,  1287 
Derby  Day,  The,  OW  844 
Habeas    Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

(»«)368;  2R.  511;  3R.  Amend.  894 
Indictable   Offences  (Ireland),    Com.    eL   17, 

(108)1445 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  <**> 

161 
Land   Improvement  and  Dsainage    (Ireland), 

2R.O«)331 


Obawtobd,  Mr.  W.  S. — conHnued. 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  <>«)  1133,  1147, 

1148 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  Oos)  1445, 1447 
Parliaments,  Duration  of.  Leave,  CiQ»)  869 
Poor  Iaws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (^> 

229  ;  Amend.  C»«)  49,  62 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland>--Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  ^^^ 

249 ;  Rep.  706 ;  Com.  cl.  1,  941 ;  Proviso, 

946  ;  cl  3,  Amend.  653  ;  3R.  990 
Poor  ReUef  (IreUnd),  2R.  (»»>629:  Oom.cf.  1, 

0«)  927,  935,  1050  ;  cl.  5, 1092 ;  cL  7, 1999  ; 

add.  el.  1108,  1256,  1349,  1391, 1996;  3R. 

odd.  cZ.<w>82 
SmaU  Debto  (IreUnd),  2R.  (i«>  1070 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  SR.  <^> 

826 

Cremorne,  Lord 
Poor  Laws  (Ire]and>-Rate  in  Aid,  8R.  ^^^  644 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  (>w)  221  ;  2R.  743  ;  Petition  (Bishop  of 
Exeter),  CIM)  io30  ;  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  Ci») 
192 

Criminal  Law    {Incapacity    to    Commit 
Crime,  d^c.)  Consolidation  BUI, 
Z.lR*o«7)207 

Crowder,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Liskeard 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  3R.  (i<»>  1395 

Croum  Prosecutions  {Ireland), 
c,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Keogh),  CiM)  1091 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1101 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  Bill, 
I  IR.*  OW)598  5  2R.  927  ;  3R.*  1247 
€,  1R.*<»«»)152;  2R.O»)i24;  Rep. *<»•»>  884; 

3R.»  950 
I  Royal  Assent,  007)1166 

CuBiTT,  Mr.  W.,  Andover 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  ^07)  199 

Custotns,  Board  of, 
c,  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),t»*>  195 

Customs  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  Osn564:  2R.*726;  Com.  896  ;  cl  12, 

896 ;  3R.*  977 
I  IR.*  960;  2R.*  1016;   Rep.*  1071:  3R.* 
1101 ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Danish  Blockade, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  G.  Sandars),  Ci«)  1038 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (»•*>  1058,  [A.  61,  N.  75,  M.  U]  1090 

Deedes,  Mr.  W.,  KefU,  E. 

PubUc  Roads,  2R.  0«)  136I 

Defects  in  Leases  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  004)1101;   2R.  Ci05)36l;  Rep»  661^ 

1008  ;  3R.*  1028 
MR.*  006)1079;  2R.*  1264;    Rep.*  1266; 
3R.»  1327 ;  Royal  Assent,  <»o»)  869 

Defects  in  Leases  Suspension  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  007)  726 ;  2R.*786  ;  Rep.*  834 ;  8R.* 

960 
I  IR.*  949;    2R.  1022;  Rep.*  1071 ;    8R.* 
1101;  Royal  Assent,  1156 
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Denison,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Yorkshire,  W.  R. 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  OW)  148,  168 
Famine  (Ireland),  C»W)  9^6 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  (»m)  306 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  1,  <*"^  1448 
Lough  Corrib  Improvement,  2R.  t*">  639 
Marriages,  Com.  cl.  3,  <><*>  1321 
Paupers  (Ireland),  (»»)  327 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  (!••>  1009 
Public  Roads,  2R.  (104)  406 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  OW)  309,  3II 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  CW)  260 

Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 

Australian  Colonies,  I^eave,  C106)  1135^  1137 

Canada,  Disturbances  in,  ^^^^  669 

County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  (»W  146 

Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  (*^W 

161 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  1,  C»06)  573 
Poor  Relief  Ireland),  Lords'  Amends.  (W)  1061 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  8R.  C>W)  io37 

Denman,  Lord 

AflBrmation,  2R.  OW  716,  728 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  Ciw)  350 
Navigation,  3R.  add.  el.  C»o«)  46 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.  doe) 
162 

Denmark  and  Schleswig-Hohtein, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  Ci»)ll49 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  Sandars),   Cios)  536,  870 ; 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  005)388;  (Mr.  G.  Sandars), 
1038;— 7^  Mislaid  DetpcUch,  e.  Question 
(Mr.  Hume),  OW)  467 

Derby  Day,  The, 

c.  Motion  (Marquess  of  Granby),  <'<»>  843,  [A. 
138,  N.  119,  M.  19]  846 

De  Ros,  Lord 
Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee,  0<^)  209 

Desart,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  0^)  908 
Popr  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  3R.  O06)  644 

Deserters,    Apprehension  of    (Portugal) 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ow)  229  ;  2R.»  313  ;  Rep.*  632  ;  3R.» 

617 
I.  l.R.»  OM)  707  ;  2R.*  (»w)  177  ;  Rep .•  io79 ; 
3R.*  1266  ;  Royal  Assent,  (»W869 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ci<^) 

1162;  3R.  006)379 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  O06)  5 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.O08) 

162 

D'Eyncourt,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  T.,  Lambeth 
Affirmation,  The  Title,  (»»>  1254 
Parliaments,  Duration  of.   Leave,  Oos)  1437; 
2R.  O07)  174,  190 

D1CK8OK,  Mr.  S.,  Limerick,  Co. 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  cl.  OW  1253 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  3R.  0«^ 
829 


Diplomatic  Mediation, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  0»<>  466 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Buckinghamshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Amend.  0«) 

89,  149,  220 
Arctic  Expedition,  The,  Ci»)  53 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of.  Address  moved, 

003)  1063 
Board  of  Trade,  Return,  C^«)  387 
Business  of  the  House,  CW)  1077 
Business  of  the  Session,  OW)  173 
Business,  Public,  Ci<*)  1361 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  ^^^>  497 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the.  Ad- 
dress moved,  0»>  1400 
Ceylon,  Address  moved,  OOT)  1089 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  <»•*)  1027 
Colonies,  The— Sugar  Duties,  (»»)  299 
Conference  with  the  Irish  Members,  Ci«)461, 

462 
County  Rates,  Ac.,  2R.  <»«>  149, 168,  164 
Denmark  and  Germany,  0»>  388 
Diplomatic  Mediation,  O04)  456 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  O'")  431 ; 

Res.  326 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  0») 

233,  239 
Financial  Statement,  OO6)  977^  973 
Guiana,  British,  CiWO  948 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  <*<»> 

639 
Land,   Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  Ci«)  H, 

424,  702,  719,  776,  846 
Liverpool  Financial   Reform  Association,  0?"> 

1192 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  0«)  1164 
Naples  and  Sicily— The  Bombay  Steamer,  004} 

933 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  14,  OW  1230,  1231.  1234, 

1247 ;    Amend.  Rep.  Progress,  1248 ;   3R. 

(»04)  690 
Navy  Estimates,  OW)  769  ;  OW)  640 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d,  1,  0»)  460,  460, 

462 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the.  Address 

moved,  0«)  706 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  67  ; 

2R.  00*)  190  ;  Com.  493,  613 
Private  Bills,  C*^^)  1076 
Public  Business,  C»»)  390 
Public  Roads,  2R.  (»w)  493 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos) 

1441,  1161,  1199,  1233,  1441,  1486 
Stock  in  Trade,  Com.  007)479 
Supply— Canada,  (»»)  276,  279,  364 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  0«)  389 
Ways  and  Means,  O07)  769 

Distraining  for  Bates  Bill, 
c.    IR.*  0«)  766;   2R.*  1039;   Rep.  1206; 

0«)  87 ;  3R.*  260 
I.  IR.*  003)382;  2R.*634;  Com.  1177;  3R.» 

1266 ;  Royal  Assent,  O05)  266 

Distress  (Ireland), 

I.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Wham- 
cliffe),  004)  970 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), OOf)  374 ;  Adj.  Debate,  690 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.    Grattan),    691  ;    Amend,    withdrawn, 
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597 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  SUfford),  598,  [A.  125, 
N.  245.  M.  120]  626 ;  [o.  q.  A.  220,  N.  143, 
M.  77)629;  Rep.  Amend.  (Mr.  P.  Scrope), 
784;  Amend,  neg.  839;  Amendb  Adj.  (Sir 
W.  H.  B«rron),  [A.  9,  N.  174,  M.  165}  840 ; 
Amend.  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  841,  EA.  9,  N. 
157,  M.  148]  846 ;  [o.  q,  A.  129,  N.  39,  M, 
90}  848 ;:— Inaccurate  i2e<Kryu,^ Question  (Mr.. 
Stafford),  1186,  1219 

Distress,  Belief  of  (Ireland)  BiU, 
e.  IR.  Ciw)867;  2R.  1202  ^  Rep.*  1204;  3R.* 

U«)9 
I.  IR.*  (W»)86;  2R.  163;   8R.*  2^4?  Royal 

Assent,  463 

Distress,  Belief  of  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill, 
*.  1R.*CW»»174;  2R.*211;  Rep.*  398;  3R.* 

515 
L  IR  *  554  ;  2R.*  817  ;    Rep.*  878  i  SR,* 
949 :  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Distressed  Unions  (Ireland), 
e.  €k>mro.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche-. 
queri,  ^W^  46 

DiVKTT,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 

Eastern  Counties  Railway,  ^^•J  581 

Lough  Conrib  Improvement,  2R.  tM«)'538,.539 

Divisions,  List  of„ 
Address  in  Answer  te  the  Speech,,  Amend., 

(Lord  Stanley),  [Contents  50,  Not-Contents 

52,  M.  2]  (»«>  72 ;    Amend.  (Mr.  Grattan), 

[A.  12,  N.  200,  M.  188]  150 ;  Amend.  Adj. 

(Marquess  of  Granby)»  [A.  80,  N,  221„  M. 

141]  217 
AfElrmations  Bill,  3R.  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  H. 

Goulbum).  [o.  q.  A.  70,  N.  46,  M.  24]  <»»*>, 

460  ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  [A,  77,  N.  73, 

M.  4]  (>«)1252;   2R.  [Contents  10»  Not- 

Contents  34.  M,  24]  CW)  729 
Army  Estimates,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [A.  40v 

N.  182,  M.  142]  t»«)  1018  ;   (Mr.  W.  Lock^ 

hart),  [A.  17,  N.  50,  M.  33]  CW  1005 
Ballot,  Vote  by.  Bill,  Leave,  [A.  85,  N.  136,, 

M.  51](»»>926 
Bankrupt    and   Insolvent  Members  Bill,  2R. 

Amend.  (Sir  W.  Clay),  [0.  a.  A.  56,  N.  45,. 

M.  10]WM245 
Birmingham  Borough,   Exemption,  dl(C.    Bill, 

2R.  Amend.  (Lord  BrookeX   [0,  q.  A.  70, 

N.  62,  M.  8.]  008)956 
Births,  Registration  of  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com. 

Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [0.  q,  A.  59,  N.  4,  M^ 

55]O08>i027 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of.  Address  movedt 

(Mr.  Horaman),  [p.  q.  A.  39,  N.  52,  M.  13} 

(108)1064 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  [A.  34,  N.  1^,  M. 

103]  00*)  806 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comrn.  moved  for  (Mr.  Bankes), 

[A.  91,  N.  87,  M.  54]  i^  1309 
Bribery  at  Elections  Bill,  2R.  [A.  110,  N.  80, 

M.  33]  0«)  1074;  Comm.,  That  Sir  J.  Han- 

mer  be  a  Member  of  the  Conmiittee,  [A.  31, 

N.  3,  M.  28]  C«»>233;    Com.  c/.  1,  Amend. 

(Right  Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  [0,  q.  A.  64,  N. 

146,  M.92]O0i)829 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  Motion  (Lord 

Brougham),  [Contento  96,  Not-Contents  99, 

M.  3]C»«)549 
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Divisions,  List  of— -c^mimted^ 
Cattle   and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland)  Bill,  2 R. 

Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  [0.  q,  A.  67,  N» 

86,  M.  19]  004)1119 
Charter,  The  People's,  Motion  (Mr.  F.  O'Con- 
nor), [A.  13,  N.  222,  M.  209]  OOO)  1304 
Chicory  and  Coffee,  Res.  (Mr.  0.  AnsteyX  [A.. 

11,  N.  62,  M.  51]  006)207 
Church  Rates,  Motion  (Mr.  Trelawny),  Amende 

(Mr.  W.  P.  Wood),  [0.  q.  A.  183,  N.  20,  M, 

163]  003)  681 ;  [m.  q.  A.  84,  N.  HO,  M.  36} 

683 
Clergy  Relief  Bill,  Com.  Instruction  (Mr.  Lacy), 

[A.  66,  N.  132,  M.  67]  O04)li28;  c/.  6,  [A. 

57,  N.  118,  M.  61]  1138 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved  (Sir  W. 

Molesworth),  [A.  89,  N.  163,  M.  74]  oos). 

1002 
Colonial  Possessions  Bill,  Leave,   [A.  73,  N. 

116,  M.  43]  O0B>  964 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  BUI,  2R.    Amend. 

(Mr.  Turner),  [A.  80,   N.  55,  M.  26]  00» 

1269 ;  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Christopher),;  [0. 

q.A.  60,  N.  71,  M.  11]  006)1334 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  Duchies  of,  Comm. 

moved  for  (Mr.  Trelawny),  [A.  27,  N.  74, 

M.  47]  001)1168 
County  Rates,  Ac.,  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  R. 

Palmer,  [0.  q.  A.  96,  N.  194,  *M.  68]  ;  Amend. 

Adj.  [A.  83,  N.  131,  M.  48]  Cip6)  155 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of  Bill,  Leavcj^ 

[A.  67,  N.  75,  M.  24]  OW)  1090 
Derby  Dky,  The,  Motion  (Marques»ef  Gcranby), 

[A.  138,  N.  119,  M.  19]  006)846 
Distress  (Ireland)^  Comm.  moved  for^  Amend. 

(Mr.  Stafford),  [A.  125,  N.245.  M.  120]  O0i> 

626  ;  [0.  q.  A.  220,  N..  143,  M.  77]  629;  Res. 

Amend.  Adj.  (Sir   H.  W.  Barron),  [A.  9, 

N.   174,  M.    1661  840;    Amend.    (Lord   D. 

Stuart),  [A.  9,  N.  157,  M.  148]  846  ;  [0.  q, 

A.  129,  N.  39,  M.  90]  848 
DubUn  Consolidation  Improvement  Waterworks 

and  Severs  BiU,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds), 

[A.  45.  N.  71,  M.  26]  OW)  1317  ;  (Sir  J.  Y. 

Buller),  [A.  110.  N.  100,  M.  10]  008)633 
Dublin  Roads,  Ac.  Bill,  3R.  [A.  65,  N.  8,  M. 

57]  O.08)  386 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved  (Mr.  G. 

A.   Hamilton),   [A.    102,  N,    162,    M.   60] 

(¥»)706 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Address  moved  (Mr, 

MonsellX  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Coiuiell)^  [0.  q^ 

A.  46,  N.  10.  M.  36]CM6)532 
Expenditure,   Public,    and  Taxation,   Comm, 

moved  for  (Mr.  Drummond),  Amend.  (Rt. 

Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson),  [p.  q.  A.  100,  N.  151, 

M.  51]  006)264 
Financial  Reform,  Res.  (Mr.  Cobden),  [0.  g, 

A.  275,  N.  78,  M.  197]  001)1300 
Foreign  Affiiirs,  Res.  (Lord  Brougham),  [Con- 
tents 96,  Not-Contents  108,  M.  12]  007)724 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Bill,  Leave, 

Amend.  (Mr,  J.   O'Connell),  [0.  q.  A.  221, 

N.  18,  M.  203]  O0»)369;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr, 

Sadleir,  [0.  q,  A.  275,  N.  33,  M.  242]  566 ; 

Com.  [A.  84,  N.  14,  M,  70]  584;  el    I, 

Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [0.  q.  A.  79,  N.  12, 

M.  67]  587;  a<W.  el.  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU),  FA. 

11,  N.  106,  M.  94]  689  ;  Res.  add.  cl.  (Mr. 

J.  O'Connell),  [A.  12,  N.  94.  M.  82]  783 ; 

3R.  Amend.  (Mr.   S,  Crawford),  [0,  q.  A. 

117.  N.  23,  M.  94]  896  ;  Amend.  (Lord  Nu- 
gent),  [0.  q.  A.  166,  N.  11»  M.  165]  905 
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IhTinz/n,  lift  4 

y^ri'i^m^nivurr  Oath*.  Comm.  morH  fer  '  lisrd 
J.  Ktjwiii!  A-  214.  N.  Ill,  M.  lOS:  ^>« 
^34  ;  Ain«nd.  (Rt.  lioo.  R.  V.  Sniih),  >.  q. 
A.  140,  N.  *«,  M.  72]  IIW 

PariUimmUnr  Oathf  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  fSir  R. 
Jl.  In/rli>),'[o.  7.  A.  27«,  N.  185,  M.  9S]  tJ#t) 
1446;'  ^>ni.  ti.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner). 
\r.  ».  A.  122.  N.  241.  M.  1191  <»«  463 ; 
Am<:nd.  [A.  62.  N.  164,  M.  102]  671  :  d.  6, 
Amend.  (Mr.  T.  M'CnlUgh).  [o.  a.  A.  103, 
N.  M,  M.  49]  681  ;  3R.  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  E. 
Uw).  [0.  a,  A.  272,  N.  206,  M.  6(n  1430  ; 
2IC.  Amend.  (Earl  Eglintoun),  [o.  q.  Gontenta 
70,  NoUContents  06,  M.  251  U»)  020 

I'arlianiontfl.  Duration  of,  Bill,  Leave,  [A.  46, 
N.  41.  M.  K\  <W  870-;  2R.  £A.  57*  N.  132. 
M.  7/J]  W)  102 

rilotago,  2R.  Amend.  (Earl  of  Ellenborengh), 
U.  7.  Contents  10,  NoUOontento  10,  M.  5] 
OW)  076 

Volici\  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for  •(  Lord 
1).  Stuart),  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Q.  Grej), 
[0.  y.  A.  28.  N.  137,  M.  109]  »«»  1266 

Poor  liawt  (Ireland),  Comm. moved  for.  Amend. 
rMr.  Grogan),  To.  7.  A.  119.  N.  44,  M.  75] 
0M>  455  ;  That  Mr.  Bright's  Name  W  Jidded, 
Amond.  (OapUin  Taylor),  [0.  7.  A.  129,  N. 
74.  M.  5A]  6«')9 :  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford), 
|o.  tf.  A.  130.  X.  15,  M.  124]  (i*«  53 ;  Amend. 
^Sir  «1.  Walsh),  [o.  q.  A.  195,  N.  96,  M.  99] 
S4  :  .\mciad.  (\  iscount  CasUereagh),  [r.  p. 
A.  104.  N.  251.  M.  147]  229 ;  [o.  7.  A.  237. 
N.  164.  M.  73]  314  ;  Amend.  <Mr.  Bej- 
luxld^).  [A.  51,  N.  212.  M.  161]  318^  [m.  7. 
A.  506.x.  34.  M.  172]  320 

l\\xr  Iaws  tln^land^— Rate  in  Aid  BQl,  2R. 
(a.  11^3.  X.  13*,  XL  55]  vi»0  279.  Com. 
Anwnd^v^^^.  I^unne\  Tr.  /».  A.  77,  Jf.  206. 
M.  l:h»'  5:»»:  That  tbe  Vords  propoegd  to  be 
>:^  out  »ta»d  pan  i^f  tbe  Qnenom  (A.  194, 
X.  :««,  M.  4>*  5M ;  \-.  f.  A.  2#1,  X.  166. 
M  9V.V  5iii«:  ^1.  Aamd.  tCafC  Jom«). 
,•  A  >:.  X.  ??.  M_  «P  M2:  PW^neo 
;Vr  W.  VjLt«i.  A.  :X.  X-  1>1,M.  «Sj947: 
«<  :^,  \r»r7>i  v\>.  I^EZoe  ^  >.  f .  J^  111.  X. 
,V.  V  •<*  >**  :  -    ^  AB»L  :3lr,  S.  &aw- 

!wi .  ,,•  .-  A  ::•.  X  :*.  M.  i^r  m:  SR. 

\xro3^  ..''jkTC  .':arf«..  V.   c  A.  I2iL   X.  53. 
V   :«*  -V;^*    ;?:    Aiml'  Ear:  «f  KnAemv 

>»'  <:rr     ^N.  \»«£  liar:  i£  iTif^aT^  '«! 
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DnriBXONS,  List  ot—continusd. 

Protection  to  Juatices  (Ireland)  Bill^  SR. 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  Co.  q,  A.  88,  N. 
2.  M.36]0«)1176 

Protection  of  Women  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr. 
C.  Anstey),  [o.  q.  A.  130,  N.  6,  M.  124] 
O»)>i028;  (Colonel  Salwey),  [A.  29,  N.  62, 
M.  2311064 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  Adj. 
(Viscount  Drumlanrig),  [A.  83,  N.  96,  M.631 
(1M)262 

Real  Property  Transfer  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (At- 
torney General))  [o.  a.  A.  55,  N.  45,  M.  101 
(i«)362 

Receiyers^  Court  of  Chancery,  ^.,  (Ireland), 
Comm.  Amend.  Adj.  (Colonel  Ihinne),  [A. 
13,N.58.  M.45]W>122 

Roman  Catholic  Disabilities  Bill,  Leaye,  [A.  41, 
N.  43,  M.  2i»«)873 

St.  Mary*!  Whitechapel  Tithes  and  Easter 
Offerings  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Osborne), 
[o.  q.  A.  70,  N.  89.  M.  19]  ««  1323 

Sataries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  Motion  (Mr. 
Henleyi  [o.  q.  A.  149,  N.  102,  M.  47]  ^^^^52 

Sayings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for 
(Mr.  Reynolds)-,  [A.  51,  N.  48,  M.  3]  (1^33  ; 
That  Mr.  Napier  be  appointed,  [A.  7^  N. 
Ill,  M.  37]  964;  That  Mr.  Grogan  be  ap- 
pointed, [A.  81,  N.  123,  M.  42]  1245 

Sessional  Orders,  Amend.  (Mr.  Milner  Gibfon), 
[A.  62,  N.  96.  M.34]0«)257 

SmaU  Debts  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  [A.  29,  N.  81, 
M.  2]  i>«)  1071 

Smoke  Prohibition  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  WU- 
lyamsX  [o.  q,  A.  72,  N.  37,  M.  35]  USW  1263 

Southampton  Small  Tenements  Rating  Bill, 
2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Cockbum),  [o.  q.  A.  64, 
N.  106,  M.42]0«>871 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for  (rBlr. 
DUraeli),  [A.  156.  N.  296,  M.  1401  0«)1497 

Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways  Bill,  Leave,  [A. 
58,  N.  20,  M.  38]  Cioo  287 ;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr. 
CowanX  [o.  ^  A.  122,  N.  181,  M.  9]  848 

Supply— The  Annual  Budget,  Amend.  (Mr. 
HumeX  [0.  y.  A.  97,  N.  48.  M.  491  <*«)884  ; 
— Civil  Contingencies,  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne), FA.  15.  N.  47.  M.82]«»>1027;— 
Public  Works  (Ireland) — Maynooth  College. 
Amend.  {Mr,  Spooner),  [A.  27.  N.  96,  M.  69} 
1043 ;— The  Treasury.  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley), 
PA.  33,  N.  84,  M.  51]  0»)  1052  ;-~Remum 
Ihnum,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wyld).  [A.  33,  N.  52, 
M.  19]  1115  :— Canada,  Amend.  A6j.  [A.  172, 
N.  107,  M.  65]  006)281 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon. 
J.  C.  Berries),  [o.  q.  A.  291,  N.  150,  M.  1411 
373  ;— Colleges  (Ireland),  [A.  106,  N..  28,  M. 
78]  osi)  a60 

Taxation,  Motion  (Mr.  Drummond>;  Amende 
(Lord  R.  Grosvenor)  [o.  9*  A.  71,  N.  68,  M. 
3]  602 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 


Amend.  <Mr.  Napier),  [0.  q.  A.  178,  N.31,  M. 
147]  t'«)433  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
[A.  9,  N.  195,  M.  186]  438  ;  [0.  q.  A.  175,  N. 


19,  M.  156]  447 ;  Cora.cl.  1.  Amend.  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  [0.  q.  A.  151,  N.  27,  M.  124]  793; 
3R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  [0.  q.  A.  159,  N. 
27,  M.  132]  826  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  AnsteyX 
[0.  q.  A.  146,  N.  21,  M.  125]  829 

Dolly*8  Brae,  Collision  at^ 
I  Observations  (Earl  of  Roden),  (»«^  1129 
c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr.  Hume),  0<f) 


Dolly's  Bme^  Collision  a(— oeotimMd. 
603  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  616  ;  ObservatioBA 
(Viscount    Jocelyn),   737;   Correspondeno» 
nooved  for  (Mr.   Reynolds),  1004:    Motba 
withdrawn,  1016 

Donaghadee  and  Port  Patrick, 
Z.  Question   (Marquesa  of  Londonderry  X  ^^^^ 
56  ;  Motion  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  (>**> 
208,  [Contents  18,  Not-Cootenta  81,.  M.  18] 
211 

Donegal,  Marquess  of 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Landa  (Ireland),  8R.  »«•> 
877 

DouoLAS,  Sir  C.  E.,  WartoicK 
Public  Roads,  2R.  <»«)409 
Smithfteld  Market,  Com.  Ci»)  176 

Dovor  Earhour, 
e.  Question  (Hon.  Capt.  Harris),  OWJ^o 

Drainage  of  Lands  Bill, 
I.  lR.'»PS)in3  ;  2R.*  1863;  3R.»Ci0O207 
«,  IR.*  897 ;  2R.»  726  ;  Rep.*  884, 950  ;  8R. 

1030 
L  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Drumlanrig,  Viscount,  Dumfriesshire 
Army  Estimates,  iW»  987 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  Oos>.800 
Infant  Pauper  Establishment  at  Tooting,  ^^^> 

565 
Parliamentary  Returns.  Expenses  of  Printing, 

Returns  moved  for.  Om^  755,  758 
Public  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  Amend.   Adj. 

0«  252,  254 

Drummond,  Mr.  H.,  Swnrey,  W. 

Army  Estimates.  Ci«»X.995,  1002 

Budget,  The,  ^»W  769 

Civil  Service— Treasuigr,  ^»>  1045 

Chirendon,  Earl  of.  his  tetter,  (i«>927 

Clergy  Relief;  2R.  <HiiJ^99 ;   Com.  CiM>1124 

Death  Punishment,   AboUjtion  of;   Leave,  ^>^> 

1084,  1085 
Expenditure,  Public,  Conmi^  moved  for,  <*••> 

208, 248 
Financial  Reform,  (US)>1299 
Kilrush  EvicUons,  (i<»)  1294 
fjmdlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  (^8)1447.   cL  1» 

1452 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  cl.  t>«>1824 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  CiW)  712 
Navigation,  2R.  oos)  507 
OflTences  (Ireland),  2R.  "">  1366 
Palace  Court,  Leave,  (W»>  1436 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^>"> 

929,  1195 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  <>•'>  182.  188 
Poor  Uws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid.  2R.  OM)  277 
Poor  Relief  ( Ireland),  Com.  <»*^  858 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  oos)  323,  849,  850 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  ^^^  429 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  9,  (i*'>244 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  I^ave,  OS4)287 
Supply  — Canada.  <»<*)  310  ;— New  Houses  of 

Parliament,  0«7)  352 
Taxation,  C»W565,  587.  602 
Toomevara  Evictions,  The,  <»»>  1086. 1284 
Transfer  of  Real  Property,  Leave,  (>«>657 


DRtJ 


DUN 


{INDEX} 


DUN 


ECC 


Drummond.  Mr.  H.  H.,  Perthshire 
€ounty  Rates,  Ac,  2R.  <»«)  127 
'Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  ^^W  125 

Dublin,  Archbishop  of 

Education  Commission,  'The,  Address  moved, 
'      006)1265 
'  Education,  National  (Ireland).  Cio«  ngi 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  2E.  0«6)  891 

Poor  Laws<Ireland>- Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  ei»)  276 

Dublin  Consolidation  Improvement  Water- 

»  works  and  Sewers  Bill, 
<e.  lR.»<>w>302  ;  2R.  643  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds), 643  ;  Adj.  Debate,  1314,  [A.  23,  N. 
39,  M.  16]  1316  ;  2iid  Amend.  [A.  46.  N.  71, 
M.  26]  1317  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Grogan  ),'<*«>  90  ; 
2R.  deferred,  92 ;  Amend.  ;(Mr.  Reynolds), 
630  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  632  ;  Amend.  (Sir 
J.  Y.  Buller).  [A.  110,  N.  100.  M.  10]  683^ 
Amend.  (M.  T.  O'Brien),  1367 

Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks  Bill, 
^.  1R.*«<»>937;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Orogatt). 
(W  89,  [o.  q.  A.  36,  N.  93,  M.  68]  90  ;  2nd 
Div.  [A.  34,  N.  120,  M.  92]  1370 

Dublin  Improvement  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  Cio»  937.;  2R.  put  off,  C»»)  1370 

Dublin  Boads,  4tc,,  Bill, 

IR.*  OW)  496 ;   2R.*  643 ;  3R.  [A*  06,  N.  8, 
'     •  M.  67]  OW.386 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B.,  Exeter 

^avy  Estimates,  OW)  io29 
PubUc  Roads,  2R.  OW)  i362 

Duncan,  Viscount,  Bath 

Protection  of  Wpmen,  2R.  Amend.  Adj.  (>«> 

1066 
Woods  i^od  ^orest8,.Coqunu  moved  for,  Ctoi)  220 

Duncan,  Mr.  G.,  Dundee 
Baking  Trade,  Leave,  Ciw)  437 
Lighthouses,  Address  moved,  (*^  1076 
Marriages  (Scot^nd),  Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  ^**> 

709 
Navigation,  Com.M.  16,  0»>  1240 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  O07)  203 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  <*<>*>  286 
Van  Diemen*B  Land,  Address  moved,  C^m)  881 

DuNCOMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finsbury 
Mines  and  CoUieries,  2R.  CU»)  1336,  1342 

DuNDAS,  Rear- Admiral  J.  W.  D.,  Green- 
wich 
Mitchel,  The  Convict,  tios)  262 
Navy  Estimates,  i^^)  946  ;  CiP4)  loio  ;  OOft)  992 

Dunne,  Lieut.-Col.  F.  P.,  Portarlington 
Army  Estimates,  Ci«)  19^0 
Cattle  and   Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  CW*) 

1117 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  (»o«)  837 
Estates  Leasing,  Com.  C106)  106I 
Famine  (Ireland),  Cio&)989 
Fiscal    Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  (W)  341 


Dunne,  Lieut.  Col.  F.  P. — continued. 
Incumbered  Estates  -(Ireland),  2R    (io»)  346  ; 

Com.  d.  1,  706,  766  ;  Amend.  768,  769  ;  cL 

10,  770  ;  cl  43,  776 ;  3R.  1094 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  cL.  29,  (>^> 

144,  306 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  noved,  <^<^  861 
Kilrush  Evictions,  <"»>  1289 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  ^••*> 

282;  Com.  (106)165 
Land,  Improvement  of,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Com.  0*> 

413,  426 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  '{Irelandj),  Com. 

Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  Ac., •^'W  643 
Offences  (Ireland),  2R.<*W)  iS69 
Passengers,  2R.  C»«)300 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

moved,  OW  674 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  mored  for,  <**> 

290,465,636;  ^J«)63,  80 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»•*> 

171 ;  Com.  628,  629,  669 ;  Rep.  706  ;  Com. 

d.  2,  Amend.  947,  948,  949  ;  3R.  996 
Poor   ReUef  (Ireland),  2R.   «•»)  696  ;    Com. 

1303 ;  c/.  1, 1321, 1326  ;  Ci»)  866 ;  929,  M)46  ; 

«/.  2,  1062,  1066,  1067  ;  Proviso,  1069  ;  4^. 

3,1087;  add,  d.  1112,  1264,  1266,  1348, 

1360, 1394 ;  Lords'  Amend.  tWT)  io53,  1064  ; 

cZ.  30,  Amend.  1068 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  »•*)  766 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  Amend.  <»«)  121,  123 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  d, 

1,(106)792 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  <Jom.'CM») 

1303 ;  Sep.  Amend.  1373^  1376 

DuPRE,  Mr.  G.  C,  BuckinghatMhire 
Buckingham  Summer  Assiies  Bill,  2R.  >(^> 
1334 

East  Indian  BaiUoay  Company  Inoorpo- 
ration  Bill, 
c.  1R.*<W302;  2R.  1040 

Eastern  Counties  Railway  Report, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Charteris),  <^^^  1393;  Comm. 
moved  for  (Mr.  Charteris),  C»«)  246 ;  Petition 
(Mr.  Divett),  681 

Eastern    Union    and    Eastern    Counties 
Railway  Bill, 
€,  IR.*  003)383 ;  2R.  684,  [A.  113,  N.  64,  M. 
69]  636 

Ebrington,  Viscount,  Plymouth 
Cholera— State  of  London,  ^<»W  260 

Ecclesiastical  Commission  BiU, 
€.  1R.»  »<»»*)  229;   2R.*  980;   %ieition<Mr. 
Horsman),  Cioft)  186 

Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Horsman),  0«)  169 

Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
fi.  IR.*  0<»)  1283  ;  2R.*  173;  3R.*«<«  729 
/,  IR.*  O«»)800;   2R.*  1342;    Rep.»  1864; 
3R.»  Cion  1,  Royal  Assent,  288 

Ecclesiastical  Jteform — Rectory  of   Bi- 
shop Wearmouth, 
c.  QuesUon  (Mr.  Horsman),  0*O  163,  304,  497 
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Eddisbury,  Earl 

Consular  Expenditure,  2E.  ^»«)  296 
Cotter,  Mr.,  Case  of,  C"»)  536 
Italy,  War  in,  C»«)  639 
Sicily,  Afl&irs  of,  004)924 

Education  Commission,  The, 
L  Address  moved  (Archbishop  of  Dublin),  Ooft) 
1265 

Education — National, 
I  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  Cios)  1079  ;  Question 

(Lord  Lyttelton),  Ciw)  1129 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  MUes),  oos)  1283 

Education  National  (Ireland), 
L  Question  (Bishop  of  Cashel),  U04)  20 ;  Petition 

(Bishop  of  Cashel),  1140 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  0^6) 

675,  [A.  102,  N.  162,  M.  60]  706 

Eglintoun,  Earl  of 

Marriage  (Scotland),  2R.  (»M>867 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  Amend.  (^06)  332 
Polish  Refugees,  Return  moved  for,  Ciw)  948, 

950,951,952;  004)134^  135 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  Amend,  (^^r)  953, 

969,  1024 

Elections  and  Polling  Plctces  {Ireland) 

Bill, 
c.  lR.*cioi)755 

Elections,  Bribery  cU,  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  UW)  659  ;  IR.*  660  ;  2R.  1041,  [A. 
110,  N.  80,  M.  33]  1074 ;  Comm.,  That  Sir 
J.  Uanmer  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
(103)232,  [A.  31,  N.3,  M.  28]  233,  462 ;  004) 
808  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  810  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  811  ;  cL  1,  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon. 
R.  V.  Smith).  812,  [0.  q,  A.  54,  N.  146,  M. 
22]  829  ;  (»»J  173  ;  cl.  9, 1246 ;  cl.  postponed, 
1250;  3R.»  00^324 

I.  1R.»  362  ;  2R.  1110  ;  Amend.  (Lord  Stan- 
ley), 1111;  2R.  neg.  1116 

Elections,  Corrupt  Practices  at,  Bill, 
I.  lR.»O0i)302;  2R.849 

Ellenborough,  Earl  of 

Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  oos)  i284, 

1240,  1241 
Italy,  War  in,  C104)  142 
Navigation,  2R.  O04)  1383 ;  Com.  cL  1, 006)743 ; 

Amend.  875 ;  cl.  0,  899,  900 ;  cl  10,  902 ; 

3R.  006)11 

Pilotage,  2R.   Amend.  007)975;   Com.  1024, 

1026 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Vote  of  Thanks,  (»04)  731 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  006)9^  290,  1034,  1035 
SicUy,  O03)  239 

Ellesmere,  Earl  of 

Navigation,  Com.  d.  O06)892 
Woods  and  Forests,  OOS)  q 

Ellice,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  O0«) 

1359 
Ordnance  Estimates,  OOT)  531 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  <*04)  287 


Elliot,  Hon.  J.  E.,  Boxhurghshire 
Madras,  Military  Authorities  at,  O0ft)ne9 
Marriage  (ScotUnd),  3R.  007)5 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Ooi)  12O8 
Sattara  Territory,  The,  OOT)  1155 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicester 
Budget,  The,  006)782 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

moved  for,  O06)  0^4 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  007)  1027 

Emigration, 
c.  Question  (Hon.  F.    Scott),  001)759^  872: 
(Mr.  MonseU),  1216 ;  (Hon.  F.  Scott),  0«t) 
1123 

'  Emigration  from  Ireland, 

e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Monsell),  006)500; 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  513,  [0.  a.  A. 
45,  N.  10,  M.  35]  532 

Emigration  Tax  in  the  British  Colonies^ 
I  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  (^os)  457 

Emigration  Tax  in  the  United  States, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Monsell),  008)9^4 

English  Workmen  in  France, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  Oos)  1211 

Enlistment  (Artillery  and  Ordnance)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  OOT)  211 ;  2R.*  398 ;  Rep.*  466 ;  3R.* 

564 
I,  IR.*  554  ;  2R.*  877;  Rep.*  949 ;  3R.*  960; 

Royal  Assent,  1072 


Episcopalians,  Scotch, 
j     1.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham), 


O06)  782 


Estates  Leasing  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  004)920;  iR.*  921 ;  2R.*  006)323; 

Rep.*  387 ;  Com.  Amend.  (Capt.  Jones),  [r. 

p.  A.  29,  N.  105,  M.  76]  ooe)  loex ;  ci.  9  007> 

324 ;  3R.*  564 
L  IR.*  616 

Eyans,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West' 

minster  ^ 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  O0«)  192 
Baking  Trade,  Leave,  OOT)  487 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  Ooo)  1308 
CaUfomia.  001)567 
Civil  Service,  O06)  1941 
Financial  Reform,  OOf)  1256 
Henley  and  London  Waterworks,  Ac,  2R.  Oo») 

93,95 
Liverpool  Fbancial  Reform  Association,  Oos) 

1195 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  Ac.  O06)  ^40,  644 
MiUtary  Etiquette,  O06)  304 
Ordnance  Estimates,  O07)  544 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of — Suj^ly,  004)  153 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  Ooo) 

1264 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ao,,  2R.  Oos) 

1322 
Smithfield  Market,  Com.  moved  for,  004)350 

Evans,  Mr.  J., — Haverfordwest 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  cL  20,  Oi7> 
469 
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Faoan,  Mr.  W. — continued. 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  ("H)  1431 ;  Com.  cL 

6,  C»»)  677 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Gomm.  moYod  for,  WW 

282 ;  O08)  135 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Ci«) 

1336 ;  Com.  PtotIm,  (>««)  943,  947 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland)  Leave,  U04)  371 ;  Com.  el 

1,  0«)837  ;  d,  2,  1055  ;  cL  3,  1086  ;  cl,  7. 

1100 ;  add,  el,  1106,  1253,  1345,  1392,  1397 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for. 

WW)  35 

Small  Debts  (IreUnd),  2R.  0M>  i06«,  107Q 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  WOft)  966 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0<») 
416 

Fairbanks,  Mr,,  Case  of, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  W«^  125T 

Famine  in  Ireland, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  A.  Herbert),  O0»)  973 

Fellowes,  Mr.  E.,  Huntingchnshire 
Copyh<M  Enfranchisement,  dom.  ("*>  1838 

Felons,  Society  for  the  Prosecution  of. 
Sill, 
I  IR.*  001)54 ;  2R.»  227;  Rep.*  599;  8R.* 

707 
c.  1R.»  WW)  856  ;  2R.*  1102 ;  lUp.*  0«)  758 ; 

3R  .•  906 
I,  Royal  Assent,  006)809 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.,  Londonderry  City 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  Com.  O07)  325 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Com.  oon 

888  ;  add,  d,  894 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  c2. 

1.004)940 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  2,  ooo)  1052  ; 

add,  d.  1396 ;  3R.  add,  d,  ^^^  82 

FiLMER,  Sir  E.,  Kent,  W. 
Smithfield  Market,  Comm.  moved  for,  004)  377^ 
966 ;  Address  moved,  007)505 

Financial  Reform, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Hume),  Oos)  1209 ;  Res. 
(Mr.  Cobden),  1218,  [0.  q.  A.  275.  N.  78,  M. 
197] 1300 

Financial  Statement, 

c.  OOO)  977 

Fiscal  Affairs  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.lR.*oon726 

Fiscal  Belations  between  Oreat  Britain 
and  Ireland, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  J.  0' Council),  007> 
332  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  342 

Fisheries  (Ireland), 
e,  Conmi.  moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  Oos)  e^ 

FiTZPATRicK,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.,  Queen's 
Co. 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Addrem  moved,  Ooo) 
518 


Evidence,  Law  of,  Amendment  Bill, 
Z.1R.»  004)707 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 

Army,  Education  of  OfScers  in  the,  OOO)  903 
British  Museum,  Oo«)448 
Budget.  The,  OOS)  708 

Buenos  Ayres  and  Monte  Video,  Oo«)  147 
Channel  Islands,  Criminal  Law  in  the,  OOS)  702 
Convict  Discipline — Transportation,  Oos)  423 
Customs,  Board  of,  O06)  195 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Leave,  (*^> 

1058 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  C»oi)680 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  Ooo) 

68 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  Leave,  Ooo)  135 
Libraries,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos)  751^ 

755 
PUte  River.  The,  C>")  767, 1328  ;  0»<)  147 
Public  Business,  O04)  150 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  008)343 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  3,  Oo»  239  ;  Res,  5,  242 
Smithfield  Blarket,  Address  moved,  OOT)  505 
Supply— Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  O04)  loo ; 

W)349,  360;— Report,  Oo»)  1123 ;— British 

Museum,  oon  344,  346 

Exchequer  BiUs  Bill,  (17,786,700?.) 
c.  IR.*  004)856 ;  2R.»  930 ;  Rep.*  967 ;  3R.* 

1102 
^.  1R.»  004)1139;  2R.»  1316;  Rep.*  O06)  1 ; 

3R.*  177 ;  Royal  Assent,  255 

Exchequer,    Chancellor    of    the,    see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Excise  Benevolent  Fund  Society  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  000)922;   2R.»  1082 ;    Rep.*  1133; 

3R.*  007)398 
l.  IR.*  00?)  463 ;  2R.*  616 ;  Rep,*  817 ;  8R.* 
878;  Eoy»l  Assent,  1072 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation,  Petition,  O04)  1930 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  Ooo)  787,  808,  812,  815, 

823 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2%.  0»)  894 

Expenditure,  Public,  and  Taxation, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Drummond),  OOft) 
208;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson),  227, 
[p,  q,  A.  100,  N.  151,  M.  51]  244 

Factories,  Working  Women  in,  by  Belays, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hmdley),  C»oj)i328 

Fagan,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  City 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0<")  428 
Fiscal  Relations  between  Ireland  and  Great 

Britain,  Comm.  moved  for,  ooz)  340 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  001)055 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

OOS)  342 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  2R.  Ooo)  157 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(103)  1403 
MisceUaneous  Estimates,  <i^>  1117 
National  Representation,  Leave,  O06)  1104 
Navy  Estimates,  004)  ioo3 
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FiTiROT,  Hon.  H.,  Lewes 
Navy  Estimates,  O^)  538,  540,  1012 
Small  Debts   Act  Amendment,    Com.    e/.   0, 
Amend.  t»W  406 

FiTZWILLIAM,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <i^  67 
Emigration  Tax  in  the  British  Colonies,  ^*"> 

465 
Ireland,  State  of,  (>w)  135^  135 
Italy,  War  in,  U04)  143 
Navigation,  Com.  cl  1,  0<»)  747 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland>-Rate  in  Aid,  (i«)  1182  ; 

2R.  C»»)  295  ;  3R.  658 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  cL  1,  (^07)  334 

FliOYER,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Navy  Estimates,  Ciw>  1026 
Poor   Law  Union  Act  Amendment  Charges, 
Com.  cl.  1,  007)  361,  362 

FoLET,  Mr.  J.  H.  H.,  Worcestershire,  B, 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos)  1308 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 

Marriage  (Scotland),  Com.  Amend.  0<m)  708 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  el,  O06)  1324 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  Amend. 
(!•*)  285 

Foreign  Affairs, 
I.  Res.  (Lord  Brougham),  <>07)  616,  [Contents 
96,  Not-Contents  108,  M.  12]  724 

FoRSTER,  Mr.  M.,  Berwick'On- Tweed 

Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  Lords'  Amends. 
O07)  1U9 

Railway  Casualty  Compensation,    Com.  Res. 

OOB)  866 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  0<«^  195 

FoRTESOUE,  Earl 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech — Her  Majes- 
ty's Answer,  Ciw)  221 
Palace  Court,  The,  Address  moved,  0«>  382 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  1,  OW  380 

F0RTE8CUE,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Louth  Co, 

Poor  Uws  (IreUnd)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  OM)  139 

Fox,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Longford 

Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  (»••>  160 

Landed  Property  (Ireland),  (^ot)  1146 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  0»*> 

488  ;  c/.  2, 947,  948 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  d,  1,  Cw»)  861 ;  cl. 

2.  1052 
Savings  Banks  Committee,  (^o«)  959 
Transportation  for  Treason  (IreUnd),  2R.  (i**) 

430 

Fox,  Mr.  W,  J.,  Oldham 
Ballot,  Vote  by.  Leave,  0««  922 
Charter,  The  People's,  (»W  1289 
Qergy  Relief,  Com.  O04)  1123  ;  cl  6,  1130 
Land  Improvement,  dtc.  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  I, 

(i«)  443 
MiscelUneous  Estimates,  (*^>  1113 
Supply— British  Museum,  ^^^  344 


Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  UW  669 

Free  Church  {Scotland), 
L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbane),  ^^^  1343 

Freemen's  Lands  Bill, 
I.  1R.*004)  1247;  2R.»  0«)875 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Eoscommon 
Business  of  the  House,  (*<>>)  1294 
Civil  Contingencies,  (»»>  1017 
Civil  Service— Poor  Laws,  Amend.  <*<*>  1054 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (>**)  393 
Fiscal  ReUtions  between   Great  Britain  and 

IreUnd,  C^mm.  moved  for,  CiOT)  341 
Incumbered  Estates  (IreUnd),  Com.  d.  1,  <^^' 

762 
Indictable  Oflbnces  (Ireland),  Com.  ic/.  17,  <^^^ 

1445 
Labour,  Employment  of  (IreUnd),  Leave,  <»•*> 

283  ;  Com.  O06)  159 
Land  Improvement    and  Drainage   (IreUtad), 

Comm.  C»w)  1268, 1273 ;  2R.  OW  396 ;  Com. 

d,  1,  430 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (IreUnd),  Com.  '0W> 

890;  d.  1,891 
MiscelUneous  Estimates,  O05)  ms,  1119 
O'Brien,  Smith,  oos)  305 
Poor  Laws  (IreUnd),  Comm.  moved  for,  <*W 

278,  449,  451  ;  tw)  264,  267 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»••) 

1328  ;  (»M>  274,  276  ;  Com.  483,  488 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  0»)  1316,  1318, 

1319;  d.  1,  O«M046;   d,  9,  1102;   add. 

d.  1255,  1350 ;    Lords'  Amends.  OVf)  105O, 

1065 
Railways  (IreUnd),  Comm.  moved  for,  no7)  50 
Transportetion  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0«D 

431 ;  Com.  d.  1,  791 

Frbwen,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Sussex,  jE. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  (*^> 

269 
Budget,  The,  <»«)  766 
Lyme  Regis  Election,  OOS)  1313 
Prison  Ducipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  Cios)  1 007 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (i<^  74 

Friendly  Sotieties  Sill, 
c.  IR.'^  0«)  1367;   2R.  OM)  302;   Question 
(Mr.  P.  Scrope),  O0»)  842 ;  Rep.»  0«)  1250 

Friendly  Societies  {No.  2)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  O08)  1390 ;  2R.*  OOD  2 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

EpiscopalUns,  Scotch,  0^6)  833 
Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee,  ^^^)  210 
Post  OfSce  Communication  (ScotUnd  and  Ire- 
land), C»W  820 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  Cio*)  72O 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*W 
188,  189,  255 

Galwat,  Viscount,  Retford  {East) 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  t^^)  1331 

General  and  Quarter  Sessions  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  <»»>  1008 ;  2R.*  0«)  178;  3R.*  1082 
/.  1R.«  0«)  1112  ;  2R.»  CioT)  207;  Rep.*  288; 
dR.*  362  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 
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Gibson,  Right  Hon.  T.  M.,  Manchester 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  ^^^^ 

264 
Army  Estimates,  t»")  998 
Brazilian  Treaty.  Leave,  Ciw)  757,  789,  806 
Budget,  The,  (»«>  779 
Civil  Contingencies,  (»«*)  1042 
CivU  Service,  <»«»>  1064,  1075 
Cornwall  and  LAncaster,  Duchies  of,  Instruction 

to  Comm.  Ciw)  668  ;  Comm.  moved  for,  1155, 

1159 
County  Rates,  Ac,  2R.  Cios)  143 
Derby  Day,  The,  (»»)  843 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

(106)  267 

Financial  Reform,  <i«)  1273,  1288 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  C^^) 

90,97 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  (^^s)  n^ 

758,  790 
Literary  Societies,  Exemption  fi*om  Taxation 

of,  CiM)  602 
Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association,  cm) 

1195 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  ^^^>  245 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  1,  (!«>  1216;  d,  29,  1306 
Navy  Estimates,  Ci04)  1024 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (W>  279 
Parliaments,  Duration  o^  2R.  C^oT)  175 
PUotage,  2R.  OW  728 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0W>  633 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  (»«>  1029, 1064, 1065 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  Cios)  133 
Sessional  Orders,  Amend.  (><")  249,  250 
SUve  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  3R.  (i<^>  1035 
Taxation,  «W  588 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Australian  Colonies,  Leave,  O*)  1128 
Business,  Public,  C»W  1141 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  («»>  1124, 1127  ;  0*) 

565,  569 
Canada  Indemnity  BiU,  Ci04)  1103;  0«)  1031, 

1032 
Church  Rates,  (»«)  671,  678 
Civil  Contingencies,  0»)  1017,  1022 
Clergy  Relief,  Comm.  moved  for,  0">  1132 ; 

Com.  0«)  1075  ;  OW)  1127  ;  d.  6,  1131, 1186 
Colonial  Administration,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^4) 

341,  850,  352,  363 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  <*"•>  982, 

996 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  O06)  953 
Convict  System— Transportation,  OW  420 
Count  Out,  The,  O06)  595 
County  Rates,  4c.,  2R.  CIM)  153 
Financial  Statements,  (io*>  978 
Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouver's  Island, 

Cios)  1371  ;  Address  moved,  C106)  1355^  1351 
Marriage  (Scotland),  3R.  (W)  45 
Marriages,  2R.  O04)  1233  ;  (»08)  616 ;  Com.  cl. 

8,  1818 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  <i<^)  220, 

236,  237 
Navigation  Laws,  Ooi)  680  ;  C»»)  604 
Navigation,  2R.  0")538,  540 ;  Com.  1199  ;  d. 

1,  Amend.  1205,  1215,  1216;  d.  11,  1229; 

d.  14,   1231,   1232,  1233,  1235,  1237 ;  c/. 

16,  1242,  1252 ;  d.  19,  1802 ;  d.  22,  1805  ; 

d.  29, 1306  ;  Preamble,  1807 ;  c/.  14,  Amend. 

C»w)466,  467 


Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — continued.    ' 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  <>••) 

924 
Punjab,   War   in  the.   Vote  of  Thanks,  Ci04) 

758 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  4o.,  2R.  (i<n> 

1819 
Supply— Canada,  Cio8)i89,  229,  280,  239,  248, 

274,  279 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  (^^)  254 

Glenelo,  Lord 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  ^***^  1240 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  Ci«)  1351, 

1356 ;  Rep.  (»«>  712  ;  8R.  1042 
Leasehold  Tenure   of   Lands  (Ireland),   Rep. 

(105)1154 
Poor  Laws  (IreUnd)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»«> 

816  ;  8R.  Amend.  687 

Godson,  Mr.  R.,  Kidderminster 
Southampton  Small  Tenements   Rating,  2R. 

(lOT)  870 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  (»«> 

417,  430 

GodsUme  Union,  The, 
c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Captain  Pechell), 
a«)852 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Shropshire,  N. 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  OOi)  597 
Land   Improvement    and   Drainage  (Ireland), 

Comm.  O04)  1272  ;  2R.  (»o^  884 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^>  65^ 
Smithfleld  Market,  Comm.  O06)  176  ;  Address 
moved,  CiW  611 

Goring,  Mr.  C,  Shoreham  (New) 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  8R.  (i<»>  1398 

GouLBURN,   Right  Hon.   H.,    Cambridge 
University 
Affirmation,  Rep.  ^^^^  138 ;  8R.  Amend.  441 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  (i^> 

1022 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  cl.  9,  ^^^^  1247 
Cholera— State  of  London,  (107)  249 
Church  Rates,  (!«)  660 
Civil  Contingencies,  O»)i022 
Civil  Service,  (»«»)  1044,  1049 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  (i*0 1382 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0<W  885 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  Cioi)  676 ;  Com.  1338 
Kingston  and  Richmond  Division  of  Livings 

Bill,  2R.  C108)  88,  89 
Land  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  00b)824 
Marriages,  2R.,  Amend.  Oo^)  1162,  1290,  1291 ; 

Com.  d,  2,  C106)  1314;  d.  3,  1320 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

(108)44 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*"> 

915,  1198 
ParUamentary  Oaths,   2R.  O0«U441,    1446; 

Com.  a»)436  :  d.  1,  440  ;  8R.  1409,  1419 
Pilotage,  2R,  (W)  735,  736 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  <»•*> 

596 
PubUc  Business,  09b)  390 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^  60 
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GouLBUBN,  Rt.  Hon.  H. — continued. 
Roman   Catholic   Prelates,   Rank  of.  Address 

moved,  (»<*>  445 
St.   Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ac.,  2R.  CM») 

1321 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  C»oW  446 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),   Gomm.  moved  for, 

OM)  49,  52,  959,  1242 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  1,  (!<»>  233  ;  Res.  3, 239 ; 

Res.  9,  245 
Supply— Property  of  the  late  John  Turner,  (»•*) 

956 
West  Indies,  (»W  741 

Government  Returns, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  MUes)  (»«)  1031 

Grace,  Mr.  0.  D.  J.,  Roscommon, 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  ^^w) 
449 

Graham,  Rigbt  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Ripon 
Bankrupt  Law,  Consolidation,  Com.  Ci07)  957  ; 

cl.  6,  958  ;  3R.  998  ;  Schedules,  1002,  1004 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  (»")1070 
Ceylon.  Address  moved,  dOT)  1097.  1100 
Clergy  Relief,  Comm.  moved  for,  <»<»>  1132 
Compound  Ilouseholders,  2R.  C»«0  991 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*^  425 
Financial  Statement,  C»«)  977 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension   (Ireland),  Leave, 

(iw)  337 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  O07)  986 
Judgments  (Ireland),  2R.  C»W  332 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  c/.  11,  <'»^  579 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  Com.  d. 

1,007)893 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  (^"^  217 
Navigation,  3R.  (»»*>  658,  674 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  Oon  11 43, 

1145 
Ordnance  Estimates,  OW  265,  270,  535,  536, 

546,  549 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland).  Com.  d.   1,  O«)1044. 

1045,    1047;    add.  cl   1107,   1109.    1111; 

Lords'  Amends.  O^T)  1042,  1052, 1053,  1054, 

1056  ;  d.  22,  1067  ;  c/.  27,  1068 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendments,  Com.  el.  9,  Oot) 

408 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  cl.  1,  (»w^205 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  OM) 

422 

Granby,  Marquess  of,  Stamford 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Amend.  Adj. 

0«)217;  Report,  258 
Derby  Day,  The,  0»)  843 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0<*>  618 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  oos)  816, 

819 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  OW)  739 
Navigation.  2R.  C»«)  506  ;  Com.  cl.  16, 1245 
Parliamentary  Oaths.  2R.  O^)  1428 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  OOS)  52 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Ci04) 

180 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  (»«)  747 
Railway  Casualty   Compensation,   Com.    Res. 

(»«)  866 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,   Cios) 

1462,  1477 
Supply— Canada,  CW  278,  835 
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Grand  Jury  Cess  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  O06)  323;  2R.»  387;  Rep .•  494  ;  3R.* 

906 
L  1R.»(»»>968;  2R.*  OW45O;   Rep. •  639  ; 

3R.*  800  ;  Royal  Assent,  869 

Granger,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham  City 
Seceding  Clergymen,  t><*)  499 

Granville,  Earl  of 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  cL   1,  (^m> 

1249 
Navigation,  2R.  O04)  1357  ;  Com.  cl.  1,  0»>  725, 

883,  885,  803:3R.  0W17 
PUotage,  2R.  (»W  969,  975 ;  Com.  1026 
Railway    Accounts,    Returns   moved  for,  0**) 

1053;— Mr.  Saunders,  1249 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  C^oz)  953^  954^  953^ 

1023,  1024 
Stock  in  Trade,  2R.  (w>  820,  822,  824 

Grattan,  Mr.  H.,  Meath  Co, 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Amend.  ('^' 

117,  149,  166.  167 
Business  of  the  House,  (^o^)  858 
Call  of  the  House,  (»<»)  453 
Clarendon,  Earl  of.  his  Letter,  (»W)229 
Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  <W>  1014 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

nw)591,  597 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act  (Ireland),  Ar- 
rest under  the.  Returns  moved  for,  (*^>  301 
Habeas  Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

C»«>343;  2R.  535;  Rep.  776 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  17.  C»oi) 

1445 
Kilrush  Evictions,  0»)  1291 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  Com.  O07) 

887 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

OW1419,  1422 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),   Comm.  moved  for  (>"■> 

299 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  »w> 

1030  ;  Com.  cl.  3,  954 ;  3R.  991 
Poor   Relief  (IieUnd),   Leave,  dW)  878,   883, 

887;  Com.  d.   1,  (i<»>  1321,  1322;    Lords' 

Amends.  (107)1051,  1058,  1064 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  (»•*)  755 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),    Comm.  moved  for, 

004)53 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0*> 

393,  426,  427,  431,  432 
Troops  in  Ireland,  Returns  moved  for,  oot)  soo, 

301 

Greek  Loan, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  0«k)  194 

Greene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  C»W  174 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),   2R.  doi) 

1118 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  OW  679  ;  Com.  1837 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  0^7)  1145 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  C»W)568,  756,  757, 

758  ;    Explanation,  874  ;   (»•*>  59,    60  ;  ClW 

494,  495,  858  ^ 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl.  1,  0»)T59 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  004)  155^ 

168,  160;  007)849^  350,  352 
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Grey,  Earl 

Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

211.  (»W  1066,  1080 
Agricultural  Distress.  0»)  472,  484.  488 
Australian  Colonies/iW  1367;  (>*>  1120, 1124, 

1125,  1130;  (»07)464 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  (»««  1114, 1116 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  (»W  468, 469.  470,  471 
Canada  Indemnity  Bill,  (>w)  1252 ;    U»)ii48^ 

1149  ;   006)471^  433^  547^  1033,  1038,  1039, 

1040 
Convict  Establishments.  OW)  1170,  1174 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Prevention,  2R.  O**)  929, 

930 
Emigration  Tax  to  the  British  Colonies,  0<W 

458,  462.  463 
House  of  Lords,  Accommodation  of  the,  ^^^> 

1110 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment.  2R.  CiM)  746 
Medals.  War,  Oon  827. 831 
Mortality  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  Returns  moved 

for.  t»«)246.  250 
Navigation,  2R.  (>«*)  45,  53,  79,  84,  85,  90,  96 ; 

Com.  636,  637;   d.  1,  703.  704.  711,  718, 

879,  894,  895,  899  ;   d.  9,  900  ;  d,  10,  901, 

903 
North  Wales  Railway,  004)599 
Nova  Scotia— Case  of  Mr.  Fairbanks,  C»«)  1272, 

1276.  1282,  1292,  1293 
Passengers,  2R.  006)330,  383 
Poor  Relief  ^Ireland),  Commons'  Amends.  ^^^ 

1125 
Public  Business,  State  of,  007)880 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  007)967 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos) 

188,  256 
Ryland.  Mr..  Case  of.  Oos)  1276 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  (»««  1000, 

1096 
Titles  of  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in  the  Colo- 
nies, O07)  i028,  1030 
Transportation  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  oos) 

948 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  O07)  1078 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  O07)  1106, 1107 

Grey,  Right  Hon.   Sir  G.,  Northumher- 
land,  N. 
Ascension  Day,  000)571 
Bakinif  Trade,  Leave,  00^491 
Ballinasloe,  Mortalitv  in,  (»«)  1034 ;  <»«>  186 
Berwick,  Mr.— Offences  (Ireland)  Bill.  0«)255 
Bimiinsrham  Borough  Exemption,  &c.,  2R.  Oos) 

9.>4,955 
Briberv    at    Elections,   2R.   001)1059;    Com. 

SIO;  d.  l,O04)si5.  817,  820 
British  Museum.  O0«)448 
Buckingham  Summer  As><izes.  2R.  ^WJ)  1335 
Canida^  Disturbances  in,  Oos)  1126, 1127,  1190  ; 

0«^  56S 
Cape  of  Good    Hope,  Transportation  to  the. 

Address  moved,  OOS)  1333,  1386,  1396,  1401, 

1402 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing   (Ireland),    2R.  004) 

1106 
Casilewellan,  Outrages  at,  Oon  740, 1005,  1006. 

1009 
Channel  Islands.  Criminal  Law  in  the.  Oos)  762 
Chanel  Convicts.  Oos)ii2l ;  Oos)5o  3^16,  3^7^ 

3SS 
Cholera  at  Limerick.  Ooi)  751  ;  at  London,  O07) 

249 


Gbet.  Right  Hon.  Sir  6. — cotUinued, 
Church  of  Ireland.  Comm.  moved  for,  OW)  137 
Church  Rates.  008)054^  657,  676 
Civil  Service,  <»06)  1058 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  OW)700;   Com.  «•*)  1122, 

1124  ;  d.  6,  1134 
Colliery  Accident,  The  late,  <»••>  762  • 

Convict  System — TransporUtion,  (>^402,  416, 

420.  421,  423 
ConvicU  (IreLuid)---Transportation,  (i*»  1329 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  OOi)  757 
Cornwall  and   Lancaster,   Duchies  o^   Comm. 

moved  for  OOJ)  1157 
County  Rates,  2R.  008)135^  138^  141^  150^  151 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  0«)  125 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  Amend. 

004)1064,  1089 
DerbyDay,  The,  006)843 
Distress  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  Cte*)  422 
Ecclesiastical  CouHs,  0«>  169,  170 
Emigration  fi*om  Ireland,  Address  moved,  (>*> 

521 
Factories,  Working  Women  in,  by  ReUj*.  O**) 

1328 
Famine  (Ireland),  005)933 
Ilabeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act  (IreliuidX  Ar- 
rests under  the.  Returns  moved  for,  (i*»S01 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

001)306;    Com.  584;    add,  d.  588;    Rep. 

742,  776,  779,  780 ;  3R.  879,  880.  903 
Insolvent  Debtors  (No.  2),  Leave,  OW>  1458 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  Ot»  675,  680  ;    Com. 

1337 
Interment  in  Towns,  <»•*>  1259 
Irish  Paupers  in  Great  Britain,  CMS)  637,  638 
Jones,  Ernest,  <'«>50,  386,  387 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Ac.  2R.  000)3^9 
Juvenile   Offenders  (No.   2),  Leave,  Omy  103, 

106 
Kilrush  Evictions,  Ooo)  1236 
Labour,  Emplovment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  (^**> 

233  ;  Com.  OO6)  159^  102,  168 
Land,  Grants  of  (New  South  Wales),  Com.  Cn»> 

362 
Land  Improvement  and    Drainage  (Ireland), 

2R.  006^342  ;  Com.  409,  410  ;  cL  1.  416 
Landlord  and  Tenants,  Com.  oL  1,  (>«>  1448 
Larceny  Acts  Amendxnent,  2R.  OOi)  1026 
Libraries,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  <••■>  755 
Lvme  Regu  Election.  Ooo)  1313 
^iarriages.  Leave,  O0Dii22:    2R.  (UO130O; 

Com.  d.  3,  0«)  1319 
MetropoliUn  PoUce.  (»04)93i 
Mines  and  ColUeries,  2R.  Ooo)  133(1^  1342 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland)  Comm.  nio>ved  for. 

OOJ)  H60 
National  Representation,  Leave,  Amend.  (*'*> 

1174 
National  Society,  The,  Ooo)  1284 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  16,  0«)  1244 
Nuisances  Removal,  &c.,  SR.  €tdd.  d.  (*V95l 
O'Brien,  Smith,  OOO)  395 
Offences  (Irehmd),  2R,  OOf)  1369,  1372,  1373 
Outdoor  Paupers,  Com.  ci.  7,  O")  1384 
Palace  Court,  Leave.  Ooo)  1436 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Oo«)  4^4 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.c/.  1,  O08)  4||| 
Parliamentary  Returns,  Expense  of  Printing, 

Return  moved  for,  0«)  757 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  Amend,  wn  175 
Party  Processions  (Ireland),  ^"«  1189 
Police,     Metropolitan,    Comm.      moTed     for. 

Amend.  Oo«  i^ei,  1265 
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Gret,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G. — continued. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  OW) 
295.  299  ;  Res.  450.  635 ;  (»«>66,  115,  218 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»«M349, 
1355,  1362;  Com.  c/.  1;  "04)939 .  Proviso, 
943,  946  ;  c/.  2,  947,  948, 952  ;  d.  3,  954 

Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  0«)929; 
Amend.  1043,  1045,  1050  ;  cL  2,  Amend. 
1051,  1055,  1058,  1059;  cl.  3,  1084,  1086, 
cL  9,  1102 ;  c/.  12, 1103  ;  add.  d.  1108, 1255, 
1257,  1391,  1392;  SR.  add.  c/.  C»o^  80,  82, 
83  ;  Lords'  Amends.  1048,  1050  ;  ds.  16-19, 
1066  ;  d.  27,  1067  ;  Conference,  1076 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for  0^652 ; 
0«)  1012,  1018 

Prisoners  in  Ireland  under  the  Suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  O08)  10 

Privilege,  Breach  of— Reporting  the  Debates, 
(104)  1057 

Protection  of  Women,  2R.  (»••)  1028, 1030, 1065 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  2R.  (»m)1451 
Public  Roads,  2R.  001)1351,  1363;    O04)406, 

407,  408,  409,  438 
Ragged  Schools,  OW914 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  0«)345,  350 
Record  Office,  Oo«)  937,  933 
Roman  Catholic  Disabilities,  Leave,  <^w)  372 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  3,  Oos)239 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  d.  9,  007) 

407 
Smithfield  Market,  Comm.  Cioa)  175 
Strangers,  Exclusion  of,  O05)  qqq 
Sunday  Trading,  Leave,  O06)  251 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  004)  287 
Supply,  Report,  (i»)  1123 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  OW 

390,395,422,  441;   Com.  el  1,  791,  797; 

3R.  824 
Yice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  C***) 

1203  ;  Rep.  1376 

Grog  AN,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 
Attachment — Courts  of  Record  (Ireland),  2E. 

OM)296;  Rep.  005)363 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  O04)  n  10 
Civil  Service,  ('<»)  1060, 1073,  1077 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  dec,  2R. 

OW  642, 643, 1317  ;  Amend.  0«)  89,  90,  631, 

1368,  1369 
Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks,  2R.  Amend. 

(103)  90 

Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  OW)  572 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  Cio7)  937 

Incumbered  Estates   (Ireland),  2R.    OW345; 

Com.  d.  1,  766;   d.  10,  770;   c/.  19,  772  ; 

d.  37,773;  3R.  1095 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  O04) 

283 
Land  Improvement  and    Drainage    (Ireland), 

Com.  OW)  1284;   d.  l,O»)430 
Ministers'  Money,  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for. 

Amend.  Ci03)  1412 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  O06)ii20 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

O0«)454,455;  003)30,  255 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  004) 

591  ;  d.  2,952 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  006)589;  Com.  d.  1, 

006)839,  865,  928  ;  d.  2,  1057  :   d.  9,  1102  ; 

aild.  d.  1255,  1256  ;  3R.  add.  d.  007)  80 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),   Comm.  moved  for, 

(104)  44 


Grosvenor,  Lord  R.,  Middlesex, 
Baking  Trade,  Leave,  OOT)  48I,  491 
Budget,  The,  oos)  755 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  OiO) 

71 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved   for,  Ooo) 

1266 
Smithfield  Market,  Address  moved,  O07)  505, 507 
Taxation,  Amend.  Oo»586 

Guiana,  British, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Baillie),  ooi)  933 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  L.  Ricardo),  965 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1039  ;  Comm.  appointed,  ib,  ; 
Question  (Mr.  Baillie),  O^)  145  ;  (Lo^d  J. 
Russell),  0«y  183  ;  Motion  (Mr.  Hume),OW 
920 ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  948,  [A. 
17,  N.  94,  M.  77]  949];  Motion  neg.  ib. 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act  {Ireland), 
Arrests  under  the, 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Mr.  Grattan),  oot)  301  ; 
(Mr.  E.  B.  Roche),  («»>  10 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  («>«>306  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell), 
317,  [0.  g.  A.  221,  N.  18,  M.  203]  369  ;  1R.» 
370 ;  2R.  500  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Sadleir),  500, 
[0.  q.  A.  275,  N.  33,  M.  242]  556 ;  Explana- 
tion (Sir  W.  Somerville),  558;  Instruction 
(Mr.  J.  0*Connell),  568  ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
584;  Com.  [A.  84,  N.  14.  M.  70]  ib. ;  d.  U 
Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  585,  [0.  q,  A.  79,  N. 
12.  M.  67]  587 ;  d.  2,  ib. ;  d.  3,  ib.  ;  add.  d. 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  ih.,  [A.  11,  N.  105,  M. 
94]  589 ;  Rep.  590,  742,  add.  d.  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connell),  771,  [A.  12,  N.  94,  M.  82]  783 ; 
3R.  875  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  804, 
[0.  q,  A.  117,  N.  23,  M.  94]  896;  Amend. 
(Lord  Nugent),  897,  [0.  q.  A.  166,  N.  11,  M. 
155]  904  ;  Bill  passed,  906 
/.  1R.»  001)937;  2R.  1174saR.lSW)»?  Royal 
Assent,  1303 

Haddington,  Earl  of 
Drainage  of  Land,.  IR.  <«»)  1114 
Marriage  (Scotland),  ^"»7  290 
Post  Office  Commuftication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), O06)  816, 
Universities  (Scotlaaxd)— The  Free  Church,  0<*> 
1343 

Haqgitt,  Mr.  P.  R.,  Herefordshire 
Clergy  ReUef,  3R.  A»end.  O07)  952 
Marriages,  2R.  «•«  118^ 

Halford,  Sir  H.,  Leicestershire,  S, 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  AJnead. 
O06)  1006,  1018 

Hamilton,  Lord,  C,  Tyrone 
Distress  (IreUnd),  Rep.  Oot)  834 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  CV)0V694 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  <••■> 

523,  526,  549 
Hungary,  Russian  Invasion  of,  O07)  805 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0M)633 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,   2R.  004) 

236 ;  Com.  678 
Poor  Relief  (Irehind),  2R.  OOB)  595  .  Com.  d.  I, 

1322  ;  O06)  1049  ;  d.  2,  1058  ;  d.  3,  1087 
Savings  Banks  Committee,  O04)  9^2 
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Hamilton,  Mr.  6.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  ^>07)  ioi3 
Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*<>')  148, 

150 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  ^i**)  676 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  9,  325 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 
(108)  1437 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Amend. 

CJ03)  1308,  1322,  1353  ;  Com.  cl.  1,  <»w)  935  ; 

Proviso,  945 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  5,  C»«>  1090, 

1096;  3R.  odrf-c/.  CW)84 
State  of  the  Nation,   Comm.  moved  for,  OM) 

1045 

Hamilton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Dublin  Co. 
Dublin  Consolidation,  tfeo.,  2R.  Ci09)ed2 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  3R.  Oo«) 
886 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Flint 

Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  OW)  i053 

Harbour  and  Light  Dues^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Wawn),  »«)  166 

Harbours  of  Refuge, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Hume),  (107)977 

Hardinge,  Viscount 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Vote  of  Thanks,  004)  728 

Harris,  Hon.  Capt.  E.  A.  J.,  Christchurch 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^^W  193 
Affirmation,  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  (»04)  451 
Australian  Colonies,  Leave,  <*05)  1133 
Bankrupt  and   Insolvent   Members,    2R.    (^^^ 

1244 
Dover  Harbour,  (»w)  qq 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  ^*®^ 

116 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  C»w^248 
Naval  Expenditure,  C^o*)  67     ' 
Navigation,   add.    cl.   O04)   132,   166;    Lords' 

Amends.  »«>  188 
Navy  Estimates,  (»<»)  943 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (»07)  276 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  ^^^^  258 

Harris,  Mr.  R.,  Leicester 
Budget,  The,  0<»)  783 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  (***)  1010 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of 

Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  (>*5  284, 

286 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  Oos)  829 
Navigation,  2R.  0^)  1344  ;  Cio»)30  ;  Com.  cl.  1, 

722,892;  el.  10,  903 
Plate  River,  Affairs  of.  Correspondence  moved 

for,  OM)  602,  617  :  (><»>  780  ;  (»07)  97^  use 
Polish  Refugees,  Relief  to,  0^)54,  135 
Prison  Discipline,  ««)  1388 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  (»<"^  966 
Rome,  Affairs  of,  (»07)558 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  O06)  714 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  C>07)  noi,  1107 


Hastie,  Mr.  A.,  Glasgow 

Navigation  Comm.  d.  16,  Amend.  Oob)  1239, 1247 

Ordnance  Estimates,  CioT)  275 

Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Amend.   Adj.  0«> 

1965 
PubUe  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  Ci«)  254 

Hatherton,  Lord 

Birmingham  Borough  Exemption,  d^.,  2R.  (^^) 

87 

Hawes,  Mr.  B.,  Kinsale 

Army  Estimates,  <»«)  1006  ;  0«>  1003 
Australian   Colonies,  Leave,  OW  1126,    1131, 

1133,  1134 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  Oos)  957^  1  ]  25,  1128; 

CW499,    661,    663,    566 ;~"  The    Times" 

Newspaper,  O06)  loog ;— Indenmity  Bill,  1031 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the,  ^^^^ 

636,  636,  962  ;  Address  moved,  1401 
Ceylon,  OW)  758,  769  ;— Courts  Martial  in,  (»«> 

1443 ;  Address  moved,  007)  io84, 1086,  1087» 

1089   1097   1099 
Civil  Service, '(106)  106I,  1062,  1063, 1064, 1066, 

1068,  1073,  1074 
Colonial  Administration,   Coram,   moved  for, 

000  334,  336,  841,  349,  360,  864,  366,  857, 

369,  360,  368 
Colonial  Despatches,  C»<«  1326,  1326,  1827 
Colonial  Grovemment,  Address  moved,  ('*)  971, 

976,  987 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  ^^^^  948  944,  946, 

961 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  (»M)946,  969,  1000,  1031 
CountOut,  The,  O«)600 
Emigration,  OW)  760,  873,  874, 1217,  1218 
Emigration  Tax  in  the  United  States,  (*<»)  964 
Emigration  to  Australia,  Ci«)  1124 
Guiana,  British,  OWO  939,  940 
Hong-Kong,  Bishop  of,  C»06)3g9 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  OM) 

1369 
Italian  Refugees,  OOT)  nei,  1162 
Kafir  War,  001)647 
Land,  Grants  of  (New  South  Wales),  Com.O«) 

362 
New  Zealand,  Earthquake  in,  0»)  1029 
Passengers,  2R.C104)  301 
Public  Roads,  2R.OW)408 
Supply— Canada,  CW)  2I8,  262,  829 
Taxation,  Ci07)  goi 

Vancouver's  Island  and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, 0«>  764  ;  Papers  moved  for,  1170 ;  OW) 

1371  ;— Address  moved,  OW  672,  698,600 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  W«*)  381 ; 

(107)  262  ;— Convicts,  0<»)  663 

Hatter,  Right  Hon.  W.  G.,  Wells 
Ceylon,  Courts  Martial  in,  Cios)  1443 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  (^^^  1118 
Parks,  PubUe,  CW  1019 

Headlam,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  (i^> 

1022 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  3R.  OtD  1000 
Bribery  at  Ele<;^ions,  2R.  OOi)  1071 
Church  Rates,  0«)  662 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  Leave,  Ci«)  121^  151 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  CWW  1142 
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Heald,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (^"^  685 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 
(103)  27 

Sunday  TraveUing  on  Railways,  2R.  C)04)  543 

Health,  General  Board  of,  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (Jo^  174  ;  2R .•  736  ;  Rep.*  834,  882, 

3R.»  977 
/.  IR.*  960;   2R.»  1016  ;  Rep.»  1071  ;  3R.» 
1101;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Heathcote,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Rutlandshire 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  (1°^)  1308 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  d.  9,  (»»>  1250 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  C»»)  1258 

Henlet,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Affirmation,  3R.  Ci04)  443,  449 
Army  Estimates,  C106)  1007 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  3R.  (*<^  1000 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  CiM)  1069 
Canada  Indenmity  Bill,  O04)  1104 
Cattle  and   Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  <»<>*> 

1116 
Chicory  and  Coflfee,  (»»)  154,  155 
Cholera— State  of  London,  (W)  25O 
Church  Rates,  (»»)  677,  679 
Civil   Service  —  Treasury,   Amend.  (»06)  i045, 

1048,  1063,  1054,  1056,  1058,  1059,  1071, 

1076,  1077 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  Cios)  701 ;  Com.  1073  ;  cl  4, 

1130;  cl  6,  Ci04)u37 
Compound  Householders,  2R.  Amend.  <i<^  990 
County  Rates,  4c.  2R.  C106)  133 
Crown  Prosecutions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved 

for,  004)1101 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,   0*> 

232 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  ^^^^  986 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ci04)  913  . 

2R.  O05)  354  ;  Com.  d.  6,  769  ;  3R.  1103 
Inland  Revenue,  Com.  Cios)  559 
Insolvent  Members,  2R.  (»<»)  579  .  Com.  1338  ; 

c/.  1,  O08)  1075  ;  d.  3,  1081  :  Recom.  1454 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Ac.  2R.  <»«>  869 
Juvenile  Offenders  (No.  2),  Leave,  CiOD  106 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  O08)  091  ;  Com.  d. 

1,  1449,  1460,  1463  ;  C»<»)  574  ;  d.  3,  576  ; 
d.  6,  677  ;  add,  d.  779 

Marriages,  Leave,  0<»)1119;    2R.  O04)  1291, 

1292 
Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots,  Leave,  0<^)  248 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  OW  mg,  1119 
Naples  and  Sicily,  O03)  372 
Naval  Expenditure,  004)  57 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*w)  740 
Navigation,  2R.  <»«>  527 ;  Com.  d,  14,  1231, 

1236  ;  d.  22,  1304,  1305 
Navy  Estimates.  OW  1025  ;   <"*>  1009,  1010, 

1021,  1022,  1028,  1029;  Rep.  Oos)  ion 
Nuisances  Removal,  2R.  add.  el.  (IW  951 
Outdoor  Poor,  Com.  Uos)  1332 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d.  1,  ^os)  443,  449 
Poor  Laws— The  Godstone  Union,  OW)355 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  0«>  935  ;  d. 

2,  1055;  c/.  12,  1103:  d.  13,  1105;  add. 
d.  1107,  nil  ;  Lords'  Amends.  O07)  105O; 
d.  22, 1067 

Protection  of  Women,  3R.  CW)  953 

Public  Business,  Cioi)  390 

PubUc  Roads,  Leave,  (i«)  663  ;  2R.  1349 


Hbnlkt,  Mr.  J.  W. — amUnued. 
Public  Roads  (No.  2),  Leave,  Cios)  1304  ;  2R. 

(»w)  436 
Railway  Casualty  Compensation,  Com.  Res.  t*"' 

866 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  <»«>  347 
Salaries,  Public,  ReduoUon  of,  Oor)  408,  417, 

426,  443 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  d,  20,  <i<^> 

471 
Southampton    Small   Tenements   Rating,   2R. 

Cio«)  370 
Stock  in  Trade,  Com.  (»«7)  479 
Supply,  Report,  (»«»)  1123 ;— Colleges  (Ireland), 

007)  356 

Henley  and  London   Waterworks,    d^c. 
Bill, 

c.  1R.»  0«>  1097;  2R.  0«)92  ;  Amend.  (Col. 
Knox),  lb.,  [0.  q.  A.  57,  N.  137,  M.  80]  96 

Henry,  Mr.  A.,  Lancashire,  8. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  O"^ 

271 
Civil  Services,  Cioft)  1048 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  0«)  125 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

OW)  443,  449,  454^  499,  636 

Herbert,  Right  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  S. 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Ac.,  2R.  C»w>  632,  1368 
Dublin  Corporation  Waterwoi^s,  2R.  (>«>  89 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  O08)  395 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  C»«)  692 ;  Com.  d, 

1,  0»)573 
Navy  Estimates,  C108)  933,  1026 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

(108)  43 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  OOft)  1327 ; 

C»«)  926,  932 
Supply— Canada,  <»<»)  365 

Herbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ooi)  146 
Cannibalism,  Alleged  (IreUnd),  0»>  978 
Convicts  (Ireland) — Transportation,  (>w^  1329; 

(108)  400 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ('••>  420, 

425 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  Ac,  2R. 

cw«)  1315 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (*^>  666 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  <>m)  306 
Irish  Paupers  in  Great  Britain,  Ci»)  637 
Kilrush  Evictions,  C»»)  1290 
Labourers,  Employment    of  (Ireland),   Leave, 

C»04)  233 
Land    Improvement  and  Drainage   (Ireland), 

Com.  ^»w)  1279 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  "<»)  1071 ;  Amend. 

1446,  1447 
Lighthouses,  Address  moved,  (^®*)  1076 
Offences  (Ireland),  2R.  (»w)  1370,  1371 
Passengers,  2R.  Ci04)  300 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  ('••) 

297 ;  ^^^^  74 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)-  Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  (io» 

1338  ;  Com.  Amend.  O04)  471^  439 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  004)  376,  878  ; 

2R.  Oos)  697,  600  ;   Com.  d,  1,  1327 ;   ("•> 

838,  929,  1046  ;  d.  3,  1085,  1087 ;  add,  d. 
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Herbert,  Mr.  H.  A. — continued. 

1106,  1107.  1108,  1110;   That  the  BUI  do 

pass,  (W)  89 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (W)  75 
St.  Peter's  Sayings  Bank  (Dublin),  Failure  of, 

(103)  97^  750 

Savings  Banks  (Ireland),   Comm.  moved  for. 

Amend.  0^0  29,958,  1243 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  Rep.  ^*^> 

1370 

Herries,  Right  Hon.  J.  C,  Stamford 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OW  217 
Budget,  The.  oo*)  535  ;  (loej  743 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  Cio3)  uqq  .  (106)  495  . 

—Indemnity  Bill,  (»w)  1102,  1103  ;  "»)  1030, 

1031,  1032,  1371.  1373;— Free  Trade,  C106) 

602,  603,  604 
Financial  Reform,  C^W  1265,  1275,  1277 
Financial  Statement,  <»»>  977 
Hop  Duty,  C104)  533 
Inland  Revenue,  Leave,  ^*°''  220 
Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  Ci08)73g 
Naval  Expenditure.  (»m)  eg,  68 
Navigation  Laws,  (*°*>  564,  565  ;  Comm.  moved 

for,  699,  713,  741 
Navigation,  IR.  (»m)  760, 761 ;  2R.  Amend.  (»«) 

464,491,603,612;  Com.  1203;  cl.  1,  1223, 

1226  ;cl.U,  1236  ;  cl.  19, 1308 ;  add.  d.  <»«) 

465  ;  3R.  Amend.  622, 674;  Lords'  Amends. 

(106)  188 
Navy  Estimates,  C»04)  539 
Ordnance  Estimates,  C*w^  263,  268 
Parliamentary  Returns,  Expense  of  Printing, 

Return  moved  for,  ^^o*)  757 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Rep.  <»<>*> 

700 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  ^^'^y  432 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  3,  CiM)  238,  248 
Supply— Canada,  C106)  243,  274,  341 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  C108) 

394 
Ways  and  Means,  Amend.  (>o^  744 

Hettesburt,  Lord 
Foreign  Affairs,  CiOT)  655 

IIeywood,  Mr.  J.,  Lancashire  N, 

Capo  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the,  Ad- 
dress moved,  Oos)  1401 
County  Rates,  «fec.  2R.  (»«>  134 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (W)  283 
Supply— Colleges  (Ireland),  Ci07)  353 

Heyworth,  Mr.  L.,  Derby 

Budget,  The,  OW  780 

Cornwall  and   Lancaster,   Duchies  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (i««)  1168 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  0'*)231 

Highways  Billy 
I  lR.»aM)707;  2R.*968 

Highways  (Annual  Beturns)  Bill^ 
c.   III.*  ^»o&)1008;   211.*  1236;    Rep.*  1283; 

3R.  C106)  49 
Z.  IR.*  C»<»)  158 ;  2R.»  376  ;  Rep.»  450  ;  3R.* 
1030  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ci07)  288 

Highways  (District  Surveyors)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  00a)  906  ;  2R.*  (»<»)  1313 


Highways,  Management  of, 
I,  Question  (Earl  of  St.  GermanB),  om  437 

Highway  Bates, 

I,  Returns  moved  for  (MarqaeM  of  SalisbanrX 

(101)1181 

Highway  Bates  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»«)  1138  ;  2R.»  J80O ;   Rop.»  om  2  ; 

3R.*  174 
I,  1R.»  207 ;  2R.*  616 ;  Rep.»  817  ;  SB.  878  ; 
Royal  Assent,  1072 

HiLDYARD,  Mr.  R.  C,  Whitehaven 
Navigation  Laws,  Conmi.  moved  for,  <"•>  738 
Navigation,  2R.  O«>590 
Ordnance  Estimfttes,  <i<^>  278 

Hill,  Lord  A.  M.  C,  Evesham 
Count  Out,  The,  0«)698 

HiNDLEY,  Mr.  C  Ashton-under-Lyne 
Chartist  Prisoners,  (»••)  388 
Civil  Service,  O06)  1074, 1076,  1078 
Factories,  Working  Women  in,  bj  "ELellMjUp  (■**> 

1328 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Ciw)  1122 
Signatures  to  Petitions,  <»»)  194 
Sunday  TraveUing,  0«>  250,  251 

HoBHOUSE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.»  Ranoich 
East  Indian  RaUway,  2R.  0<»)  1040 
Indian  Army,  Honorary  Medals  for  the,  ^^  803 
Madras,  Military  Authorities  at^  W«>1163 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  a*0  5i9 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  CiM)  648,  1186  ;— Address 

moved,    1333,    1334;    a«)  1122 ;— Vote   of 

Thanks,  <»«)  734^  753 
Railways  (India),  uoi)  647, 648, 1040  ;  Ci«  HJS 
Sattara,  The  lUiah  of,  C»»)  1186,  1380  ;--Tlie 

Territory  of,  ««r)  1160,  1152.  IIW,  1156 

HoBHOusE,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Lincoln 

International     Arbitration,   Address    mored. 
(106)  76 

Hodges,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Kent,  W. 

Budget,  The,  <>«)  7fi5 

Petty  Sessions,  Com.  cl  1,  (»W  157 

Hodgson,  Mr.  W.  N.,  Carlisle    • 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  OW)  1073 

Hogg,  Sir  J.  W.,  Honiton 
Ceylon,  Address  moved,  ^^^  1093 
Guiana,  British,  (W)  949 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  tar,  0*> 

1265 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  Ciw)  743 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  <»o«)  1331 ;— The  Tenitorr 
of,  (W')  1151 

Hong-Kong,  Bishopric  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  006)389 

Hop  Duty, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Herries),  Ci04>533 


HOP 


HOW 
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Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maidstone 

Marriages.  Leave,  0«)  1116;    2R.  Cioi)  1297 ; 

Com.  c/.  3.  0«)1316,  1821 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  <*•*'  69 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  Oo«)  1412 

Hornby,  Mr.  J.,  Blackburn 
Navigation,  2R.  008)576,  583 

HoRSMAN,  Mr.  £.,  Cockermouth 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OW)  i82 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  ow)  153^  154^ 

497,  498,  1211,  1216:  Address  moved,  0(») 

1032,  1040,  1059;   004)152,158.   O06)  186, 

733 
Cannibalism,  Alleged  (Ireland),  O06)  932 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  C»«)  1075 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  O")  1018 
Committee  of  Selection,  ExpLwation,  O06)  325, 

344 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  OODglO 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  OOi)  159 
Ecclesiastical  Reform,  Oos)  304 
Famine  (Ireland),  CW  932 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  004)  917 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  0<^)  884.  869 
Land  Improvement    and  Drainage  (Ireland), 

2R.  006)337.    Com.  406,  410;    cl,  1,  416, 

416,  427,  428 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

(108)  41 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  O04) 

261  ;  Com.  493,  526 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  <»W  607 ;  Com.  c/. 

1, 1322 ;  O06)  846,  854,  868  ;  Lords*  Amends. 

Oon  1060 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  004)  1244 
Sessional  Orders,  (»<»)  260 

HoTHAM,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  E.  R, 
Ceylon,  Address  moved,  007)  1094 

House  of  Commons  Offices  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O08)  1133  .   2R.»  oor)  2 ;   Rep.»  324  ; 

3R.*  467 
L  1R.»  463;   2R.»  877;   Rep.»  949;   8R.* 
960  ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

House  of  Lords,  Accommodation  of  the, 
I  Motion  (Lord  Beaumont),  (WJ 1109 

House  of  Lords,  Costs,  Taxation  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  O0D89  ;  2R.»  288  ;  Rep.»  362  ;  3R.* 

463 
c.  1R.*664;  2R.»834;  Rep.*  882  ;  8R.*  950 
/.  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Howard,  Lord  E.,  Horsham 
Distress  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  oot)  402, 
407 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Carlisle 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  OOS)  499 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  ci.  6,  O06)  577 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  Oos)  436 

HowDEN,  Lord 
Navigation,  3R.  add.  cl.  OiO)  89 
Plate  River,  Affairs  of  the,  O^J  90,  97 


Hudson,  Mr.  G.,  Sunderland 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  006)582,588 

Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  <»oi)  303 ;  (Mr. 
Hume),  764  ;  Correspondence  moved  for 
(Mr.  Hume),  1169  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1171  ; 
Question  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  <»«> 
1371;  (Mr.  Christy),  006)51  ._|7i,^^^^, 
Jiland,  Address  moved,  (Earl  of  Lincoln), 
649  ;  House  counted  out,  593,  694  ;  Address 
moved  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  Gladstone),  1356 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose,  d^c. 
Accounts,  Public,  Oos)  499 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OOf)  147^ 

163  ;  Report,  271  ;  Amend.  276,  276 
Army  Estimates,  Oo«)  76 1,  768,  769,  771  ;  O08) 

967,  989;    Amend.   996,  1017,  1019,  1023, 

1024 ;— Excess  of  Expenditure,  O07)  34 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  ooo) 

1022,  1023,  1024 
Births,  Registration  of  (Scotland),  Com.  Amend. 

(108)  1027 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  0<»>  163 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  OOi)  790 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  0")  1071 ;  Com.  ch 

1,004)822 
Budget,  The— Public  Revenue,  004)534^535. 

Ooe)764,  767,  784 
Business  of  the  House,  O07)  1076 
Business  of  the  Session,  O06)  i82 
Business,  PubUc,  ooo)  1140 
Canadian  Rebellion,  Oos)  1126 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Transportation  to  the,  Ad- 
dress moved,  O08)  1394 
Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  Oor)  743 
Ceylon,  (»«*>  759 ;— Courts  Martial  in,  oos)  1442 ; 

—Address  moved,    O07)io81,    1084,    1086, 

1087,  1099 
Charter,  The  People's,  oos)  1278,  1296 
Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  003^)  159 
Church  Rates,  (»«>  657 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  0«)697;  Com.  1074 
Colonial  Administration,  Comm.  moved  for,  OM) 

336,  338,  364,  376 
Colonial  Despatches,  0<n)  1326, 1327 
Colonial  Grovemment,  Address  moved,  O06)  969, 

976,  981 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  Oo»)  96I,  976,  1089 
Colonies,  Condition  of  the,  (»<>*)  288,  290,  291, 

292 
Consular  Establishments — Supply,  004)  16O 
Convict  System — Transportation,  O08)  416 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  Oos)  1333 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  Duchies  of,   Comm. 

moved  for,  OOS)  11 50,  1153^  1164 
Count  Out,  The,  OOf)  764  ;  OO6)  60I 
County  Rates,  2R.  Oos)  125,  129, 130, 143, 146, 

149,167 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  0«)  126 
Denmark— The  Mislaid  Despatch,  004)  457 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  OOD  406, 

410,  428,  622,  029  ;  Rep.  838  ;  2R.  1202 
Dovor  Harbour,  004)  6I 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  Ac.,  2R. 

(iM)  644  ;  OOS)  1370 
Eastern  Counties,  Ac.  Railway,  2R.  OOi)  636 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Oos)  169 
Expense   of  Printing  Parliamentary  Returns, 
\**"»j  766 
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HuMK,  Mr.  J. — continued, 
Financial  Reform,  OW  1209,  1221,  1235,  1268, 

1270 
Friendly  Societies.  2R.  (»w)  306 
Guiana,  British,  (i»)  184,  185  ;  (W)  920, 948 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland;,  2R.  Cios) 

632  ;  Rep.  780  ;  3R.  887 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  CW)  977 
Henley  and  London  Waterworks,  Ac,  2R.  (*w) 

96 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  ^^^ 

1369,  1361 
Hungary,  War  in,  0«)  1397,  1398 
Indian  Army,   Honorary  Medals  for  the,  (*^J 

303 
Inland  Revenue,  Com.  (»«>  658, 659 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  cl.  3,  ^>W  1079 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  (i^> 

106 
Italian  Refugees,  OW 1162 
Land,   Burdens   on — Local  Taxation,  Ciw)  n, 

439  ;  Amend.  463,  703,  746 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  I<ands  (Ireland),  Com.  cl, 

1,007)891 
Libraries,  Public,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^  756 
Lighthouses,  Address  moved,  OW 1075 
Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association,  ('"> 

1192 
Madras,  Military  Authorities  at,  ^^^^  1168 
Marriage  (Scotland),  3R.  (W)  43 
Marriages,  Com.  add,  cl,  OW 1327 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  Ac.  ('W  541 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  (!•>>  1336 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(108)  1427 
Moldavia  and  WaUachia,  0")  1163 
Naples  and  Sicily,  <»«>  373 
National    Representation,    Leave,   0®)    1166, 

1233 
Naval  Expenditure,  Res.  004)ei,  66,  68 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  C^ot)  ^Qg^ 

713, 738 
Navigation,  IR.  Cio«)  761  ;  Com.  0«)  1198 ;  3R. 

add.  cl  OW)  706  ;  Lords*  Amends.  Ci«)  188 
Navy  Estimates,  008)99,   902,  907;    Amend. 

914,  916,  917,  919,  936,  946.  1025 ;   (»o*^ 

638 
Ordnance  Estimates,  OOS)  947; — Vote  in  Excess, 

1364  ;  0«^  261, 267,  274,  276,  276.  277, 279, 

280,  288,  463,  469,  461,  462,  463,  616,  620, 

632,  633, 636, 646, 648, 663 
Palace  Court,  The,  (»<»)  938 
Parishes,  Division  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

Amend.  O08)26,  44,  45,  47 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Oo«)  767 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  Oof)  1190 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  O07)  179^  133 
Passengers,  2R.  0^)  300 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  O0«) 

1264 
Poor  Law  Board,  Oos)  963 
Poor  Laws— Law  of  Settlement,  (»«>  869 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Oot) 

636 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  O04) 

469,  695,  696 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  .Lords'  Amends.  O07)  105I, 

1069 
Prison  Discipline.  Comm,  moved  for,  Ooo)  1013 
Private  Bills,  007)1074 
Protection   of  Women,    2R.   Ooo)  i026,   1030 ; 

That  the  BUI  do  pass,  007)954 
PubUc  Business,  Amend.  00«>  160,  152,  869 


HuMx,  Mr.  J. — ccntmned. 
Public  Roads,  2R.  Ooi)  1359,  1363  ;  O04)  407, 

434 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  O08)  i67 ;— Vote  of  Thanks, 

004)752,753 
Railway  Casualty   Compensation,   Com.    Res. 

003)865,866 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  OOT)  52, 

69 
Revenue,  Public,  Oo«)  553 
Rome,  French  Intervention  at,  OOO)  1358^  1359^ 

1370  ;  O06)  182,  183,  789 
Salaries  and  Pensions,  Returns  moved  for,  O**^ 

1331,  1332,    1333 ;— Reduction  of  Public, 

OOT)  480 
Sattara.  Rajahship  of,  Oos)  152  ;  Correspondence 

moved  for,  301, 1186. 1329, 1331 ;— TheTer- 

ritory  of,  007)1149,  1154 

Savings  Banks  Committee,  0<>*>  960 

Sessional   Orders,   Res.  2,   Oot)237;    Res.  3, 

238,  239,  240  ;  Res.  13,  247.  252,  264 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac,  2R.  O®*)  520 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  3R.  O07)  1039 
Small  Debts  (Ireland),  2R.  oos)  io69 
Southampton   Small  Tenements    Rating,   2R. 

OOJ)  870 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos) 

1418 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  2R.  Oo*>841, 

847 
Supply,  OOi)  559  ;_The  Annual  Budget,  Amend. 

OOS)  870,  882,  884  ;— New  Houses  of  Pariia- 

ment,  004)  156  ;  (107)347^  349,  351^  863;— 

Canada.  O06)  3 1 5 ;— British  Museum,  0»n  342, 

346  ;— Colleges  (Ireland),  367,  859,  360 
Taxation,  007)578,  594 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  004)310, 

312 
Vancouver's  Island,    and  the    Hudson's   Bay 

Company.  Oo«)  704 ; — Papers  moved  for,  1 169 ; 

— Address  moved,  Oos)  592 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  OOT)  253, 

261 
Vernon  Gallery,  The,  002)304 
Vice-Admiralty  Courts,  O")  1101 
Vice-Guardiana  (IreUnd),  2R.  OOf)  1202 
West  Indies,  Ooi)  742 

Hungary,  War  m, 
/.  Petition  (Lord  Beaumont,  007)902 
c.  Russian  JnUrference  in.  Question  (Mr.  6. 
Osborne),  0»)  326 ;  (Mr.  Hume),  OW  1307  ;— 
Russian  InvaMon  of.  Address  moved  (Mr. 
B.  Osborne),  O07>  786,  786 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 817  ; — Austria,  War  with.  Question 
(Lord  Nugent),  1162 

HuTT,  Mr.  W.  Gateshead 

Navigation,  Com.  d.  29.  Oos)  1306 
Roman  Works  of  Art,  004)  20 

Inclosure  Act  (Extension  of  Powers)  Bill, 
I  IR.*  O06)  1112  5  2R.»  O07)  1 .  Rep.»  89;  8R.» 

207 
c,  1R.»  397;   2R.*  616;  Rep.*  726;  3R,* 

977 
L  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  C»o*)  892  ;  1 R.*  920  ;  Question  (Sir  L. 

O'Brien).  967;    2R  O05)  344.  Com.  d.   1, 

760  ;  cl.  6,  769  ;  cl.  16,  770  ;  eLl9,  Proviso, 

(Mr.  Turner),  772,  [A.  9,  N.  66,  M.  67] 
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Incumbered  EstoM  {Ireland)  Bill — cont. 

773  ;  cl.  87,  ib. ;  el.  38,  774  ;  el,  89,775  ;  c/. 

40, 776  ;  cl  43,  ib.  ;  Rep.*  906 ;  3R.  Amend. 

(SirL.  O'Brien),  1094,  [o.  q,  A.  117,  N.  12, 

M.  105]  1107 ;  BiU  passed,  1108 
/.  IR.*  003)1188;  2R.  1836;  Rep,  006)709; 

dR.  1040 
C.  Lords'  Anoends.  OW)  564 
/.  Commons'  Amends.  007)  06O  ;  Royal  Assent, 

1072 

Indemnity  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  008)1066;  2R.»  1188;  Rep*  1293; 

3R.*  1442 
I.    1R.»  OW)i;  2R»  54;  3R.»  133;  Royal 

Assent,  277 


Indep 


I  of  Parliament  Bill, 


India, 

Army  in,  I.  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  Ellen- 
borouffh),  (»W  1234 
•  Army,  Bonorary  Medals  for  the,  c.  Question 
(Mr.  Hume),  001)303 

Madras,  Military  Autliorities  at,  c.  Corre- 
spondence moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  O^^) 
1161,  [A.  14,  N.  54,  M.  40]  1175 

Mutiny,  see  Mutiny  and  Desertion  {India)  BiU 

Punjab,  War  in  the,  c.  Question  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson),  Oo»)  648,  760,  1185  ;  Explana- 
tion (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  1204;  Address 
moved  (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  1333;  Motion 
withdrawn,  1334 ;  Question  (Mr.  Hume), 
003;  167  ;  Reply  (Lord  J.  RusseU),  252 ; 
Question  (Mr.  Hindley),  1122 

L  Vote  of  Thanks,  O04)  707  ;  Acknowledgment 
of,  OOT)  1128 

c.  Vote  of  Thanks,  O04)  734 ;  Acknowledgment 
of,O«r)ii60 

Railways,  e.  Question  (Viscount  Mahon),  Oos) 
647;  (Viscount'  Jocelyn),  oos)  1122  ;— see 
East  Indian  Railway  Company  Incorpora- 
tion Bill 

Sattara,  Rajahship  of,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume), 
(lOJ)  152 ;  Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr. 
Hume),  301,  1186, 1329  ;—The  Territory  of. 
Motion  (Mr.  Hume),  OODiuo ;  House  count 
ed  out,  1156 

Indictable  Offences  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  lR.*O0t)ii82;  2R.»  008)464;   Rep.»  953  ; 

Com.  el.  17,  1444  ;  el.  29,  1445;  8R.*  004) 

617 
I.  IR.*  004)  707;  2R.*  000)177;  Rep*  Oot) 

616  ;  8R.*  817 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Infant  Pauper  Asylum  at  Tooting, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Sibthorp),  OOf)  154 ;  (Viscount 
Drumlanrig),  565 

Ingus,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  University 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OOf)  149 
Arctic  Expedition.  The,  000)22 
British  Museum,  OW)  443 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  Comm.  moved  for, 

006)248 
Marriages,  2R.   O04)  1233,  1290,  1291,  1292, 

1308 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d.  I,  ooo)  459 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  004)  751 
Roman   Catholic  Disabilities,   I^eave,  Amend. 

(lot)  371 

VOL.CVII.    {ffiS} 


INOL19;  Sir  R.  H.^— «<mAnii€<2. 

Roman   Catholic  Prelates,  Rank  of,   Address 

moved,  Ooj)  439,  447 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  1,  Oos)  234  ;  Res.  9, 246 ; 

Res.  13,  Amend.  247,  248,  254 
Signatures  to  Petitions,  Oo»)  194 

Ingrossing  and  Inrohnent  of  Bills 
f.  Comm.   moved  for  (Lord  ChanoeUor),  Ooi) 

302  ;  Report,  436,  560 
c.  Res.  001^568 

Inland  Pouts  ( Colonies)  Bill, 
c.  1R,»  ooo)  1390 ;  2R.»  OOT)  loi ;  Com.  324  ; 

3R.*  398 
I  lR.»O07)362;  2R.*817;  Rep.»  878 ;  3R.* 

949  ;  Roy^  Assent,  1072 

Inland  B&oenue  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  (»««)  220  ;  IR.*  ib. ;  2R.*  873  ;  (Jom, 

558 ;  3R.*  755 
I  lR.»O0i)  849  ;  2R.»  1077 ;  Rcp.*1171 ;  «a.» 
1203  ;  Royal  Assent,  1803 

Insolvent  Debtors  Act  Amendment  BiUy 
I  IR.*  ooo)  875 

Insolvent  Members  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  001)302;  2R.  678;  Com.  1337;  BiU 
committed  to  Select  Comm.  1388;   Rep.* 
OM)  864  ;  Com.  cL  1,  1075  ;  cl.  8,  1076  ;  el. 

4,  1084,  [r.  o.  A.  84,  N.  77,  M.  43]  ib. ;  >«. 

5,  Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Palmer),  1085 ;  Recom. 
1453  ;  Bill  withdrawn,  1458  ;-HKe  BaaJcrvtpt 
and  Insolvent  Members  BiU 

Interment  in  Towns, 
e.  Question  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  O04)  1258 

Iniemational  Arbitration, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Cobden),  CIW53 ;  Amend. 
(Visct.  Palmerston),  78,  \p.q.  A,  79,  N.  176, 
M.  97]  119 

International  Interchange  of  Visits  he- 
tween  England  and  France, 
c.  Question  (Mr  B.  Cochrane),  OOf)  1098 

Ireland, 
BaUinasloe,  Mortality  in,  c.  Remarks  (Sir  G. 

Grey),  Oos)  1034 ;  (Mr.  Conolly),  ooo)  135 
Berwick,  Mr.-^Ofences  {Ireland)  BiU,  c.  Ex- 

phmation  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  Oos)  179;  (Sir 

H.  W.  Barron),  253 
Births,  ^c,  RegistraMon  of,  e.  Question  (Mr. 

Meagher),  002)374 

Cannibalism,  AUeged,  c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Her- 
bert), 0»)  978 ;  Reply  (Lord  J.  Russell).  1082 

CastleweUan,  Outranges  at,  I,  Observations  (Earl 
of  Roden),  007)1129 

c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr.  Moore),  Oon 
603  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  616 ;  Observations 
(Viscount  Jocelyn),  737;  Correspondence 
moved  for  (Mr.  Reynolds),  1004;  Motibn 
withdrawn,  1016 

Cholera  in  Limerick,  c.  Question  (Mr.  MonseU), 
OOS)  750 

Church  of  Ireland,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  B. 
Osborne),  O07)  [A.  107,  N.  170,  M.  67]  174 

Colleges,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  Cw«  1202;— 
%?pty,  007)353,  [A.  106,  N.  28,  M.  78]  860 

Conference  with  the  Irish  Members,  c.  Observa- 
tions (Visct.  Castlereagh),  004)  459 

Convicts —  Transportation,  c.  Question,  (Mr. 
H.  A.  Herbert),  Oo«)  1829 
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Irdand — continued. 
Crown  Prog^rutwns^  c,  Comm.  movcKl  for  (Mr. 

Keogh),  ^^*»*>  1091  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1101 
DiitreUj  I.  Corrospondenco  moved  for  (Lord 

WhjLTOcliffe),  t«w)  1)70 
C,  Comm.  moved  for  (ClianccUor  of  the  Exche- 

qiicr),  tioa)  374  ;  Adj.  Debate,  500  ;  Amend, 

(Mr.   Grattan)^   51}!  ;     Amend,    withdrawn, 

597;  Amend.  (Mr  Stafford),  BW,  [A,  125, 

N,  345,  M.  120]  020,  [o.  q.  A.  220,  N.  143. 

M.  77]  020  ;  Rep.  Amimd.  (Mr,  P.  Scrope), 

784  ;  Amend,  neg,  830  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Sir  H. 

W.  Barron).  [A.  0,  N,   174,  M.   1651  840  : 

Amend.  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  841,  f  A.  9,  N.  157, 

M.  148]  846  :   [tK  q.  A.  139,  N.  39,  M.  90] 

849  ; — laacotraie  Relutus^    Question    (Mr. 

SUfford),  UaO,  1210;— 800  Ditlrtis,  Relief 

of  {Ireland)  BUI 
DUtresttd  Unioixg,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Clmn- 

oellor  of  tho  Excho^iucr),  ^i^T)  45 
Zhltif*s  Bme,   Collmon  atf  see  Cattlewellan, 

Ouiriiefet  at 
Ihtuitjhjtdee    and   Fort  Patrkk^   I    Question 

(Marquess  of  Londonderry),  t'^^  30^  ;    Mo- 
tion (Marquess  of  Loudojiderrv),   '^^^^  208, 

[Coufconts  18,  Not-Contcnt«  31.  M.  13]  211 
^iteaiion,  Nitti&nal,   I.   Question   (Bishop   of 

Cashol),  0(M)2(>;    Potitionfl  (Bishop  of  Ca- 

Bhel),  1140 
C.  Addre3s  moved  (Mr.  G.  A.  IlamiUon),  ^"**' 

«75,  [A.  102,  N.  102,  M.  60]  700 
£nn(fratkm  from,  c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Mon- 

sell],  Ooe>  500  .  Amend.   (Mr.  J.  O'Connell), 

513,  [o.  q.  A.  45,  N.  10,  k  35]  533 
l^cal  ii/!luiiotiS  with  Great  Bntnin,  e.  Comm. 

moved  for  (Mr.  J.   OTouneU),   tw)  3 j^ ; 

Motion  vrithdrawn,  343 
Fithari^g,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  C,  Anstoy), 

a«>  648 
BhJbecu  Corvtts  Suspeimon  Act  (Irdnnd)^  Ar- 

rewf^  unaer  the,  c.  Return  eiovwi  for  (Mr. 

Grattan),  <i«>301  ;— seeif^^cw  Corpm  Su*- 

pemion  (  frclami)  Bill 
Kiit*ush   Evictions^    c.   Oibaervationi   (Mr.    P» 

Scronc),  tio*>  1286 
Laf%d  tmprovtmafit  and  Droiiiag6^  €.  Com.  tiM) 

1260 ;^aee Laiid Imprmeineni, ^c*  (Ireland) 

BiU 
Litmh'd  Property,  c.  Motion  (Mr.  S,  Crawford), 

(ioa>  1 133  .    Motion  wilhdniwn,  1 148  ;—Sals 

of,  Comm,  moved  for,  (Mr.  Sadleir),  <^^^>  383  ; 

Uoudo  counted  out,  403 
'  Mttilg,  Trant^misttion  of,  c,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(Mr.Ker),t'<»>  1310,  [A.37,  N.  44,  M.  7]  1311 
Wmttert*  Money t  c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  OTon- 

nell),  OM>755;   Comm.  moved  tor  (Mr.  \\\ 

Fagan,  <»«»>  1403,  [p.  q.  A.  44,  N.  72,  M.  38] 

1441 
MiieM  ths  Conmct,  l.  Queation  (Earl  of  Wal- 

degravo),  OW)  537 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Robinson),  <1<»)251 
Mortalitkf  in  Gmh,  I  Returns  moved  for  (Lord 

Monteagle),  <^^^>  244 
0'J3rt<frt,  Wittiam  Smith,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Nii- 

pier),  t'««>305 
OaUioor  Belief,  I.  Correspondonco  moved  for 

(Earl  of  Roa8e)/^'**>  1250 
Passe tufrrs    in  Steaitierf,  RtUfuhitions  for^  c. 

Question  (Mr.  Cardwull),  ti»s>  1030 
PaiqHir*,  c.  Question  (Mr,  IT,  A.  Herbert),  <»<»> 

637;  (Mr.  StaiTuH),  ^J*^>  321 
Peat,  Uset  of,  e.  Obscn  ations  (The  O'Gorman 

Mahon),  t'«^»  1008 


Iri'Jand — con  ti  n  ued . 

Poor  Litwif,  L  Comm.  moved  for  (Marquess  of 
Linsdowue),  tiwj  4^5  .  Motion  (Lord  Stanley), 
1303;  Motion  witlidrawii,  1313;  Petitions, 
<"«>233;  Estimate  moved  for  (Lord  Mon- 
to.igle),  1178 

c.  Comm,  moved  for(SirW,  Somerville),  <^^270  ; 
Appoiritmeut  of  Comm.  44*? ;  Amend,  (Mr. 
Grogan),  455,  [0.  q.  A.  140,  N.  44,  M.  75] 
16,,  490  ;  That  Mr,  Bright'e  Nrnne  be  added, 
033  ;  Amend.  iCapt.  Tavlor),  633,  [o,  1/.  A. 
129,  K,  74,  M.  55]  638;  000)43;  Amend. 
(Mr.  S.  Crawtord),  49  ;  Amend. (Sir  J. Walsh), 
54,  [lk  q.  A.  195,  N.  90,  M.  99]  84  ;  Expla- 
nation (Mr,  Napier),  08  ;  Adj.  Debate,  170  ; 
Amend.  (Major  Blaekall),  108 ;  Amend. 
(Visct.  Cantlereagh),  [r.  jk  A.  104,  N.  251, 
M.  147|  229;  Adj.  iX^bate,  255,  [a,  q,  A. 
337.  N.  IQl,  M.  73]  314;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Reynolds),  316,  [A.  61,  N.  212,  M,  101]  318; 
hn.  g,  A.  206,  N.  34,  M.  172]  330  ;— see  Puor 
Ijtiwi  {IreJ4iml} — Ritte  i»  Aid  BUI 

Post  Office  Communication  with  Scotland,  I, 
Comm,  moved  for  (Marquess  of  London- 
derry), tiM>808  ;  Motion  withdrawR,  831 

Prifon^n  wukr  ihi  Suspension  of  the  Habeeu 
Corpus  Act,  c.  QuestioQ  (Mr.  lloehe),  ^i«*> 
10 

Procetfimf  Patiij,  c.  Question  (Visefc.  Caitle- 
reagh),  <^i**5 1 189  ;  Correspondeuce  moved  for 
(Mr.  Reynolds),  <W)  1004 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1010 

Profierttt  Tihr,  },  Return  moved  for  (Earl  of 
Wicklow),  O08)  747 

Prosecutions,  c.  Explamition  (Mr,  Keogh),  t****? 
153 

Pithlie  Advanees  in  Aid  of  the  Poar  Law,  c. 
Question  ^Sir  U.  Willoughhy),  (lo*)  566 

Public  Worl's-^Matfnoidh  Colkge,  c.  Amend. 
(Mr,  SpoonerJ,  [A.  37,  N.  96,  M.  CO]  t"»> 
1043 

Railways,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chonoollor  of 
the  Exchequer),  007)  40 

Reeeivers,  Courts  of  Chanecnf,  ^c,  c.  Comm, 
OMJ  131  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (I'oL  Dunne),  [A. 
13.  N.  68.  M,  45]  123 

SL  Pete's  S'win^fs  Bank  (Dit^flin),  Failure  of, 
c.  Queation  (Mr.  Reynolds),  t^oa)  9 jj .  (^f^. 
IL  A.  Herbert),  750 

SamiMfs  Bank»,  c,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
ReynoldsJ,  Cio«32;  Amend.  (Mr,  H,  Hoi^ 
hert),  29  [A.  49,  N.  43,  M.  7]  53 ;  [m.  q. 
A.  51,  N,  48,  M,  3]  ib.;  Nomination  of  Mem- 
bers, 957  :  That  Mr,  Napier  bo  appointed, 
f  A.  74,  N,  1 II,  M.  37]  904.  1339  ;  That  Mr. 
Grogan  be  ap|>oiiited,f  A.  81.  N.  123,  M.  42] 
1244;  That  Mr,  G.  A.  Hamilton  bo  ap- 
pointed, [A.  61,  N.  120,  M.  59]  346 

Stat^  of  l.  Petition  (Earl  Fitrwilliam).  <»»*>  135 

c.  Observation  (Mr,  J.  (VCounell),  <»<")  21  ; 
Kas.  (Major  Blaekall)<-"»*^  151  ;  House  count- 
ed out.  *162  ;  Address  moved  (Mr.  Hors- 
man)  0<»7)  8,14 

Totnneoara  Etfictimit,  The,  e.  Queitlon  (Mr* 
Scully),  <i«^J  1036  ;  Observations  (Mr.  Prum- 
mond),  1284 

Troops  in  Ireland,  r.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr, 
Grattau),  tiM)300;  Motion  withdrawn,  801 

Administraiion  of  Jnstiee,  sec  Adminutration 
of  Justice  {Ireland)  Bill 

Assaults,  see  Assaults  {Ireland)  BiU 

Athhjne  uii^i  Gal  way  Rfjtilwmt,  see  Advance  of 
Money  {Atldone  and  Galway  Railwaif)  BiU 
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Attachments,  see  Attaehmenltt  Courts  of  Record 
{Ireland)  Bill 

Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  see  Attorneys  and  So- 
licitors {Ireland)  Bill 

Bankruptcy,  see  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill 

Cattle  and  Sheep,  see  UatUe  and  Slieep  {Ire- 
land) Bill 

Chapels  of  Ease,  see  Chapels  of  Ease  (Ireland) 

County  Cess,  see  County  Cess  (Ireland)  Bill 

Dublin  Consolidation,  ^c,  see  Dublin  Consoli- 
dation, ^c.  Bill 

Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks,  see  Dublin 
Corporation  Waterworks  Bill 

Dublin  Roads,  j-c,  see  Dublin  Roads,  Src 
Bill 

Elections  and  Polling  Plcu:es,  see  Elections  and 
Polling  Places  (Ireland)  Bill 

Estates,  Leasing,  see  Estates  Leasing  (IreUmd) 
BiU 

Fiscal  Affairs,  see  Fiscal  Affairs  (Ireland) 
Bill 

Franchise,  see  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

Grand  Jury,  see  Grand  Jury  Cess  {Ireland) 
Bill 

Incumbered  Estates,  see  Incumbered  Estates 
{Ireland)  BiU 

Indictable  Offences,  see  Indictable  Offences 
(Ireland)  BiU 

JimgmetUs,  see  Judgments  {Ireland)  BiU 

Labour,  Employment  of,  see  Labour,  Employ- 
ment of  (Ireland)  Bill 

Labouring  Poor,  see  Labouring  Poor  Act 
Amendment  BiU 

Land,  Transfer  of,  see  Land,  Transfer  of  {Ire- 
land) BiU 

Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land,  see  Leasehold 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill 

Lough  Corrib,  see  Lough  Corrib  Improvement 
Vompany  Bill 

Dunattc  Asylums,  see  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

Municipal  Corporations,  see  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations (Ireland)  Bill 

Newgate  Gaol,  see  Newgate  Gaol  {Dublin) 
BtU 

Offences,  see  Offences  (Ireland)  BiU 

Poor  Relief,  see  Poor  Relief  {Ireland  Bill) 

Prisoners  Removal,  see  Prisoners  Removal 
(Ireland)  BiU 

Protection  of  Justices,  see  Protection  of  Justices 
(Ireland)  BiU 

Public  Health,  see  Public  Health  (Ireland) 
BiU 

Qualification  of  Voters,  see  Qualification,  ^c, 
of  Voters  {Ireland)  Bill 

Rate  in  Aid,  see  Poor  Laws  {Ireland)  BiU 

Rates,  Collection  of,  see  Rates,  Collection  of 
{Dublin)  BiU 

Recovery  of  Wages,  see  Recovery  of  Wages 
{Ireland)  BiU 

Registration  of  Voters,  see  Qualification  of 
Voters,  ^c,  {Ireland)  Bill 

Sheepsteaiers,  see  Sheepstealers  (Ireland)  Bill 

Small  Debts,  see  Smalt  Debts  (Ireland)  BiU 

Spirits,  see  Spirits  (Ireland)  BiU 

Summary  Convictions,  see  Summary  Convic- 
tions (Ireland)  BiU 
Tenant  Right,  see  Tenant  Right  (Ireland)  Bill 
Transportation  for  Treason,  see  Transporta- 
tion for  Treason  {Ireland)  Bill 
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Turrimke  Roads,  see  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland) 

Vice-Guardians  of    Unions,   see   Vtce-Gtiar^ 

dians  of  Unions  (Ireland)  BiU 
Wages,  Recovery  of,  see  Recovery  of  Wages 

{Ireland)  Bill 
Workhouse  Loans,  see  Workhouse  Loans  (Ire" 

land)  BiU. 

Italy,  War  in, 

I,  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  0») 
1086 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1120 ;  Questioi 
(Lord  Brougham),  004)  j  .  Reply  (Marque* 
of  Lansdowne),  57,  136 ;  Observations  (Lor4 
Brougham),  227; — French  Expedition  to, 
Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  664; — Works  of 
Ah — Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  600, 
968  ;  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  ^^^^  689, 
1112 

Italy,  War  in,  e.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
(iM)  1324  ;  rMr.  Urquhart),  Cioa)  95^  igg  ;— 
Works  of  Art,  Question  (Mr.  J.  O'Gonnell), 
OW)20,  61.  (Mr.  Urquhart),  147;  (Mr.  M. 
Milnes),  O«)50 

Tuscany,  Affairs  of.  Question  (LordBroaffhanv). 
(108)  se 

Naples,  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  (i«>  236 

Italian  Refugees, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  OW)  1161 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.,  Newcastle-under-Lyne 
Expenditure,  Public,  Conmi,  moved  for,  (*W 
229 

Jervis,  Sir  J.,  ««c  Attorney  General^ 
The 

Jocelyn,  Viscount,  King^s  Lynn, 
Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  0«^  737 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  OW 

1324 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Vote  of  Thanks,  C»«*>  764 
RaUways  (India),  0«>  1122 

Joint  Stock  Banks  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  O"*)  121 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  161 

Joint  Stock  Companies  Act  Amendment 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  006)1008;  2R.*  1283;  Rep.»  O07)2; 

3R.»  398 
I  1R.»  O07)  463  ;  2R.»  817  J  ReJ).*  878 ;  3R.» 
960;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H.,  Petersfield 

CivU  Service,  0»>  1060,    1062,    1064,    1069, 

1074 
County  Rates,  4c.  2R.  (»«>  162 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cL  1,  008)1452; 
005)573 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  mored  for,  O08) 

1263 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  Oo«)  1046 
Public  Roads,  2R.  OW 1354 ;  ti04)  407,  414 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  007)  451 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  004)  310 
Ways  and  Means,  007)  731 


JON 


KIL  {1  K  D  B  Z} 


KIN 


LAB 


JoNr<5.  Capt,  T..  Limthndfrry 
Ca*;Vwo:iAn.    Ontnc^    at,    CorrMpcndence 

iuoy^nI  tV>r.  ^>*^  610 
Ktcaiie*  LeMittP  ilreUndK  Com.  Amend,  viot) 

Lias<hK<d  Tesuv  of  Lands  (IreUnd),  Com.  ci, 

I.  ^•••"  >\>3 
l\x»r  La«r»  ^  Ireland',  CVaun.  ^***  9ll5 
Pvvr  Ijfcw*  ^l^^l3Uld — Rare  in  Aid.  Com.  ^•»^^ 

4,<S :    Kep.  T'.^ :  .•;.  1,  Ataecd.  «^  ;   3R. 

l\vr  K*::es\lfvLuid).  $IL  aU.  «^.  vKT^sO 
c.  vi*»c:v>a  vMr.  F.  OV^xxaorV  ^**'W.  $S< 

io:# :  cWj*:  AMtfBu  :iM     *  | 


A.i>T:>. 


*?J 


jic-.;n  ?«:r-»i  V.*Ci:<."»    Irrfiaau',  Irfa^.  ■^•^  l»K^. 

t  ■-  • 
Vj*  c  _a  t^    >fiaja  — Aoai  jx   i.u,  Com.  ??»* 

*•».   t ""    >  ■ .   ''i.   M.  H«l 

\;a.  -^     '."■■..; >i',:.?«>4»' ii     H      jr"*a.     tad.    $cvwj. 


Vx- 
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r*- .m!'.  .    * -aim.  ■Jtow-.-n  tr 
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iS> 


KixG.  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Suwvey^  B, 
Kinmon  and  Richmond  Dhukm   flf  Living 

Bar.  2R.  aw  58 

Xaiionai  Repceaeatadon,  LeaTC^  <"^  1138 

Kmgftom-Mpon'Tkmmes  omd   Bkhmtimd 
Diritiom  of  Livina  BiU^ 
c.  1R-*    •««'*S7;  2R-<^*-«^S7.  [A.W,y.  »7. 

Kxox,  Lieat.  CoL  B.,  Jfdrbir 
HenkT  azvl  Lutkka  Waurvgcia,  Ae.,    9K. 
Ascad.  W  « 

LA9orcHESE.  Rtskt  Hob.  H.,  TuBBiiWi 

Bakir^  In.S>.  Law.  =*"  *>* 
Bcard'rf  Trade  Babtli.  -^^  J^.  *» 
Bn^fei.  Sa>o£  C«mm.tiM««4fcr.Cii»lJ«6 
Ca=Ai*— Free  Tr*Af.  »^  *«,  W4 
CiUcIievwCxi.    »>i:jj>ff«    as,    C^atagamkemBm 

C-iVoii:  «.r:TW!xax«xi  A£ir*«  :hiv«<,.  ^■'fW 

SJoeaiirar^.   F-uor.  C«nm..  1IH^<  fcv  ^''■' 

i:jr.  i«4.  J^.  2*r 

XiT".nr..;a  Ij-w^  ™?  tW.  W4:  CmaoL  ■■mil 

3.r-  ^.>:!,  -T-w.  ri-fc.  rw-  rw-  r*! 

yi^-i=..'a.   IjL    ^'  ?«4K  Tfl:  *«>  v^*"  «J, 
^S.    Siri.   1:?.    Com.    ::Mv   I£ML    t3l4: 

A  :  :i»»j.  '-**^  1^15:  ^  ri-  issff^:  cL 
U.  »..  :ia:.  liW.  jeu.  -jbj.  taw;  dL 
:^.  :rr.».   L!^i.  1*^^.  **.&,  laig..  law. 

ftw.  i  ■»••  v<-b.  -fJ.  *«flL  T»W:  ta»: 
ljn»  JLaestis.   -^  l^T.  1?*.  Is*.  Vi^ 

7-;.>BH?-.  ii  ■«■  TiH.  ::T2.  :3K.  TW.  ZSZ 

7  itT  jLni^i   'sr\jjid  .  l,nr«ja*  \  Tn-nifn_  ^^V-14SS 

x.i.:-w:i7  "j^ai-L  rv.  ■«  jHT 

x.iiii'ja  ▼  jrts  n  \^..  ^'*»  1 L 

fm.  s.'  j>.'ii*"i)iU!ua,    .'..in.   -*■  V»«  .   jt  Z.  SHi» 

>\»  1.1:  vi:  .'i£<u>«:;v^  ^'*'  ST* 
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Labouring  Poor, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Slaney),  O''*)  1065  ; 
House  counted  out,  1066 

Labouring  Poor  Act   Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  1R.»  CiWlOl ;  2R.»  211 ;  Rep.*  324  ;  3R.* 

467 
I  IR .•  Oop  564  ;  2R,*  817 ;  Rep.*  878;  8R.* 
949  ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Lact,  Mr.  H.  C,  Bodmin 
Clergy  Relief,  2R.  Amend.  O0i)696  ;  Com.  In- 
struction,  liw)  1120,    1128;    Proviso,  O06) 
1028 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Amend.  (^<^>  1389 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railways, 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Arundel),  (i«)  807 

Lancaster,  Duchy  of, 
c.  Instruction  to  Comm.  (Mr.  Trelawny),  (»"> 
667 ;  Motion  neg.  669 ;  Comm.  moved  for 
(Mr.  Trelawny),  1148,  [A.  27,  N.  74,  M.  47] 
1168 

Land,  Burdens  of— Local  Taxation, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson),  <»«>  11 ; 
Motion  (Mr.  Disraeli),  424;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Hume),  463  ;  Adj.  Debate,  702,  768,  [o.  q, 
A.  394,  N.  70.  M.  324]  867 ;  [w.  q.  A.  189, 
N.  280,  M.  91]  861 

Land,  Drainage  of.  Bill, 
I  IR.  0«J  1118 ;  2R.*  1363  ;  3R,*  OW  207 
c.  1R*(»W397;  2R.*  726;   Rep.*  834,  950 ; 

3R.*  1030 
I,  Royal  Assent,  1056 

Land,  Grants  of  (New  South  Wales)  Bill, 
I.  1R.«  Ci04)45i;  2R.*  599;  Rep.*  707;  3R* 

860 
c.  IR.*  OW^  1268 ;  2R.*  1392  ;  Com.  006)362; 
3R.*  494 
'    /.Royal  Assent,  0»>  875 

Land  Improvement  and  Drainage  (Ire- 
land) 
c.    Comm.  OW)  1260 

Land  Improvement  and  Drainage  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  IR.*  0'»>162;  2R.  829;  Com.  391 ;  c/.  1, 

415;3R.*681 
L  IR.*  Ci05)631;2R.*  688  J  8R.»  t&.;  Royal 
Assent,  875 

Land  Improvement  Amendment  Act  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  IR.*  oonioi ;  2R.*  211 ;  Rep.*  324  ;  3R.* 

467 
I.  IR.*  CW)  463 ;  2R.*  817 ;  Rep.*  878 ;  3R.* 
949  ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Land,  Leasehold  Tenure  of  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I  IR*  004)133,  2R.*  860;  Com.  O05)  iqso  ; 
Rep.  Amend.  (Earl  of  Luoan),  1160;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1156  ;  Petition  (Lord  Stanley), 
1278;  3R.  1279;  Adj.  Debate,  006)375^ 
[Contents  38,  Not-Contents  36,  M.  3]  381; 
Bill  passed,  382 
c.  IR.*  006)548;  2R.*  1042;  Com.  Amend. 
(Hon.  C.  E.  Law), (»07)  882;  Amend.  Ad  j.(Mr, 


Land,  Leasehold  Tennre  ef  (Ifeland)-<ont. 

Newdegate)  889  ;  Amends,  withdrawn,  ^91 ; 

el  1, 16.  [A.  71,  N.  21,  M.  50]  894 ;  add.  el. 

(Hon.  C.  E.  Law),  »&.,  [A.  10,  N.  88,  M.  78] 

896 ;  3R.*  977 
Z.  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Land  Tax,  The, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Wodebouse),  Oos)  108O 

Land,  Transfer  of  (Ireland)  Bill, 

/.IR.*  006)450 

Landed  Property  (Ireland), 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  0«)  1133 ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  1148 

Landed  Property,  Sale  of,  (Ireland), 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Sadleir),  O04)  3^2 ; 
House  counted  out,  403 

Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill, 

e.  IK.*  008)9;  2R.688;  Amend.  (Col.  Sib- 
thorp),  689,  [0.  q.  A.  147,  N.  11,  M.  f86] 
696  ;  Com.  1071 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  H.  Herbert), 
1446;  c^  1,  1448;  006)571.  Amend.  (Mr. 
Pttsey),  572,  [A.  102,  K  27,  M.  75]  574; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Christopher),  575 ;  Amend, 
neg.  j&.;  ct  3,  [A.  120,  N.  11,  M.  109]  576; 
cL  4, 5,  t5.;  c/.  11,  Amend.  Proviso  (Mr.  New- 
degate), 578,  [A.  52,  N.  80,  M.  28]  579;  ci. 
12,  580  ;  add.  el.  (Mr.  MuUings),  777,  778 ; 
3R.  967,  [A.  74,  N.  16,  M.  59]  ib. 

I.  IR.*  006)968;  2R.  1088;  Amend,  (tord 
Beaumont),  1090,  [0.  q.  Contents  9,  Not- 
Contents  6,  M.  4]  1093 

Lanodale,  Lord 
Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of,  0«)1031 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  001)33^  5^, 

60 
Agricultural  Distress,  ooo)  133 
Army  in  India,  Papers  mored  for,  oos)  1237 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  Com.  O06)  1145 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  C^os)  285 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  OOT)  1115 
Buckingham  Summer  Assizes,  3R.  <**>)  388    ' 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  Ooo)  479 
Canada,  Indemnity  Bill,  000)473^537^  544 
Coal  Mines,  Ventilation  in,  0«6)  1334  ■ 

Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  Amend.  Ooi)292, 

298 
Denmark  and  Schleswig-Holstein,  O06)  1149 
Distress,  Iriflh,  Correspondence  mored  fi>r,  Ooi) 

971 
DUtress,  ReUef  of  (Ireland),  2R.  Oos)  133^  135 
DoUy's  Brae,  Collision  at.  OOT)  1 135 
Education— National,  O06)  108O,    1082;    0«^ 

1129 
Education,  National  (Ireland),  004)20, 1159 
Foreign  Affairs,  OOT)  705.  710,  711.  716 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  SR,  pos) 

1174  ;3R.  1208 
Highways,  Management  of,  Oos)  437 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  005)1333. 

Rep.  OOO)  712 
Italy,  War  in.  Papers  moved  for,  Oos)ii03, 

1104,  1106,  1109;  004)3^  57^  53,  59,  136, 

137,  139  ;— Works  of  Art  in,  601 ;— Inter- 

yention  in,  004)455  j  (los)  1112,  1113 


LAN  LAW  {I  N  D  B  Xj  XAW  LIB 

Law,  Hon.  C.  "E.—eanHnued. 
Parliamentary  Oatlw,  Com.  ^»*>  436  lel.!,  460; 

c/.  5,  673  ;  3R.  Amend.  1373 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  0«)  1025, 1037 
Sessional  Orders.  Res.  -6,  a«)241 
Supplj— CoUeges  (Ireland).  l>«)355 


I  .AX  snow  X  K,  Klarqucst  nf— ron/i  rnaI . 
Loawohold  Tonure  of  I«iinds  (Ireland),  Com.  <*•*> 

lOS4:aitO«>37» 
Mitohol.  The  Conrict.  ^>«)M7 
National  School  SiH'ioty,  0«>  437 
Na>ijralion  Uws,  vMtt^as;— The    Now  Law, 

Addn-wniovotl.  O07M119 
Navication.    2U.    0W>  jsKj,    1352 ;    (i»)iii; 

l\M«.  W,  I,  7.M,  SM:  8R.0»M1,  26,  add. 

fl.  46 
N\^h  Wale*  Railway.  0«^  224.  563 ;  ^»*«>590 
Pilotaj^*.  2U,  vw^):i 
IMato.  Uivor.  .Vflair*  of.  Correspondence  mored 

ix^r.  v»^'  611:  ^»»^  TSO.  781 :  vW)  ^>o.  11 57        j 
l\\li*h  RefujBW^  Returns  moved  for,  vW»^  950, 

\VVl,\VV>:v»**\V\  j 

l\vr  law*  ^lreland\  0«'«im.  moved  for.  vi«t» 

46.V  ISOT.  Uti>9,  K^15 
Wvr  law*  ^Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid.  2R,  <»»^  ■ 

SIS:  Cow.  ,^'^4 
l\w  Ke*.u*t  vlivlwHlV  2R,  v^*^290.  291 :  Com.  ; 

.-^M.  ,'«:6.  ,^77 :  <l  1,  «*0 ;  .•/,  2.  394  :  W,  16. 

S97  :  C^vnnH^ns*  Amende.  1120.  1126.  1127 
r^wt  1\klTi<'k  aikd  TVnacKadee,  ^ms>  5^7  i 

IVson  l>isv^iiCine,  v^«'  I  $7.'^.  L^S9 
IV>3CTW*  of  fells  ihrottrfs  l>ftr:iamenu  ^^•P'  1140 
l>\n>eny  Tax  (IrrU&d's  Ketvms  noivd  ior. 

^^*  74.< 
INwr^isN.  War  in  Oie.  Voie  of  Thanks*  ^'•*'  707, 

7W 
^«ee«k  iVt^v**  *3^"*  '^^  *****  ^^  *^ 
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5-.V  55>;i,  f;.^:.  65* :   '»'  ^  X  :.\  Js^v  ??T, 
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Lawless,  Hon.  J.  C,  CUmmel 
Kilrush  Evictions,  «»>  1293 
Labour,  Emplovment  of  (Ireland)  Com.  «•)  170 
Poor   Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  ti«*> 

235  :  Com.  add.  ci.  «>•«  1344 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2IL  <>••> 

416,  444.  445,  447  :  Com.  cL  I,  Amend.  798, 

799 :  That  tlie  Bill  do  pass,  S30 

Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireiland)  BiU^ 
I  \R*  i»«>  133:  2R-  S50;   C«n.  ^"•J  1083; 

Rep.  Amend.  (Euiof  Lncan),  1150  ;  Amend. 

withdrawn.  1155:    Pechion  (Lord  Stanley), 

127S :  SR,  1279 :  Adj.  XMnite,  <"»»7«.  [Con- 

tenu  3S.  Not-Contenta  35,  M.  3]  381;  BiU 

passed.  3S2 
c.  IR.*  ^^  54?:  2R.*  1642;    Caoi.  Amead. 

.H<«.  C.  E.  Law).  Ciir$a  :  Aiaend.  Adj. 

,Mr.  New6e«as«\  S?9 ;  Amends,  witfadrmwa, 

?*!  :  rl  1,  e..  :a.  71.  X.  31.  M.  5«1  W4; 

Ail.  r;.    He*.  C.  E-  Uw).  A..  [A.  I»,  X.  88, 

M.  75'  ?*5  :  3R.»  «77 
I  RoTjuAsaeikt*  1156 


Li^OMS.  Ikwtf  im,  BUI, 
f,  :R.»  ^**  ::fi :  2R.  «^  361  ;  B«pL»  6C3, 

:iv«>:  ?R.»  :ie« 
i  :r.»  ^'  :<■?*:  2?^»  i»iL  1^*  'ism  I 
JK.»:«7 
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H'CU 


Lighthouses, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Hume),  OM)  1075 

Liahtning  Conductors, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Wilton),  (»«>  257 

Lincoln,  Earl  of,  Linlithgow,  &c. 
Business,  PubUe,  O08)  1354 
Cornwall  and  Lancashire,  Duchies  of,  Comm. 

moTcd  for,  OM)  1 157.  1 159 
Count  Out,  The,  0<»)594,  595,  596,  597,  598, 

600 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  &c.  2R. 

(iw)644,  13U,  1315;  0«)  1369 
Henley  and  London  Waterworks,  Ac.,  2R.  ^*"*^ 

94 
Hudson's  Baj  Company,  Address  moved,  ^^^^ 

1359,  1361 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  <i«>  1341 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)  Comm.  moved  for,  C108) 

293 
Vancouver's  Island — Hudson's  Bay  Company, 

CiM)  303  ;  Address  moved,  C106)  549 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  OW) 

1203 
Woods  and  Forests,  Comm.  moved  for,  OW  221 

Lindsay,  Hon.  Col.  J.,  Wiqan 
Army  Estimates,  Ci«>  1022 ;  ^«)  1003 

Literary  Societies,  Exemption  from  Taxa- 
tion of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Brown),  C»«*^  601 

Littleton,  Hon.  E.  R.,  Walsall 
Severn  Navigation,  &o.,  2R.  OOO  621 

Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association, 
c.  Explanation  (Rt.  Hon.  F.  Maule),  0<»)  1190 

Loan  Societies  Bill, 
c.  IR*  t»»>  1283;  2R.»  1368  ;  Rep.»  0«)  173; 

3R.*  384 
/.  IR.*  006)450;    2R.»  1342;   Rep.*  1864; 
3R.#  (107)  1  ;  Royal  Assent,  288 

Local  Taxation — Burdens  on  Land, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson),  C108)  n  ; 
Motion  (Mr.  Disraeli,  424  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Hume),  453 ;  Adj.  Debate,  702,  758,  [0.  q. 
A.  394,  N.  70,  M.  324]  857  ;  [m.  q.  A.  189, 
N.  280,  M.  91]  861 

Locke,  Mr.  J.,  ffoniton 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Oos)  553;  Leaye^ 
(104)  284  ;  2R.  831,  837,  840 

Lockhart,  Mr.  W.,  Lanarkshire 
Army  Estimates,  Amend.  (»»>  1003,  1004 
Public  Health  (Scotland),  Com.  (»»)  1078 

London,  Bishop  of 
Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  (»06>293,  296,  297 
Education— National  Schools,  CW)  108O 
Education,  National  (Ireland),  C»w)  1156 

Londonderry,  Mar(mess  of 

Drainage  of  Lands,  1 R.  %io6)  1 1 14 
Navigation,  2R.  C»<»)  62 


LoNBONDEBRT,  Marquoss  o£-~€(mtinued, 
Polish  Refugees,  Returns  moved  for,  Cios)  952 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (101)487 
Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee,  ^^^^  365,  d67 ; 

(107)  208 
Post  OfSce  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), Comm.  moved  for,  <*«>  808,  821 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  (i^> 

187 
Rome,  Foreign  Interference  in,  <**>  382  ;  ("•> 
289 

Lonsdale,  Earl  of 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  Amend.  C^> 
1131;   Com.c/.  1,1248 

Lopes,  Sir  R.,  Devonshire,  8. 
Land,  Burdens  on — I.K>cal  Taxation,  (*«•>  777 

Lough    Corrib    Improvement    Company 
Bill, 
c,  IR.*  OM)1313  ;  2R.  ^^^HdB,  [A.  86,  N.  55^ 
M.  19]  540 

LucAN,  Earl  of 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Com. 

(lOft)  1083,  1084 ;  Rep.  Amend.  1150,  1155 
Poor  Laws  (Irehind),  (»«>  234 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  16,  OW  896, 

397 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  <*•> 

163 

Lunatic  Asylums  {Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  lR.»Cion601:  2R.»211:  ReD> 

467 
/.  1R.»  0<»^468;  2R.»616 

878;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Lu%\atics  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R*(W)464 

Lushington,  Mr.  C,  Westminster 
Army  Clothing,  <»»>  976 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  cl.  6,  004>ii8e 
Kingston  and  Richmond  Division  of  Living 

BiU,  2R.  Amend.  (»«)87.  89 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  0(»)  1110, 1112 

Lyme  Regis  Election, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Butler),  (»»)  1311,  [A.  S,  N.  46, 
M.  43]  1318 

Ltndhubst,  Lord 

Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  Oo»)505,  581 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  (>^)  8R. 

878 
Railway  Accounts — Mr.  Saunders,  O04)  1249 

Ltttelton,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies,  CW)  1126 
Birmingham    Borough  Exemption,  Ao.    2R« 

(106)  871 
Education,  National,  CiOT)  1129 

M'CuLLAGH,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Dundalk 
IndioUble  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  IT,  <'*> 

1444 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  c/.  6,  Amend*  ('^> 
678 


601;  2R.»211;  Rep.»  824 ;  8R.» 
Com.  818 ;  8R.» 


M'CU 


MAH 


M'CiTLLAOH,  Mr.  W.  T. — eontimted. 
Foot  Laws  (IrelaDd),  Oomm.  ^*W  286 
Poor  Laws  (lrelaiid),^Rnte  in  Aid,  Com.  tiw) 

567,  ms 


{INDEX}  MAH  MAE 

MAnoy,  Viscount — rfmttwwd. 
Prison  Discijilme,  Cdiiito,  moTed  for,  O00>  1O0S 
Railwayinludla).  tiM>  G47 
Spain,  Diplomatic  latercourflo  ^ith,  Ci^  1063 


Hacgkegor,  Mr,  J.,  Glasgow 
I  Auatralmn  Colonies,  Leave,  Cl'**>ll35 
Budget,  The,  om  ^q^ 
Chicory  And  CofTee,  Res.  (i»>206 
Colonial  PosRoasious,  Leave,  CJ»)^5i 
Distress  ([rt'iand),  lUp.  (io*>  796,  803 
Financial  Reform,  <'«»?  1390 
Hungary,  RuBsian  Invasion  of,  0*^  804 
Joint  Stock  Bauka,  Leave,  ti»>  150 
Mines  and  Collieries,  aR.  Oo<>i340 
Naples  and  Sicily,  ties;  370 
Navigation,  Com,  d.  10,  tm)  1301 :  3R.  ti«) 

640 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  2R.  tiM)  838 
Supply— Canada,  tioa>  330 

liiCJCENs^E,  Mr.  W,  F.,  Peebles-shire 

Army  Estimate*.  O03>  1020 

Bribery  at  Klt^ctions,  Com.  Cio*>810 

BmsincBg,  PubUc,  O»Ml40 

Canadian  Rebellion.  110^)957 

Marriago  (Scotland),  Lords*  Amends,  t*''*  3 ; 

3R,  Amend.  U*. 
PubUo    Health    (Scotland),  2E,   Amend.  ti«> 

1U9,  1152;  Oo&)25-l 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  3R.  (io<>844 
Supply—Canada,  <io«>270 

Mackdckok,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lymmgton 
Antigua,  dw)  sea 
Bankrupt   and   Insolvent    Members,   2R.  C^**' 

1240,  12:1* 
Cruelty  to  AnimaU  Prevention,  2R.  ti**)  126 
Insolvent  Mumbera,  Coia.  ti^sj  1338  ;  d.  3,  tia*> 

1083 
International  Arbitration,  Addre&s  moved,  ^^^' 

72 
Nuisaneet,  Removal,  Ac.,  3R.  Ojdd,  d.  t^wj^jjo 
Poor,   Indigent,    MaintenamMi  of  the,  Comm, 

moved  for,  <"«>»  058 
Public  Roads,  2IU  <»*»«)  1800 
SmitKfield  Market,  Comm,  moved  for,  ^^***>  370, 

377,  849,  850,  fl65,  M6 ;  Comm.  «i«'U7fl  ; 

Address  moved,  tW>  4tt2.  490,  SOU,  501,  514 
Smoke  Prohibition,  3R.  tw*)  nm  ;  Com.  C»oo 
,      203 
Southampton  Snmll  Tenements  Rating,  2R.  ^^^^^ 

%m 

Macnaghten,  Sir  E,  W.,  Antrim 
.  Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm,  moved  for,  t)«»)  200 

M*Keill,  Mr.  D.,  Argyllshire 

Marriage  (ScoUand),  3R,  <W)  18,  37.  42 

\M<idras,  Military  Authorities  at, 
«e,  Corraspondenoe  moved  for,  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
<M»J  1161,  [A,  13,  N,  64.  M.  41]  1175 

Mafiox,  Viscount,  Uertford 

Bribery  at  Elections,  3H.  t»o«>  105^;  Com.  ^^^ 

811  :  d.  1.  8Pir  cl  0,  <^^<»U249 
Convict  System,  The — Transportation,  Address 

moved,  t'<«J  384,  410 
ParUamentary  Oaths,  2E.t<«>U3l 


Mahon,  Mr.  J.  P,  0.  G.  (The  0 'Gorman 
Mahon),  Ennis 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^"^654 
Habeas    Corpus  Suspension    (Ireland),   Com. 
tiM)  582 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*"* 

908  932 
Peat,  Irish,  Uses  of;  tron  1008 

Mails,      Transmission     ofy     Irish     and 
Scotch, 
c.  Comm,  moved  for  (Mr,  Ker),  tiw)l3lo,  [A. 
37,  N.  44,  M.  ?]  1311 

Malmesbtiey,  Earl  of 

Agrictiltural  Distress,  t^^'  480 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R»  <^^  029 

Italy,  War  in, '««  68 

Petty  Sesfliotis,  2R.  <i«>  13Q6 

Rates,  Distraining  for,  Cora,  tiwj  1177 

Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  nw 

130 
Rome,  Affairs  of.  tiW)657,  669 
Stock  in  Trade,  2R,  Ciw>820^  824 

Malt  Duttj, 
c.  Question  (SirE.  Btuton),  aM>I4^ 

Mandeville,  Yia^jount,  BewdU}f 
AddresA  in  Answvur  to  the  Speeob,  ^^^  181 

Mangles,  Mr.  R,  D.,  Guildford 

Biidiop  Weannouth,  Rectory  of,  Address  moved, 

Ooa)io46,  lOi^^O 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm,  moved  for,  t*MJ  1309 
Civil  Contingeneics,  tios)  1033 
Civil  Service,  t»»>1072,  1073 
Colonial   Administration,    Comin.   moved   for, 

(io*>36i 
Lahour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  C^t^) 

MajTiagoa,  Com.  d.  3,  tiw)  igjg 
Public  Roads,  2R,  tiM>  1357  .  (io4)  437 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Tbanka,  dw}  754^ 

765 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  000  286 

Manbfibld,  Earl  of 
Agricultural  DistroM,  (i^)  488 

Manzoni,  3/., 
L  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  <^*>  009 

March,  Earl  of,  Sussex,  W, 

Land,  Burdens  on — Ix»cal  Taxation,  0***^  741 
State  of  the  Nation^  Comm*  moved  for,  tiw 
1425 

Marine  Mutint^  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  UJB)  1120  ;  2R.»  1188  ;   Rep*  1^93; 

3R.  1443 
I  IR.*  004)  1  .   2R,»  51;  aR.*  133;  Royal 

Assent,  274 


MAR 


MAY 
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MEA 


MIL 


Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill, 
/.  1R.»  CiM)  302  ;  2R.  857 ;  Rep .•  1203  ;  3R. 

C»a»^  167 ;  Observations  (Earl  of  Aberdeen), 

(ion  288 
c.  1R.»  Ci«)  383  ;  2R .•  686  ;  Rep  •  UM)  1283 ; 

Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Forbes),  [A.  24,  N.  59,  M. 

35]  (i«)  708  ;  cl.  1, 709  ;  Lords*  Amends.  (>07) 

3  ;  SR.  Amend.  (Mr.  F.  Mackenzie),  5,  [o.  q. 

A.  73,  N.  68,  M.  5]  43 

Marriage  by  License  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»»*J  1054 

Marriages  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (»">  1101;  1R.»  1313;  2R.  <»«►« 
1162  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Goulburn),  ib.\ 
Adj.  Debate,  1290  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Sir  R.  H. 
Inglis),  [A.  25,  N.  116,  M.  91]  1292;  Ob- 
servations (Rt.  Hon.  J.  S.  Wortley),  C>»> 
324 ;  Cios)  605,  [o.  q.  A.  177,  N.  143,  M.  34] 
636  ;  Com.  c/.  2,  1314  ;  cl.  3,  1315  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  R.  Palmer),  ih.  ;  Amend,  withdrawn, 
1321 ;  add,  el  (Rt.  Hon.  F.  Maule),  »&.,  [A. 
66,  N.  119,  M.  53]  1329 

Marriages  in  Foreign  Countries  Fadli- 
tatina  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  0«)  49  ;  2R.*  640  ;  Rep.*  1043 ;  3R.» 

1)33 
I.IR*  006)1234;   2R.»  Oor)  89 ;   3R.*  463; 
Royal  Assent,  1072 

Martin,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Newport,  L  W. 

Church  Rates,  Ci«)  659 

Martw,  Mr.  S.,  Pontefract 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),   2R.   005)335; 

Com.  d.  15,  770  ;  c/.  16,  771 ;  c/.  19,  772  ; 

d.  37,  773  ;  d.  43,  776,  777 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  0«)582 

Masterman,  Mr.  J.,  London 

Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  3R.  1001 
Smithfield  Market,  Conun.  moved  for,  O04)  377 

Maule,  Right  Hon.  F.,  Perth 
Army  Clothing  O06)  976 
Army,  Education  of  Oflftcers  in  the  Oos)  963 
Army   Estimates,  O0»>  964,  989,    991.    1013, 

1019,   1020,   1022,    1032,    1034;    005)999, 

1003,  1006, 1007  ;  Report,  1013  ;— Excess  of 

Expenditure,  O07)  346 
Castlewellan,     Outrages    at,    Correspondence 

moved  for,  007)  612 
Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association,  Oos) 

1190,  1193 
Marriage  (ScotUnd),  8R.  CW)8,  37,  41 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  d.  Ooo)l321,  1328 
Militory  Etiquette,  006)304 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  007)1142, 

1146 
Ordnance  Estimates,  O07)267,  553 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  O0i)633 
Private  BiUs,  007)  1074 
PubUo  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  O0ft)254 
Troops  in  Ireland,  Returns  moved  for,  O0«)  300 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  2R.  004)  345 

Maynooih    College — Public    Works  (Ire- 
land) 
e.  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner),  [A.  27,  N.  96,  M. 
69]  006)1043 
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Meagher,  Mr.  T.,  Waterford  City 
Births,  Registration  of  (Ireland),  Ooj)  374 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

OOJ)  332 

Medals,  War, 
I.  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  O07)  325 

Medical  Officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  O06)640  ;   Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  645 

Mercantile  Marine  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O07)  1030 

Merchant  Seamen  and  Pilots^  Bill, 
<:.  Leave,  007)212 

Metropolis  Buildings  Bill, 

I,  1R.»007)463 

Metropolitan  Police, 
c.  Question  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  004)931 .  Comm. 
moved    for    (Lord   D.    Stuart),  Oos)  1258; 
Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey),  1261,  [o. 
q.  A.  28,  N.  137,  M.  109]  1266 

Metropolitan  Sewers  BiU, 
c.  IR.  •007)397  5  2R.834;  Rep.*  882  ;  8B.» 

977 
I.   1R.»  007)  960;   2R.*  1016 ;   Rep.*  1071; 
3R.*  1101  ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Miles,  Mr.  P.,  Bristol 
Colonial  Despatches,  Oos)  1325 

M1LE8,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire,  E. 

Aflftrmation,  The  Title,  006)1254 

Army  Estimates,  ooo)  1005 

County  Rates,  Ac.,  2R.  006)144^  153 

Government  Returns,  Oos)  1031 

Insolvent  Members,  2R.  O0«)680 

Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  008)731 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com  d.  1, 001)575  ;  c/.  6, 

611 
National  Society,  The,  O06)  1288 
Ordnance  Estimates,  007)  546 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  d.  1,  0«>463 
Public  Roads,  2R.  Oo»)  1341, 1345,  1364 

MiLFORD,  Lord 

Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  C»07)  i^O,  1115 

Military  Etiquette, 
e.  Question  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  Oo«)  304 

Militia  Ballot  Suspension  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  006)593  ;  2R.*  821 ;  Rep.*  922;  SlL* 

1082 
I  IR.* 008)1112;  2R.*1234;  Rep.*O07)6l6} 
3R.*  817 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Militia  Pay  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  O07)  397 ;  2R.*  466 ;  Rep.*  515  ;  3R4^ 

726 
I  IR.*  007)  616;  2R.*877;  Rep.*  949;  3R.* 

960  ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

MiLNEs,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Pontefract 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Oos)  173 
Clergy  RcUef,  Com.  oo*)  1121 
Hungary,  Russian  Invasion  of,  OW)  793 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  Oos) 
104,  106 
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MiLMid,  Mr,  R.  M 
July,  Au5tm  in,  ti«»)50 
Italian  Reftig«ea,  t*""  1161 
Juvenile  Otfendera,  Leave,  ti07>ioi^  1O0 
Marriages,  2R,  W«>  1187 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  <"<»)  1 150 
Parlinmentary  Oiitlis.  2R,  tiwi  143a 
ileeord  Oflice,  The,  tiw>937 
Supply^Cimftda,  0M)334 

Mines  and  Collieries  BiU, 
e,  IR,"  t'«^  1250  2E.  1335  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Lacy). 
1339  ;  Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn,  1342 

Ministers'  Money  { Ireland) ^ 

C,  Question  (Mr,  J.  O'ConneU),  UW>766  ;  Com. 
moved  for  (Mr.  W.  Fagan),  U<»>  1403,  fp.  a. 
A.  44,  N.  72,  M.  28]  144? 


MiNTO,  Earl  of 
Contular  Ex|>eii(!iture,  2R.  aW205 
CmeSty  to  Animala   Prevention,  2R.   Amend. 

(>«)028,  030 
Epiflcopftlianai  Soolcl),  <>*^J  823 
Foretpi  Aflair«,  i*W)  634.  OTft 
Lightning  Condtioton,  <i*>  358 
MaiTbge  (Scotland),  t"<^  290 
Navigation  Laws,  uw)  433 
Navigation,  Cora.  cL  1,  (ii*>889 
North  Wales  Railway /»**>  563 
Poor  Laws  ( Ireland )— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  tl<»> 386 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Rup.  c/.  11,  C"»n833 
Rome,  Foreign  Interyention  in,  ti»>  ggo  j   (ion 

55B 
Sicily,  Affiuraof,  tiW242,  243,  244  ;  a«w5  935 
Steam  Nhvf,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  H^^^eS 

MisceUaneous  EittmatUt 
c.  U»)tlOQ;  (10O342 

f*  Quwtion  (Earl  of  Waltlcgrave),  003)537 
o.  Qination  (Mr,  Robinaon),  003)351 

Mitchell,  Mr,  T.  A.,  Bridport 

Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  '^**"  1003 

Civil  Service  Ci«te3 1004,  lOTfl 

Navigation  Ij^wb,  Cornm.  moved  for,  tiw  73 1 

NaTigation,  2R.  tioa)582:  Com.  ciL  15,  1344 

Navy  Eatimatcfl.  CW)0i9 

Waya  and  Means,  t»w>  701 

loFFATT,  Mr.  G.»  Dartmouth 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Momber»(No.  2),Le(ivo, 

(»<»>  1458  ;  2R.  0*>^>  1236  :  Com.  t»08)  1024 
Chicory  and  Coffee,  il'W^  163 
Insolvent  Memhers,  2R.  <^''"'*673,  ftSO  ;   Com* 

1S37,  1338:   d.  l,ti«»1075;   el  8»  1084; 

Rcoomm.  1453,  1454,  1457 
Navigation,  Com.  cl  16,  ^^^  1241 
Pilotage,  3  R.  00^732 

Moldai^ia  and  Wallachia^ 

c.  Correspondenoe  moved  for  (Lord  D.  Stuart), 
CiQo}  1123  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1101 

MoLEswoRTH,  8ir  W.,  Southwmh 
Army  Eitimatea,  <i**>  1007 
Colonial  Adminiatnitioo,  Com,  moTod  for,  t»**^ 

871 
Colonial  Government,  Addresa  moved,  (^o^)  937, 

973,975,877,  \m2 


D  E  X}  MOL  MON 

MoLEHWoRTH,  Sif  W. — condniifd. 
Colonial  System — Ccyion  and  British  GnlaDa, 

Coram,  moved  for,  tiO*)987 
Naval  Expenditure,  ti"^>  08 
Navy  Eatimates,  uw)  922  ;   Amend.  ««*>1013, 

1019 
Ordnane©  EstimnteB.  t^""  270,  538 
Supply— Canada.  Oi»)  323 
Van  Diemea's  Land— Convicts,  0**J  60S 

M  ON  BELL,  Mr.  W.,  Limerick  Co. 

Oannihalisra,  Alleged  (Ireland),  t'^>981 
Ca.Htlovrfllan«    CMitniges    at,      Corrcspondenootl 

movc4  for,  CW>tn2 
Cholera  at  Limerick,  t»<»>  750 
Crown  Proseciutioos  (Ireland),   Comm,  moved 

for,  t"»*Ml01 
Distress  (irel-md),  Rep.  tioDgi^^sSB 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Address  moved,  ^^^^ 

500 
Emigration  Tax  in  the  LTnited  States,  f^»>  964 
Emigration  to  Australia,  tioa>  1210,  1317 
Famine  ( Ireland  ),ti«fi>  981 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  tiM> 918; 

Com.d.  38  ;  <'«^)  774  :  ct.  40,  776 
Landed  IVofMjrty  (Irehind),  ^^**>  1145 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  Com,  ^*''^ 
I  890 

I      Mifweilnneemi  Estimates,  <'**  1119 
Navy  Eatimates,  Om>1027 
Passengers,  2  R.  <iw>  209 
Poor  I^ws  (Irelatid),  Comm.   moved  for,  ^^^ 

298,454;  t'<»3l45,  149 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R,  t^***) 

256  ;  Com,  620,  573 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  t*'»»>628  ;  Com.  d.  1, 

1320  ;  U0«>e(j2^  934^  1043  ;  c/.  2,  1053, 1050, 

1057;  d,  6,1000;  WJ.  c^.  1108, 1109,  II 11, 

1  \  12,  1340,  1349  :  Lords*  Amends.  ^^^  1054 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  ^.  (Ireland), 

Comm- "W  123 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  t^^)  1244 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireknd),  2E,  t**> 

410:  Com.c/.  1.708 
Vice-Guardians    of   Unions    (Ireland),    Com, 

Amend.  tioi>  1303  ;  Rep,  1374 


M0NTEA«LB»  Lord 

Administration  of  Jdatice  (Vancouver's  Island), 
2R,  aoejI068 

Aflarraation,  2R.  n*)721 

Audit    of  Railway  Aoeounts,   aR,   l^^*>  1131, 

1132;  Com.  1243.  1249,  1250;  3R.  1390 
Australian  Colonies. l'™)  1368.  1307  ;  ^^H\15; 

t»w>4G4.  466 
Beer,  Sale  of,  Actj.  Comm,  moved  for,  «•">  286 
Caledonian  liailway  Company,  ^^^>  1084.  1087, 

1088 
Eduf'atton  Commission,  The,   Address  moved, 

a«»>1205 
Emigration  Tar  in  the  British  Colonies,  ^'**^ 

400,464 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  3R.  t*^^ 

1180 
Incumbered  EaUtat  (Ireland),  3R,  OOA)  1369  ; 

R^'p.  <io6)7i3 
Ireland,  State  of.  Hm)  j  30 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  2R.  <^W) 

853  ;  Rep.  ^»«*J  1151  ;  SR.  1380 
Lunatie  Asylums  (Irdand),  Com.  OonglS 
Mortalitv  in  Gaols  (Irehind),  RcLums  moTcd 

for,  t'W  244,  249 


HON 
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MoKTBAOLB,  Lord — eanUmied, 
North  Wales  RaUway,  Ciw)222,  224,  226,  302, 

660  ;  OW)  452,  463,  464,  699 
Outdoor  Relief  (Ireland),  Correspondenoe  moved 

for,  ao4)  1267 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0") 

489 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  <»»> 

302  ;  Com.  386  ;  Amend.  386 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  <w)  291,  297 ;  Com. 

d.  1,  Amend.  378 ;  d.  2,  Amend.  394 ;  d. 

16,  Amend.  396;  Rep.  d,  11,  Amend.  833 ; 

Commons'   Amends.,    Amend.    1121,   1126, 

1128 
Property  Tax  (Ireland),  Return  moved  lor,  ^^^> 

748 
Railway  Aocounts,  Returns  moved  for,    0<^) 

1049 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  (^^^>  1024 
Rate  in  Aid  (Ireland),  Estimate  moved  for,  ^^^^ 

1178,  1187 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  <i^> 

189   190 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  <»W  1072 
Yioe-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  O^ 

162 

Monte  Video, 

I.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Earl  of  Harrow- 
by),  (»•*>  602;  Motion  withdrawn,  617; 
Question  (Earl  of  Harrowby),  (>«)  780 ;  0^^ 
1156  ;  (Lord  Colchester).  (»W  89 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  OM)  7^7,  1328  ;  (Mr. 
Urquhart),  Ciw)  ue  ;  (Hon.  G.  Smythe,)(»W 
732 

Moore,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Mayo  Co, 

Castlewellan,    Outrages    at,     Correspondence 

moved  for,  007)  603,  609,  610,  616 
Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  OW  129 
Distress  (Ireknd),  Rep.  Cioi)  836 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  0^>  691 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  t»<»)  620 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

OW)  337  ;2R.  666 
Land,  Improvement,  &e.  (Ireland),  Com.  0«} 

414 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland), — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm. 

0«)  310 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(»M)  45 
Transportation  for  Treason   (Ireland),    Com. 

OO6)  784  ;  c/.  1,  791 

Mortality  in  OaoU  {Ireland), 
I.  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Monteagle),  (^^ 
244 

Mount  Cashel,  Earl  of 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  t**) 
384,  386  ;  d.  1, 386,  387  ;  3R.  646 
•   Protection  of  Women,  2R.  (»«>  974 

Reporting  the  Debates,  (i^>  266 

MowATT,  Mr.  F.,  Penryn  and  Falmouth 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  <>••>  496 
Protection  of  Women,  That  the  Bill  do  pass, 
(107)  954 

MuLLiNGS,  Mr.  J.,  Cirencester 

Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  2R.  <>*> 
1244 


MuLUNftB,  Mr.  J.— -eonliiMMtl. 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  Lords'  Arnolds. 

U«DiH8 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  d,  3,  (^^  1080 
Landlord  and  Tenant  2R.  ^^^^  694 ;  Coa«  add. 

c/.  (106)777,  778 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  (i«)  348 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  d.  9,  ^^^ 

407 

I  Bill 


i^CWJD 


Municipal  Corporations  I 
c.  IR.*  OOS)  1155  ;  2R.»  CIW  1260  ; 

101,  398 ;  3R.*  664 
I.  IR.*  OW  616 ;  2R.»  960 ;  R«p.»  1016  ;  3R. 
1071 ;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 
Birmingham  Borough  Exemption,  Ao.,  2R.  OM) 

963,  966 
Charter,  The  People's,  ooe)  1302 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0^689 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  moved  tor,  0»\ 

203 
Habeas  Corpoi  Sospeasioii  (Ireboid),  La«Te. 

(iw)368 
Marriages,  Com.  d,  8,  om  1316 
Navigation,  2R,  dO")  621 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  C^*> 

307 
PubUc  Roads,  2R.  OU)  409 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  <>*)  849 
SaUries,  PubUc,  Reduction  of,  (>07)  435 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.  0«)  1262 
Southampton  Smadl  Tenements  Rating;  2Rk 

(101)  871 

State  of  the  Nation,  C(mun.  moved  ibr,  (>**> 

1483 
Stock  in  Trade,  Com.  OW  480 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  0«)  34t, 

362 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com,  eL 

1,  (»o«)790 

Mutiny  Bill, 
€.  IR.*  OW 1120 ; 2R.  1190 ;  Uep.»  1293 ;  3!L* 

1442 
{.  IR.*  (io«)  1  ;  2R.«  6i  2  3R.  ISO  ;  Royftl  A*. 
227 


Mutiny  and  Desertion  {India)  ffill, 
c.  1R.»  (W49;  2R.»884;  Rep.»  789;  8E.* 

1043 
/.  1R.»  Cios)  1066 ;  2R.»  1363  ;  R^.»  OOT)  1 . 
SR.*  89  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Naas,  Lord,  KUdare^  Co.  {see  BouaxBt 
Mr.  R.  S.) 
PoOT  Relief  (Ireland),  CoulcJ.  3,  Proviso,  0**> 
1068;  d.  3,  1088;  d.  13,  Amend.   1106; 
add,  d,  1267 

Napier,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  University 

Cattle  and  Sheepetealing  (IreUnd),   2R.  OM) 

1113,  1116 
Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  0^  164 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  d,  6,  do*)  1137 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  OW803 
EsUtes  Leasing  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  9,  <>^825 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspenaion  (Ireland),  8R.  (>*> 

889 
Incumbered  EtMtm  (Ir«Und),  UL  (M«)d60; 

dR.  1095 


NAP 


NAV 


{INDEX} 


NAV 


NEW 


Napirr,  Mp.  J. — contmned. 
Juacmonts  (Ireland).  2R.  CW)328 
^Lirriai^»s.   Loave.    <»W)1123;   2R.   OW  C05 ; 

Com.  aiU.  cL  1323 
Ministon*  Monov  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

0«M42S.  143\r 
O'Hrion.  William  Smith.  C»«»  305 
Otfomvs  (In^laml).  2K.^iw^  1370.  1373 
rarliaiuontarT  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  0"> 

lh>7 
rarliamontary  Oaths.  3R.  0«)  1424.  142S 
l\H>r.   lndi:^>nt.  Maintonanoo  of  the.   Address 

movtHi.  0«>  703 
•    PiH^r  Uws  (Ireland),  Comm.  ^»«>  61 ;  Explana- 

tion.  \>S.  150 
TiH^r  Uiws  (Iivland) — Rate  in  Aid ;  2R.  Amend. 

Adj.  ^>«'  1302:Ow>00 
Poor  RoUof  OwUndK  ^»*>  622;  Com.   1310: 

cL  2.  vw^  UKV>,  low  ;  cl.  5.   1091  ;  Amend. 

1093.  Un^S  :  cL    12.  1104  ;  3R.  add,  d.  ^^^^ 

S3 
Saviufs  Ranks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

uw^  27.  40 
Small  IVbcs  (Ireland).  2R.  Amend.  U«)  106S 
TransiK^rtation  for  Trcason  { Irvland).  Petitions, 

vi«*  3S9  :  2R,  Amend.  39S,  43S  ;  3R.  Amend. 

S22 

Xixphs  and  Sicilff.  A^ah*  of. 

4.  \iuost:on  (LoTd'Stantoy^  ^^•*'  23o  ;  v?*«^  451  ; 
^lord  lVaumont\  921 

c,  v^uosxion  ,Mr.  l'niuhart\  vi«\S05  :  ^^«'  96. 
1C*S.  S6S  :  Rotum:^  moved  lor  ^Mr.  Bankes'. 
.^Hi.  A.  39.  N.  124,  M.  S5''  3S0 :  Question 
^Mr.' Rankest  v>»«'  535:  ~  TV  HofH^ry 
^J.v.wif-r,  «^uo»tion  (^Mr.  Disnuv.V  933  :  ^Mr. 
VniuhaPT\  ^w  327  :  (Mr.  Bankes^  «6d 

i".  Cor.*.r.^.  siovkl  lor  ;Mr.  IXirael:''.  v^«'  ll4l  : 
A.ij.  IVhase,  13^S,  A.  156,  N.  296.  M.  l4«j' 
1497 

c,  l*J»^e,  ^•*  1156.  "A.  S2,  N.  4*?.  \L  1>«^ 

,*.  O^A-rrjk:;^^*   l.*^ni  >:ar.>T\  .*«'  2-57 :  Pen- 
c  <*:*:«  ,Mr,  W.  >C:«\  '-•  lS>i 

<-.  Qjrt«oc  vMr,  C,  Aaas^T  .  ^»*  666 

TV*  AVw  i>«w.  Aairew  scree  Loc"i  ^K"LArr- 
c-  *53«3XN=:    Mr.   S.'^i-*:.T\     ^"^   4f^     ,S: 

tKtt  Sir  H.  Wi^or^'V?  -  •-**^  '•->*' 

wr 


Naviffolum  BUI — continued, 
[o.  q.  A.  266,  N.  210,  M.  56]  625 ;  Com. 
1196;  c/.  1,  1205;  Proviso  Amend.  (Rt. 
Hon.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  ib. ;  Proviso  (Hon. 
E.  P.  Bouverie),  1206,  [A.  15,  N.  132,  M,  1 17] 
1223;  cL  11.  1229;  cl.  14,  1230,  [A.  158, 
N.  104,  M.  54]  1237 ;  c/.  16,  Amend. (Mr.  A. 
llastie),  1239,  [o.q.  A.  197,  N.  53,  M.144] 
1245 ;  cl.  17,  IS,  1248  ;  cl.  19, 1295  ;  d,  22. 
1303  ;  cl.  withdrawn,  1305  ;  cl.  29,  ib. ;  Fro* 
amble,  1307;  Rep.  1308;  Com.  add.  d, 
(Uon.  Captain  Harris),  (i<M>  462 ;  cl.  n^.  4ft5  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Anderson),  ih. ;  AmetuL  with- 
drawn, 466  ;  add.  d.  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  £.  Glad- 
stone), 1*5. ;  3R.  622:  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J. 
C.  Herries),  632.  [o.  q.  A.  275,  X.  214,  M. 
61]  702  :  add.  d.  (Mr.  Wmwn),  705  ;  d.  neg. 
706 :  Bill  passed,  ib. 

I.  IR.*  O**)  707 ;  2R.  1S1«;  Adj.  Debats,  U«> 
1,  [Contents  173,  Not-Contents  163,  M. 
10]  117  ;  Protest,  120  ;  Com.  Amend.  (Lord 
Stanleys,  635;  cl.  1,  687;  Amend.  (Lnd 
Stanley!.  689,  [Contents  103,  KoUContents 
116.  M.  13]  756:  Amend.  (Eari  of  EUan- 
borough],  74S,  875,  [Gontenu  44,  NoMSon- 
tenu  56,  M.  12]  883  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Wal- 
derrav^e).  ib.,  [Contents  37,  Xoc-Content*  4ft, 
MT  12]  895 :  c/.  9. 809 :  d.  10,  900;  Amend. 
i  Lord  'WhamcliileV,  900 ;  Amend,  witbdrawn, 
906:  3R.  (^^'ll  :  nJi.  r/.  (Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford \  29.  [Contents  9,  Not^oaientt  S3,  M. 
14]  48 ;  BUI  fosjcd.  A.;  Protest,  A. 

€.  Lord4  'Amends.,  ^i***  187;  Qoestion  ^Bt.  Hon. 
W.  £.  GladstoneX  604 

I  Royal  Assent,  '>•'  SdO 

1jt;«.j*«.  c.  ^ W  761,  768 :  <»«>»9, 986 ;  Amend. 

,Mr.  Husse  . 914.  TA.  59.  X.  144.  M.  SS]  945 ; 

—  Tvc^*  t«  EjMh.    1025:  'i^OSST,  1000; 

Aiaesd.  v8ir  W.  Moleswortk),  1013.  [A.  27, 

N.   101.  M.   74^  1023:  Amend.  fCol.   Si^ 

thorp.  ^'990:  Amcad.  viiUnwm.  906; 

ReiKTS.  1*»9:  Amend.  (Sir  H.  TfilWimtJji)' 

li'lO  ;  Azieod.  withdrawn.  1012 
Af^f I M.-  iniir<rrr.  e.  Motion  (Sir  I^  Lney  EvsmV 
^  viM'  M>r.  Mouon  withdrawn.  045 
SwVTAV    .V;ri.   L    Recsres  moi«i  ftr,  tXari 

TalS^s. -'*"559 

vie  5i5 

XEi^oy.  Eari 

C:c:*-".ir  Ex?»ii7CTe.  2R.  vi«»  Jfl, 
N*^-j:»:d:c.  2R.  ''"•'I* 
rjc-::A=f£cac7  CxkiidL  2EL  '^■^  004 

F    M^ili  .  C-^  :„  f  -  A-  42.  X.  01.  IL  19] 

::45 


A*.r=a::-:c.  Ti*:  iw  i^  5?  r«iak.  ^■■'"^UJO 

ra«:T"i^  ''.■c.  •■^*^"  f4l 
^f.Sf-r  i:   slaeQ.TiaL  CVbl.  d,  I,  -^*^  dBO:  d. 

.'•?■»    c.  A:«ir-w  a»:i^i.  ^*'  114* 


Kbw 


NOR 


{I  N  D  E  X}  NOR 


O'BB 


Newdboatb,  Mr.  C.  N. — e<mtinued. 

•  Clergy  Relief,  2R.  0«)  701 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  ^^^^  962 

•  Compound  Householders,  2R.  (i<^  991 
Customs,  Com.  Ci07)895,  896 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (>«)  693 
Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  Ci«)  802 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.   Om  693  ;  Com.  c/. 

1,  <»o*>  673  ;  d.  6,  676 ;  c/.  11,  Amend.  Pro- 
viso, 678,  679 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Com.  ^^^ 

889,  890 
'    Ministers*  Monej  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(108)  1423 
National    Representation,    Leave,    005)   1191, 

1196 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

Adj.  CiM)  927,  929,  934.  1196 
Parliamentary  Oaths,   2R.    «w)  1413,   1417 ; 

Com.  cl.  6,  Ci»)  678 ;  3R.  1388,  1420 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  <»«>  1028 
Public  Roads,  2R.  CiM)  1352 
Railways  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  <W)  69 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  OOT)  1164 
Sessional  Orders,  <»<»)  266 
State  of  the  Nation,  C»«)  1463 
Supply— Canada,  <»«)  319 ;— CoUeges  (Ireland), 

(107)  360 
Ways  and  Means,  (W)  762 

New  Forest  and  Waltham  Forest  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  0«^  616  :  2R.»  726  ;  Rep.*  834  ;  3R.» 

960 
/.   IR.*  007)949;    2R.»  960 ;    Rep.»    1016; 

3R.*  1071 ;  Royal  ABsent,  1166 

Newgate  Gaol  {Duhlin)  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  0»)  1093  ;  2R.*  1368 ;  Rep.»  O07)  2  ; 

3R.*211 
L  IR.*  (W)288;  2R.»  616  ;  Rep.*  817;  3R.» 

878 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

New  Zealand,  Earthqtuike  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Aglionby),  Ci<»)  1029 

New  Zealand  Land  Conveyances  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  W>  2  ;  2R.*  398  ;  Rep.*  467;  3R.* 

726 
/.  IR.*  007)817  ;  2R.*949  ;  Rep.*  960  ;  3R.* 
1071 ;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

NiCHOLL,  Right  Hon.  Dr.  J.,  Cardiff 
Castlewellan,     Outrages    at,    Correspondence 

moved  for,  CW)  616 
Clergy  Relief,  3R.  (w>  962 
PUotage,  2R.  oor)  737 
Supply— Canada,  006)305 

Nineveh  Excavations, 
c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  O04)  1053 

NoRREYS,  Lord,  Oxfordshire 

Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  <*">  772 

NoRRBYS,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J.,  Mallow 

Castlewellan,    Outrages    at,    Correspondence 

moved  for,  O07)  611 
Distressed  Unions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 
(107)  76 
V    Poor  Laws  (IreUnd)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  O04) 
262  ;  Com.  cl.  1,  940 


NoRBBTs,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J,-~€(mHnued,         * 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  OOft)  630  ;  Com.  c/.  1, 

008)840,  1043  ;  cl.  6, 1092,  1098  ;  cl  9, 1101; 

add.  cl.  nil,  1267.  1347,  1360,  1393;  3R. 

add.  el.  OOT)  86  ;  Lords'  Amends.  1064, 1063 
Small  Debts  (Ireland),  2R.  oos)  io69 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  Rep.  Oo«) 

1373 

NORTHTJMBERLAND,  Duke  of 
Navigation,  Com.  cl.  1,  O06)  887,  889 

North  Wales  Railway  Company, 
I.  William  Chadwick  and  John  Muriner,  com- 
mitted to  the  Custody  of  the  Usher  of  the 
Bbick  Rod,  Oo*>  462  ;  PeUtions  (Lord  BeM- 
mont),  631,  699  ;  Examination  of  Chairman 
and  Secretary,  OM)  222,  302,  660 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 
Protection  of  Women,  3R.  O06)  171 

Nova  Scotia — Vase  of  Mr.  Fairbanks, 
/.  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  Oos)  1257 

Nugent,  Lord,  Aylesbury 

Austria  and  Hungary,  OOT)  ii62,  1163 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Conmi.  moved  for,  O06)  1307 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  <i<m> 

1064,  1089 
Habeas    Corpus    Suspension    (Ireland),    dR. 

Amend.  (W  897,  904 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

moved  for,  <»«)  646,  674 
Roman  Catholic  Disabilities,  Leave,  Oos)  372 

Nuisances  Removal  and  Diseases  Preven- 
tion  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  007)  211  ;  2R.*  398  ;  Rep.*  466,  726; 
3R.  add.  cl  (Lord  Ashley),  960 ;  Bill  passed, 
961 
/.  IR.*  CW)  960  ;    2R.*  1016  ;    Rep.*  1071 ; 
3R.*  1101 ;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Oaths,  Alteration  of.  Bill, 
L  1R.<^  O06)  1066 

O'Brien,  Sir  L.,  Clare 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  004)  Q67  ;  Oom. 

d.  1,  0«)  767 ;  3R.  Amend.  1094 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  17,  O"^ 

1444,  1446  ;  d.  29,  1446 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  O*^ 

298 ;  0«)  83 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  OOi) 

666 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  1,  O06)  1047;  c/. 

2,  1069  ;  d.  6,  1092  ;  d.  12,  1103 ;  add.  d. 

1348,  1360,  1396  ;   3R.  add.  el  Oon  80,  81 ; 

Lords'  Amends.  1069 
Railways  (Irehind),  Comm.  moved  for,  OOT)  74 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Alderman  T.,  Cashel 
Dublin  Consolidation,  dbc,  2R.  Oos)646  ;    Oos) 
631 ;  Amend.  1367, 1369 

O'Brien,  William  Smith, 
c.  Copy  of  Record  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
Ooft)  391,  580  ;  Conviction  of,  recorded,  667 ; 
Quefltiion  (Mr.  Ni^er),  Oos)  305 


O'CO  O'CO  {I  N  D 

tJToNNELL,  Mr.  J*,  Limerick  City 

Address  U  Attfwer  to  the  Spoech,^^^>  132  ; 

Report,  27a 
Army  Eatimate«,  <!'»>  990 
Ballinaaloe,  Mortality  in,  C^'"'?  1G35 
Berwick,  Mr.— Offenoc*  (Ireland)  BiUp  O^)  170, 

254 
Bradlian  Treaty,  Leave,  tnw)  791 
Businoaa  of  the  Sossien,  f^"*>  181 
Cannibaliam,  Alleged  (Irflaiid),  ^'^^^  980 
Cattle  and  ShiH^patealiiig  (Irelaud),  2E.  Cioi> 

1110 
Cluirter,  The  People's,  ^loej  127^ 
Churcli  of  Ireland,  Comm*  moved  for,  ^^^^^  173 
Cml  Servioo,  Ci»)  1055 
Biitresa  (Ireland),  R«p.  0<w)839 
Dublin  Consolidation,  ImprovomCTit,  Ao*,  2R. 

(iof>  1314  J  UM)  033,  1370 
Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks,  ^R,  **®^  90 
Dublin  Roadi,  &c.  3R.  (^w^  385 
Eutijfra-tbn     from    Ireland,    Address    moved, 

Amend.  OoD^lS,  620,527 
Emig-ration  to  Australia,  0«>  1317 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.   moved  for,  ^^^^ 

Famine  (Ireland),  Cub)  ggf^^  985,  099,  990 

Finftncbl  Reform,  <»<»)  1254 

Fbcal  Relations  between   Great  Britain   and 

Ireland,  Coinm.  moved  for.  ^^^  3iJ3.  342 
Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  ti«J  072 
Habeas    Corpus  Suspension  (Iroland),    Leave, 

Amend.   U<»)  317,  337^  340.  3i54,  307,  400, 

457  :  2R,  62b,  526.  533,  535,  644.  645,  658  ; 

Com.  Inatructiona,  568.  582,  534  ;  add,  ci, 

687,  588,  680  ;  B«p.  742  ;  acid  cl.  771,  763  ; 

dR.  675,  691.  904 
InoumberfMi  Eitatet  (Insknd)*  Utvo.  tiw)  ©17  ; 

3R,  noft)  345  ;  Com.  d,  I,  709 
Ireland.  State  of,  ti**)  21 
Iriwh  Paupers  in  Great  Britain,  Oo«)  038 
minisli  Kvictions.  tios)  128O 
Land    Improvement    and   Drainage    (Ireland), 

Com.  tio*^  1382,  1288  \  ^io&»  304,  401 ;  cL  1, 

431,  442 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Oo*)  IHO 
Landed  Property,   Sale   of  (Ireland),    Cotnm. 

moved  for,  t"«>  307,  403 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  ^^^^  1447 
Madras,  Military  Authorities  at,  t^o*>  1163.  11 B8 
Marriages,  2R.' tw)  nU;  Com.  mU.  cL  <"»» 

1328,  1329 
Miaistors'  Money  (Ireland),  C**>*>  755 ;  Comm. 

m^vcdfor,  <'«•>  1412,1438 
Moldavia  and  Wallaehia,  <!<«>  1158 
Naple:!  and  Sicily,  <i«'J  371 
Nftvipation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*^>  740 
Navy  Estimates,  tio<>  1003 
Oflfencei?  (Ireland),  211.  t""^  1370 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  moved  for,  tioi) 

920,  1194.  1198,  1201 
Parliamentary   Oathn,   Com,  ^i**>  436  ;    cL   1, 

463 :  d.  0.  677,  078 
Passengers,  2R.  tioo  299 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  tio*J 

453  :  tJ°3>  79,  127,  229 
Poor  Lawi  (Inland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R,  tiw) 

237,  229  J    Com/486;  Proviso,  944;  3R. 

993 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  0«>  868 ;  Com. 

d.  1,  tJi»)  1321  ;  Om  S33  ;  cl  7^  1091J  J  ijdd. 

cL  1106,  1345.  1340  ;   3R.  add,  el,  tioD  77, 

78,  81  ;  lords'  Amends,  1051 
Privilege,  Breach  of— Earl  of  Clarendon's  Let- 


B  X} 


O'CO 


OFF 


O'CoNW^LL,  Mr*  J-— ^owftiM«:d. 

ter,  i""«  226,  227  ;— Rep<irting  the  Debates, 

O0<j  1054^  1050,  1057 
Prc^t^etion  of  Justices  (IreUnd),  2R,  Amend. 

(i«j)  1176 
yueen.  Outrage  upon  tbo,  ^^^^  760 
Railway   Casualty    Compensation,    Com.   Res. 

tiw)  ao6 
Roman    Catholic  Prelates,  Rank  of,  Address 

moved,  «iw«>  446 
Romi.n  Works  of  Art  at,  (^"3  20,  61  ;— French 

Intervention  at,  ^"^^  1370 
Savings   Banks  (Irelaad),  Comm,   moved  for, 

twi)  43 

Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  OR,  om  1037 
Small  Debt^  (Ireland),  2R,  Ow)  iqqq 
Steamboat  Casualties,  ^loi)  850 
Strangers,  Presence  of — Privilege,  ^J"*)  fl62, 

670,  1320 
Supply— Colleges  (Ireland),  (W)  353^  358 
Tenant  Right  (Irebnd),  Leave,  <i»)  1362 
Toomovnra,  Evictions,  ^^*»*>  1037,  1285 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  (>«•> 

400,  43«,  445 ;  Com.  d,  1,  797  ;  3R.  323 

0 'Cox SELL,  Mr.  M.,  Trales 
Poor  Relief  (Irelami),  2R.  tJ«)e27;  Com.  d.  7, 

C"W)1099:  d.9,  1101 
Receivers,  Court  of  Cbanoofy,  Ac.  (Ireland), 
Comm.  006)122,123,  124 

O^CojTNELL,  Mr.  M,  J,,  Kerrp 

Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  *iw)  1015 

Charter,  The  People's,  ti«)  1379 

Chiireh  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  fc^r,  ^^"^  107 

Poor  Liwf  (Ireland),  Comm.  C'*")  303 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Om 

1360 
Poor   Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  3,  ^**i  1087  : 

d.  5,  1O03  ;  add.  d.  1110  ;  311.  <sdd.  d,  tW) 

79,  81 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  d. 

1,  ti«»>790 

O^CoNNOR,  Mr.  F,,  Nottin<jham 
Briberv  at  Elections,  2R.  O^*?  1072 
Charter,  The  People's,  tiofl)  1268,  1303 
Chartist  Convicts,  O*"  1121 
Civil  Sfli-vi CO— Treasury,  t*^>  1046 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Address  moved ,^1"** 6 28 
Habeas  Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),  Leuvtt, 

tiW333  ;  Rep.  777.  779  ;  3R.  876,  880 
Indictable  Offences,  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  17,  0**' 

1444,  1445 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  d.  3,  tiro)  1073 
Jones,  Ernest,  t»«>50,  380,  387 
National  Representation,  Leave,  ti<»>  1181, 1180 
O'Brien,  William  Smith,  »»J  «09 
Offences  (Ireland),  2R.  CiW  1372 
Poor  RelM»f  (Irtdand),  Cora,  d,  fj,0°*>  1093 
Privilege.  Breach  of— Reporting  the  Debates, 

C"W)io5fl 

Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

tiM)63 
Transportation    hr    Treason    (Ireland),    2R, 

(loaj  437  .  3R,  825 

Offences  {Ireland)  BiU, 
c.  IR.*  ^JW;307;  2R.  1306;  Bill  withdrawn, 
1373  ;  — Observations   (Mr.  i.    O'Connell), 
tiM>  179 ;— «ec  IndictahU  Qgeme*  {Ireland) 
Bill 
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OSB 


{I  N  D  B  X} 


OSB 


PAK 


Offences  in  Public  Roads  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR.*cioy)726 

0 'Flaherty,  Mr.  A.,  Oalway 

Cattle  and   SheepstealiDg  (Ireland),  2R.  d^^) 

1117 
Crown  Prosecutions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moyed 

for,  (»M)  1101 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  (i^) 

600 ;  Rep.  775 
Labour  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  0«*)  169 
,    Landed  Property  (Ireland),  UM)  1140 

Lough  Corrib  Improyement,  2R.  ^*"^  688, 639 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0<**> 

464 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland).  Com.  cl  2.  <»<>*>  948 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  C»o*>  888 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  72 
Supply— CoUeges  (Ireland),  CIOT)  868 
TransporUtion  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  0»> 

483 

Ordnance  Estimates, 
e,  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), (iM)  640  ;  C»«)  947  i—VoU  in  &ce$$, 
1368 ;  W)  261,  [r.  p.  A.  48,  N.  80,  M.  87 
274 ;  2nd  Div.,  [r.  p,  A.  21,  N.  90,  M.  69' 
277 ;  3rd  Div.,  [r.  p,  A.  20,  N.  118,  M.  93 
230  ;  4th  Div.,  [r.  p.  A.  18,  N.  118,  M.  100 
ib,  ;  462,  [r.  o.  A.  14,  N.  197,  M.  93]  468, 
616 ; — see   ^nlistfMtU  (Artillery  ana  Ord- 
nance) Bill 

Osborne,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Middlesex 
Army  and  Ordnance  Expenditure,  Comm.  moved 

for.  Amend.  OW)  641 
.    Army  Estimates,  ««)  996,  1002,  1004,  1006 
Business,  Public,  (««)  1139 
Church  of  Ireland,  Conun.  moved  for,  CJW  142, 

160,  173 
Church  Rates,  C»«)  669.  671 
CivU  Contingencies.  C'«)  1018, 1028*  1024, 1026; 

Amend.  1027 
Civil  Service,  OM)  1039,  1041,  1042 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for,  C»M)  1086 
Com  Duties,  uos)  gsg 

Distress  (Ireland).  Rep.  0«)817,  826,  836 
Dublin  Consolidation   Improvement,  Ac,,  2R. 

1816 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Irehind),  2R.  (i<^) 

613.621  ;  Com.  a(2cf.  c^  689 
Hong-Kong.  Bishopric  of,  <>»>  389 
Hungary,  Russian  Interference  in,  Cioi)  326  ; — 

War  in.  oos)  1339  ;— Russian   Invasion  of, 

Address  moved.  CiOT)  786.  786.  791.  806,  817 
Insolvent  Members.  Recom.  ^*"5 1464 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  ^^^^ 

284 
Land.  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  0»)  769 
Land  Improvement,  dto.  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  1, 

Cioft)  428 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

<>">  1416,  1417 
National  Representation.  Leave,  <^^)  1226 
Palace  Court,  The,  (»»>  1098,  1094;    Leave. 

1435;  006)385 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  <^«>  667,  766  ;  <»<>*> 

66 ;— Supply,  166,  168 
Parliaments,  Duration  of.  Leave,  <*•*>  369 
Police.  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  0**^ 

1263 

I 


OsBOtufx,  Mr.  R.  B. — continued. 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland).  Comm.  (»«)78,  166, 17« 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  006)594 .  Coni.  1306 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  OOft)  552 
Privilege  of  Members.  OW  1182,  1183 
Public  Business,  Oo*)  151 ;  Amend.  006)389^  391 
Punjab.  War  in  the,  dot)  1334 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  0«)  121.  128 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  dra.,  2R.  Amend. 

oos)  1818,  1819 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment  (Compensation), 

Comm.  moved  for,  O07)  40O 
Smithfleld  Market,  Comm.  0«)  176 ;  Address 

moved,  007)  495^  499^  507,  510 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos) 

1232 
Supply— Canada,  <»«>  304 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  Oo«> 

1202 
Ways  and  Means,  OW  776,  777 

Oswald,  Mr,  A.,  Ayrshire 
Marriages,  Com.  add,  d.  Oos)  1326 
Public  Health  (Scothind),  2R.  (U»)264 

Outdoor  Paupers  Bill, 
c.  1R.*0«)987;  2R.*  1204;  Com.  1876;  cL 

7,  1384;  Rep.  1886;  8R.*  C108)87 
I.  1R.»  008)157;  2R.  948;    Rep.  1177;   8R.» 

1364  ;  Roval  Assent.  Oo»)  266 


RoMe), 


in..-  v"^-'  107  ;  'jBn.,  y«5 ;    rte] 
1364  ;  Royal  Assent,  Oo»)  266 

Outdoor  Belief  [Ireland), 
L  Correspondence  moved  for  (Earl  of 
O**)  1266 

Outlawries  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  002)73 

Overseers  (Cities  and  Boroughs)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O0«)986;   2R.»  1204;    Rep.»  1887; 

8R.»  O06)  9 
I  1R.»  oos)  86 ;   2R.»  864  ;   8R.»  948  ;  Royal 

Assent,  1086 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Charitable  Trusts,  Reffulation  of,  OOi)  1097 
Criminal  Law  Consolidation,  Petition,  OOft)  192, 

193 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R,  OM)  928 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  Oo»)  826 
Navigation,  8R.  add,  d.  C»«)29,  47 
Parliamentary  Oaths.  2R.  Oos)  999 
Prison  Discipline,  OOS)  1384,  1386 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  0«)  972,  974,  976 ; 

Rep.  Amend.  1264.  1266  ;  8R.  Oos)  159,  172 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Qomm,  moved  for,  Ooi)  1078, 

1097 

Packb,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Leicestershire,  8. 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Conmi.  moved  for,  Oos)  1308 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  O06)  142 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  21U  0«)  691  ;   Com.  cL 

12,006)580 

Pakington,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitwieh 
Bribery  at   Elections,   Leave,   on)  669 ;    2R. 
1041.  1063.  1078  ;   Com.  Oos)232,  462,  468  ; 
004)  808.  810  ;  cl,  1.  819,  820,  828,  827,  829, 
830  ;  Oo»)  173,  174, 175  ;  cl.  9,  1246,  1247 
Business  of  the  Uouso,  oot)  152 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  Ooo)  499 
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rAKi:(OTON,  Sir  J.  S.— eonhnued. 
ColoiiioB.  The— Sugar  Duties,  OW  SOO 
Conviot  System — Transportation,  (*®^  418 
County  lUtes,  ^.  2R.  O0«)i29,  138,  UO,  143, 

KM.  1A8 
InUiotablo  Oflbnoos  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  17,  ^^^> 

144,1 
Juvenile  Offt^nders,  Ao.  3R.  (i<»>  809 
Juvenile  CXfenders  (No.  2J,  Leave,  <»<^  106 
Ntnevoh  Excavations,  Cio«)  i058 
IWr  Uw— Uw  of  Settlement,  (><>»  868 
rrisim  Discinliue,  Comm.  moved  for,  Cios)  loiT 
rrivileg«  of  Members,  0">  1183 
l^lbUo  Roads,  l^ve,O«)065;  C»*«>4(W,  407, 

413 
Severn  Navigation.  *o..  3R,  (»»«>618,  621 

l\ihHf  Court,  The, 
/,  Address  moved  (Earl  Forteseue),  ^*«)282 
r.  Question  (Mr.  llumeV  ^»«>933  ;  (Mr.  B.  0»- 

K>mo\0«*  HH»8:  ^>«^385 ;— «e«  Small  JM44 

Ad  Am^^mtHt  Bill 

I\Jau^  Court  (  Westmit^ter)  Bill 

c.   l-ecive.  v>«M434:    IR,*   1436;    2R.»  CW 
3S4 :  Com.  1061 

Palmkr*  Mr.  Robert,  BertMre 
CountT  Rate««  Ac.  2R.  Amend,  ow  las 
llenloy  and  London  Waterworks.  A«..  2R,  <^'*' 

LsndK>rd  and  Tenants  2R.  vM>'6»0:  Com.WL 

11.  ^>»\\TS 
Nav^M  Expenditure.  ^i^U6S 
IV.^iMi  IV^ivipiine,  0<wi.  uov>Dd  for.  '^'•*559  ; 

vssft^ion 

l\;Ku-  R<«da.  JR.  ^'"^  UViJ 
PxiXFi;,  Mr.  Roondoll,  Piymoutk 

Kr.berj  at  EM^aouk.  Oo«.  <i  #.  -'"^  12*? 
Chss:<«'«»  l^ansta^n  aad  S^aie.  Loavv,  *^*  312 
Cfoc?  K^liet  Com.  *»' 1(^:4:   v^i* H*,^;  d 

F^f^^,i:J  S^•yr»rti«*.  *K.  ^^'^^  3t»4 
iTiSo.vor.x  lV*io«s.  C«c.  <i  3,  ':^"'  )f  76.  lft?C  : 
<v  »V  .KntmA.  10^?^ :  RA^-wt.  1*W 

\5arrijwre*,   l«iTr,  vWUir:   JR.   ^>*M*aS : 

NsT-.c»t?*v,.  r*Mr..  d.  1.  <^*"1J1? 

Ar«^r*^»  :r.  An»*w  t^  tbe  ji>7«eech.  -^•''  Nh  ' 

Ar«rokr.  r".»jin»  •  Itaij.  ^■*'  "13i?* 

O  -A    '»  ;;<;.v  ;:<!p 

."'i-  /.v'i  r.c»-Ts^N>v.  «'*  :r.e4.  :r.?f^.  :f:?T 

■    •>; 

*V-*  .I.-V  ***■-.  ^^  V'>'W;4>V:.vs:r:r.   •'**'  N3fk   5*"' 


Palmibstoit,  Viiconnt    cwHmud, 
International    Intervention,    Addreu    moved. 

Amend.  ««>  78,  81, 97,  100,  103 
Italy,  War  in,  Cioo  U7  ;  U«)  50 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  (>*>  1120 
Moldavia  and  WaUachia,  (>«)  1143 
Naples  and  Sicily,  <i«)  96,  168.  169, 361,  868  ; 

Correspondence  moved  for,  <*•■>  305 
Nationality,  Rights  oC  <^>666 
Navigation,  Com.  cL  16,  om  1244, 1245 
Navigation  Laws  in  the  United  States,  (^"> 

167 
Plate,  River,  Afbirs  oC  (W767,  1988;  W> 

146,147;  0">732,733 
Pope,  Uer  Majesty's  Letter  to  the,  om  731 
Rome,  French  InterventioD  at,  Ci^8S6,  1360, 

1370 ;  «•«  182, 183,  738, 739,  740 
Russian  Intervention.  (im)  ng,  458.  O^  96 
Sicily,  Aifidrs  of,  0«)  648  .^— Svpplr  of  Aim  to, 

1325;  <»•«  537;  0*^665 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  (>*'>  1034 
Spain.  Dipl<miatic    Relationa   witk,  CH0  768: 

W)384;  O««1033 
Tarifb— Branl—Portogal— ^HB,  vm  305 

Pari*,  Ejpcwrriom  fo, 
/.  Remarks  (Lord  BrooghamX  CH»>900 


Parishef,  Ditisum  of  PapmUmg, 
c.    Addras  moved   (Lord   AohkyX    ^ 
Amend.  iMr.   HoBe),   S7:     AammL 
Vi :  2nd  Amend,  ih^  [A.  18.  K.  Ill,  J 
47  ;  U<r  M^ieAj*s  R^,  464 

Paucb.  Mr.  J.,  Skefdd 

hci&A  Oorrih  Im|eevinnMft,  SR.  (*^38l 
Salaries  aikd  Pettsms,  Rccorm  M0i«Afi 

1«82 
Smoke  Prohilntkn.  Cosn.  Oa^Ml 


'11; 


Parks.  PMic^ 

r.  Woenkni  (llr. 


VCmi«19 


Parliaments  Opoiuuof^ 

L  Qhmil's  SpMC^  ««1  ; 
vUcd  S«aiij«r:.  3T,  IC*. 
uaa*  52.  M.  2j  72 ;  Her 

c  Addresa.  '^"^TS :  %»«■<.  i^ir. 
(Mr.  GraxsaKi.  117.  [A.  IX,  X. 
U^  :  A£j.  IicAue.  IM  ; 
cww  rf  Gavnlr..  217,  [A.  M.  JL' 
all"  &  :  Kynr.  ^immd  mu^  '■  *" 

7VCT.  25>:  Her  Maiessy^a  , 

Par^iamrtA.  Indtjtimdtmoe  af^ 


Pa^hamrfi:^  Snr  Bmnef  «^ 
r    v'ufi^joi.     Mr.  li.  5liidiinp^  tiw 
r.v7ixr*:^ox    Mr.  T.  GreoEiieV  ST4 
Mr    A    5ni»f  I.  'T»»  5«-  :    .Hr.  K. 

■v.:    ie-.'Jl     "  ^ 


R?» 


>«.JV'l. 


■  r.  •  M«n 
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Parliamentary  Oaths, 

c.  Oomm.  moyed  for  (Lord  J.  Russell),  Ooi)  906, 
[A.  214,  N.  Ill,  M.  103]  934;  Amend.  (Rt. 
Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  1188,  [0.  q.  A.  140,  N. 
68,  M.  72]  1190 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  OM)  1202  ;  2R.  004)  1395  ;  Amend.  (Sir 
R.  H.  Inglis),  1398,  [0.  q.  A.  278,  N.  186, 
M.  93]  1446 ;  Com.  oos)  431  ;  cl.  1,  436 ; 
Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  437 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Spooner),  [r. p.  A.  122,  N.  241,  M.  119] ; 
2nd  Div.  [A.  Ill,  N.  225,  M.  114]  466; 
Com.  670  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  ib. ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  671  ;  cl.  I,  Amend.  [A.  62, 
N.  164.  M.  102]  ib.;  d.  6,  Amend.  (Mr.  T. 
M'CuUagh),  673,  [o.q.  A.  103,  N.  64,  M.  49] 
681 ;  3R.  1373 ;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  E.  Law), 
t6.,  [0.  q.  A.  272,  N.  206,  M.  66]  1430  ;  Bill 
passed,  1434 

l.  1R.»  Cioe)i ;  2R.  872 ;  Amend.  (Earl of  Eglin- 
toun),  382,  [0.  q.  Contents  70,  Not-Contents 
96,  M.  26]  920 

Parliamentary     Returns,     Expense      of 
Printing, 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Viscount  Drumlanrig), 
(»»«)  765 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  768 

Party  Processions  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Castlereagh),  O08)]]89; 
Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr.  Reynolds), 
C»W)  1004  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1016 

Passengers*  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  C108)  637  ;  2R.  0M)299  ;  Rep.*  (^^758, 

1008;  3R.*  1283 
/.  1R.»  U0ft)i327;   2R.CIM)382;    Rep.*  639  ; 
3R.*  709  ;  Royal  Assent,  Cio7)^88 

Passengers  in  Irish  Steamers, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Cardwell),  CM»)1020 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N, 

Bankrupt   Law  Consolidation,  3R.  Schedules, 

(107)1004 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  (i«5  233 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing (Ireland),  2R.  do^)  1119 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  (»«)140,  152 
Dublin   Consolidation,  Improvement,  duo.,  2R. 

(102)646;  Ci03)63i^  1309 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  O07)  986 
Poor  Laws— Law  of  Settlement,  Cios)869 
Public  Roads,  2R.  OW1346  ;  001)407 
Railway   Casualty   Compensation,   Com.   Res. 

(108)865 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  9,  007) 

405,  406 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  (W>202 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  Ci04)  311 

Paupers  (Ireland), 

Question  (Mr.  Stafford),  (»w)326 

Pavilion,  Royal,  (Brighton)  Bill, 
e.  IR.»  a»>640;   2R.»  Ci07)ioi;  Rep.*  466, 

786  ;  3R.*  882 
I.  IR.*  007)877  ;  2R.*  949  ;  Rep.*  960;  3R.* 

1071 ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Pearson,  Mr.  C,  Lambeth 

Juvenile  Offenders,  Ac.  2R.  O06)867 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  005)  532  • 

OO8)  1018 
Smithfield  Market  Committee,  004)  9^5^  966 

VOL.CVII.     {™;1} 


Peat,  Irish,  Uses  of, 
c.  Observations  (The  O'Oonnan  Mahon),  O07) 
1068 

Pechell,  Capt.  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Army    and    Ordnance    Expenditure,    Comm. 

moved  for,  O^J)  549 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  <»W  1307 
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1038  ;  Adj,  Debate,  1063;  Aiuend.  (Col. 
Salwey),  [A.  29,  N.  52,  M.  23]  1003;  2nd 
Irtv,  [A.  22,  N.  53,  M.  31]  lOtio  ;  Houbo 
counted  out»  1066,  1390;  Rep,»  O07)834j 
3E,  953;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anatey).  ib,  [o. 
y.  A.  65,  N.  33,  M.  43]  054  ;  That  the  BUI 
do  pass  ;  t^* ;  BiU  passed,  05d 

L  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Protest — Navigation  Billt 

2R,  tios)  120  ;  3R.  «^<»J  48 

pRYSE,  Mr.  P.,  Cardigan 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Coiam.  tiw) 
79 

Public  Business, 

L  Ohservations  (Lord  Stanley),  ttOT)  830 
c.  Motion  (Urd  J.  Russell),  tun)  149^  353  . 
Amend.  (Mr.  Iluino),  160;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 162  ;  Motion  {Right  Hon.  J.  S.  Wort- 
ley),  U06J3B9;  Amend,  (Mr  B.  Osborne), 
ib.  ;  Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn,  301  ; 
Ob84^»rvutioti8  (Lord  J.  Rusaeli),  t»«>1136  ; 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  1361 


Public  ITeaM  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR*tw»726 

Public  Health  iScotUnd)^ 

I  Question  (Lord  Polworth),  ^^^555 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill 
c,  IR,*  a<M>220  ;  2R.  1440  ;  Amrnd.  Adj.  (Mr, 
F.  ^Lackenzie).  [A.  24,  N.  00,  M,  in]  1450; 
3nd  DiT.,  fA,  10.  N.  63,  M,  44]  1453;  Adj. 
Dttbiite,  2a.  CW352:  Amend.  Adj.  (Vis- 
count Drumlanrig).  [A.  33,  N,  96,  M.  03] 
tb. ;  Cum.  1078  ;  Rep.*  Ciw>384 

Public  lioads  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  Oos)  ©{lo  ;  1R,»  667  I  2R.  1380 ;  Bill 
witbdrawn,  1364 

Public  Hoods  (England  and  North  Wales) 
Bill, 
c.  Leave,  tiwj  1304 ;  1R.«  Ow>  1060;  2R.  CJ»«J 
40!^:  Amend.  (Mr.  Pusey),  405;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  400;  Amend.  |Mr.  B.  Donison), 
ilf, :  Amend,  withdrawn,  441  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn, ib. 

Punjab,  War  in  the 
L  Vote  of  Thanks,  <»«>  707  ;  Acknowledgment 

of,om  1128 
C.  Question  (Mr,  G.  Thompson),  ti«>  048,  76a, 

1 186  :  Explanation  ( Mr,  G.  Thompson)  1304  ; 

Addrt^ss  moved  (Mr.  G.  Thompson).    1333; 

Motion    withdrawn,    1334;     Question    (Mr. 

Hume),  <">^>  167;    R^ply  (Urd  J.    Russell), 

252;  Question  (Mr.  llindley),  1122;— Vote 

of  Tbanka,  t»^J  734;    Acknowledgment  of, 

<10T>11C0 

Pupils^  Protection  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.    1R.*00«  73,3;  2R*O«)1003;  Riip,* 

1043;  HR*  1250 
/.   1R,»  t»«>  1342  :    2R.«  (W^  288  ;  3R.»  554  ; 

Royal  Assent,  1071 

PtisRY,  Mr.  P.,  Berkshire 

Canada,  Distiirl>ance»  in.  ^^^>  503 

Landlord  ami  Tenant.  2R.  t»°^088,  005;  Com, 
1071,  1072,  1446;  cK  1.  1448,1450,1451, 
1453  ;  Amend.  ii<»»>572,  673,  674,  576  ;  d.  4, 
576  ;  cL  5,  677,  678  ;  wM.  d.  Ill,  770  ;  3R, 
067 

Public  Roade,  2R.  Amend,  «*«*>  404,  406,  407, 
400 

^ualificatiof^  and  Eegistration  of  VotetB 

(Ireland)  Bill 
c.  iR.»aw755 

Queen,  Outrage  upon  thct 
L  Observation*  (Marquess  of  Lanfldowno).  <*"** 

683 
c.  Observations  (Lord  J,  Russell).  <»«)  769 

Magged  Scltooh, 
e.  Motion  (Lord  Ashley).  (W> 807 

Mailwatf  Accounts, 

I.  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Broiij^ham),  f*"*' 
1031  ; — Mr,  Stiundo's,  Petition  (Lord 
Brougham),  1247 

Mailwarf  Accounts^  Audit  of, 
C,  QuJstion  (Mr.  Wyld),  ^04)973 
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Railway  Accounts,  Audit  of,  Bill, 
I  1R.»  006)869  ;   2R.  1131  [Contents  10,  Not- 

Contents  6,  M.  5]  1183 ;  Com.  1243 ;  d.  1, 

1248 ;  3R.  1390 
c.  1R»CW)2 

Railway  Board,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bremridge),  OM)  537 

Railway  Casualty  Compensation, 
c.  Comm.  Res.  008)805 

Railway  Travelling  on  Sundays, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Locke),  OOJ)  563 

Railways,  Abandonment  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  0~)  1368;  2R»  CW)  384 ;   Rep*  Oon 

1466  :  3R.  882 
I  1R.*(W>877;   2R.  963;   Amend.  (Earl  of 
Eglintoun),  964 ;  Adj.  Debate,  1023 

Railways  (India), 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Mahon),  Oo«)  647  ;  (Visct. 
Jocelyn),  O08)  1 122  ;— see  East  India  Raihuay 
Company  Incorporation  Bill 

Railways  [Ireland), 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), O07)  46 

Railways,  Sunday  Travelling  on.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  004)  284,  [A.  68,  N.  20,  M.  38]  287 ; 
1R.»288;  2R.  831;  Amend.  (Mr.  Cowan), 
838,  [0.  q.  A.  122,  N.  131,  M.  9]  848 

Raphael,  Mr.  A.,  St,  Albans 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  3R.  (»»*)  1385 

Rate  in  Aid,  see  Poor  Laws  (Ireland) 
Bill, 

Rates,  Collection  of  (Dublin)  Bill, 

c.  lR.*O0ft)  1093  ;  2R.*  1368  ;  Rep.*  OOT)  515, 

726  *  3R  ^  834 
/.  1R.»  O07)  877  ;  2R.*  960  ;  Rep.*  1016  ;  3R.» 

1071 ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Rates,  Distraining  for.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O0J)755;    2R.»  1039;    Rep.*  1205; 

008)87:  3R.  250 
I.  IR.*  008)  382;  2R.*534;  Com.  1177;  3R.* 
1256  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ooft)  255 

Rawdon,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  (»o«)  1073 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Com.  Oo» 

579 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  el,  1,  OOft) 

761 
Ordnance  Estimates.  OOT)  273 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  O04)  491 ; 

3R.  999 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  0»)  1065 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  O04)  1244 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  8R.  O06) 

823 

Real  Property,  Conveyance  of,  A  ct  Amend- 
ment Bill, 

I,  IR*  O08)  436  ;  2R.*  849  ;  Rep.*  937;  3R.* 
1077 

c.  IR.*  003)  87  ;  2R.*  686 ;  Rep.*  O06)  1313  . 
3R.*  O07)  2 

/.  Royal  Assent,  1072 


Real  Property  Transfer  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  ooi)  657 ;  IR.*  673  ;  2R.  Om  323  ; 
Amend.  (Attorney  General),  349,  [0,  q,  A.  55, 
N.  45,  M.  10]  352 

Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  &c,  (Ire- 
land), 
c.  Comm.  O06)  121 ;  Amend.  A<y.  (CoL  Donne), 
[A.  13,  N.  58,  M.  45]  122 

Record  Office,  Public, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  MUnes),  O^)  937 

Recovery  of  Wages  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  O08)  464 ;  2R.*  686 ;  Rep.*  1066  ;  8R.* 

1188 
/.  IR.*  Oos>  1256  ;  2R.*  O04)  133  .  Rep.»  227 ; 
3R.*  451 ;  Royal  Assent,  (»»>  255 

Redesdale,  Lord 

Bankrupt  Law  Con8olldation,Commons' Amends. 

(ion  1022 
Birmingham  Borough  Exemption,  dso.,  3R.  OM) 

870 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  oos)  470 
Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  <»«•>  298 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  0»*>  928 
Italy,  Works  of  Art  in,  OW)  631 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  2R.  0««> 

855 ;  Rep.  O06)  1153  .  3R.  Amend.  006)377, 

379,  881 
Paris,  Excursion  to,  oos)  971 
Progress  of  Bills  through  Parliament,  <»«W  1133 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  O07)  29O ;  Com.  378 ; 

cL  1,  386 
Railways  Abandonment,  2R.  O07)  954, 968, 1024 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  O0&) 

187 
Sites  for  Schools,  Com.  007)  21I 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  0<»>  714 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland), 

2R.  007)  554,  556 ;  Com.  831 ;  3R.  Amend. 

832 
Titles  of  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in  the  Colo- 
nies, 007)  1026,  1029,  1030 
Turnpike  Trusts  Union,  IR.  O04)  930 

Regimental  Benefit  Societies  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  007)  211 ;  2R.*  397 ;  Rep.*  466 ;  3R.* 

564 
/.  IR.*  O07)  554  ;   2R.  878  ;   Rep.»  949 ;  3R.» 

960 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Reporting  the  Debates, 
r  Observations  fLord  Beaumont),  Oo«)  1250  ; 
Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  Beanmont),  OOft) 
178  ;  Observations  (Earl  of  Galloway),  255 

Reporting  the  Debates — Breach  of  jPKtJt- 
lege, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  004)  1054;  Mo- 
tion   withdrawn),    1058 ;    Motion    (Mr.  J. 
O'Connell),  oos)  002  ;  1320 

Repton,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  St.  Albans 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  <io5)  1109, 1110 

Revenue,  Public,  and  Expenditure, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  OW)  553 ;  (iw)  534 

Reynolds,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Attachment,  Courts  of  Record  (IreUuid),  2R. 
004)296;  Rep.  006)363 
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Rbtnoldi,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
CasUfiweUan,    Outrages    at.    Correspondence 

moved  for,  0^608,  613,  614,  1004,  1005, 
1007,  1014 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  <><><> 

1114 
Church  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moTod  for,  ^^^^  129, 

169,  172 
Derby  Day.  The,  «»)  844 
Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  (i<»)  845 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  Ac.,  ^^••J 

2K.  Amend.  642,  643,  046,  1314, 1315, 1316, 

1317 ;  <>">  90,  92 ;  Amend.  630,  632,  1369 
Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks,  2R.  <i«)  89, 

90,  1370 
Dublin  Roads,  Ac,  3R.  Amend.  0<m>  385 
Famine  (Ireland),  <>«)  987 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  (^^ 

515  ;  Com.  580  ;  Rep.  778  ;  3R.  904 
Kilrush  Evictions,  "»)  1288 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  ^^^> 

106 
Land    Improvement  and  Drainago  (Ireland), 

Com.  (iM)  1289 
landed  Property  (IreUnd).  OW)  ms 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(W)  1432 
Offences  (IroUnd),  2R.  OOS)  1371 
I'alacc  Court,  Leave.  ««>  1436 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the.  Address 

moved,  Cios)  704,  705 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  OW 

637  ;  0«>  53,  81  ;  Amend.  316,  317,  318 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Ci<x) 

269  ;    Com.  Proviso,  945,  946 ;   d.  2,  949, 

951 
St.  Peter's  Savings  Bank  (Dublin),  Failure  o^ 

(i«)  96 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland).  Comm.   moved  for, 

Ciw)  22.  53,  957,  962.  1239,  1244,  1246 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  2R.  C»04)  347 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  O^) 

419,  429.  438.  443.  444,  447;  Com.  cl  1, 

Amend.  794,  799 ;  3R.  826 

BiCARDO,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Stoke-upon- Trent 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana, 

Comm.  moved  for.  Amend.  (!•■)  965,  1037, 

1039 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  Duchies  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  0«)  1156,  1167 
Navigation  Laws.  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^>  724 
Navigation,  IR.  OW)  7^0,  761;  2R.  0«)  473, 

484.  598 ;  Com.  d,  19,  1295 ;  e/.  22,  1302 ; 

Preamble,  1308 
PUotage,  2R.  007)  731 

Bice,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Dovor 

Army  Estimates.  (»«>  1005 

Church  Rates.  0»>  652 

Harbours  of  Refuge.  CioT)  ogc 

Distress  (Ireland).  Rep.  "»)  833 

Pilotage.  2R.  <»»W  729 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  UW) 

556 
Public  Roads.  2R.  0«)  1346 ;  Ooi)  412 

BiCHMOND,  Duke  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OW  65 
Agricultural  Distress,  0»)  471,  474,  484,  488. 
493 


RicBMOKD,  Duke  of— eontinued. 
Australian  Colonies,  OM)  1125 
Convict  Establishments,  0«V  1171 
Drainage  of  Lands,  IR.  0«)  1113.  1114 
Highway  Rates  and  Turnpike  TrucU,  (*^  1181 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  (><">  713 
Larceny  Acta  Amendment,  2R.  ^^^  713 
Medals.  War,  OOT)  825,  830 
Mortality  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  Returns  moTed 

for,  (»«)  249 
Navigation,  2R.  «•«>  1822 ;  0«)  79 
Outdoor  Paupers.  3R.  ««)  1177 
Punjab.  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Tfaanka,  <>••>  716 
Rates.  Distraining  for.  Com.  OW  1177 
Stock  in  Trade,  2R.  OW  823 

B0BARTE8,  Mr.  T.  J.  A.,  Cormoall,  E. 
Parliamentary  Oatba,  2a.  OH)  14^^^ 

BoBiNsoy,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Poole 
Canadian  Rebellion,  (>«)  1127 
Civil  Contingencies.  <*•>  1048 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.  mored  for,  (i**> 

237 
Mitchel,  The  Convict.  (»«)  251,  252 
Navigation  Laws,  0«t)  496  ;  Comm.  moT«d  for, 

733 
Navigation.  2R.  0<»  563  ;  Com.  1205  ;  d.  14, 

1234  ;  d.  16,  1241 ;  d.  19, 1302,  130S ;  8R. 

(iM)  632 
Poor.   Indigent.  Maintenanoe  of  U^,  Comm. 

moved  for,  Oos)  ^65 

BociiE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Cork,  City 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ot0>  143 
Business  of  the  Session,  0^>  176  177 
Church  of  Ireland.  Comm.  moTed  fo^»  (>*^  145 
Distress  (IreUnd),  Comm.  moved  for,  (>**>  431; 

Rep.  839 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  Address  mored.  CMii 

527 
Famine  (IreUnd),  oos)  935,  980 
Franchise  (IreUnd),  Leare,  OW  071 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension   (frelaiid).  Leave, 

0«)339;  2R.  518;  Com.  578;  Rep.  Tai; 

3R.  881 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  10.  M' 

770 
Kilrush  EvicUont,  Oos)  1390 
Offences  (IreUnd),  2R.  ("*>  1309 
Poor  Laws  (IreUnd),  Comm.  «">  51,  815,  S17 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.   cf.  1,  CHO  1391 . 

(i«)  864.  931.  1044.  1045. 1045,  1040:  el.  S, 

1088  ;  d.  5.  1095 ;  dL  7,  1008 ;  aeUL  cL  lS56b 

1345.  1348  ;  SR.  add.  d.  0«n  81,  86 
Prisoners  in  Ireland  under  the  finipnnrinn'  of 

the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  (><»  10 
Transportation  for  Treason  (IreUndl  SR»  <M) 

389,  393,  415  ;  Com.  d.  1,  703 


BoDEN,  Earl  of 
Dolly's  Brae.  Collision  at,  «e7)  1129 
Poor  I^ws  (IreUnd) — Rate  in  Aid,  9R. 
0»)  269,  271 


Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Bankrupt   Liw  Consolidation,    3R.   CIV)  fgf ; 
Schedule,  1001,  1004  ;  Lords' Anwndta.  1147 
Business  of  the  House  <^>  1070 
Business,  PubUc,»«)  1140 
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RoBBtJCK,  Mr.  J.  A. — eonHnued. 
Canada,  iDisturbances  in,  0^'>  496,  407,  498, 

561,  C64,  568,  669  .—Supply,  0«»)224,  253, 

254,  280  ;    Explanation,  301;— -Free  Trade, 

603 
Chartist  Priaoners,  t^**)  388 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  <>»)  928,  944,  946, 

962 
Colonies,  The— Sugar  Duties,  Oos)  300 
Compound  Householders,  2R.  O07)  991 
County  Rates,  Ac.,  2R.  OOS)  149,  150 
•  Eastern  Counties  Railway,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(106)247,250 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  (*<*^  513 
Hungary,  Russian  Invasion  of,  ^^^^  799 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  (^*> 

97,  102 
Land  Improvement,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Corti.  ^*^^ 

392;  d.  1,417,430 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  1,  (»<»>  573 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  OOT)  1145 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  (»W)  1442  ;  Com.  c/. 

1,  CUtt)  463  ;  3R.  1416 
Protection  of  Women,  3R.  CioD  953 ;  That  the 

Bill  do  pass,  954,  955 
Railways  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Cio^)  66, 

71 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  (**5  734 
Salaries,  Reduction  of  Public,  (1^7)  426 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  Amend.  ^^^^  193  ;  c/. 

1,204 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  Cios)  1223 
Supply  —  Canada,    C106)  224,  253,    254,  280  ; 

Explanation,  301 
Taxation,  007)587 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  O06) 

424.  426,427,  431,  440,  441,  443,  444,  445 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  O07)  258, 

201 
Ways  and  Means,  Amend.  Adj.  O^)  783 

Roman  Catholic  Disabilities  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  doi)  379,  [A.  41,  N.  43,  M.  2]  373 

Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Rank  of, 
c.  Address  moved  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  OW)  439 

Rome,  Intervention  at, 

L  Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  0<»)  357  .  Expla- 
nation (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  631  ; 
Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  Oos)  j  .  Earl  of 
Aberdeen),  285,800  ;  (Earlof  Ellenborough), 
1034;  (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  OW  557;— 
Removed  of  Works  of  Art  from.  Observa- 
tions (Lord  Brougham)  Ci04)  qqq^  958  ;  0») 
686,  969 

e.  Works  of  Art  at.  Question  (Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nell),  O04)  20,  61  ;— Intervention  at,  Question 
(Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  0«)326;  (Mr.  Hume), 
1368 ;  C»«>  182  ;  Reply  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
388;  Question  (Mr.  Roebuck),  73i;—Ber 
Majesty* s  Letter  to  the  Pope,  Question  (Mr. 
C.  Anstey),  730 

RoMiLLY,  Sir  J.,  see  Solicitor  General, 
The 

RossE,  Earl  of 
Outdoor    Relief    (Ireland),     Correspondence 

moved  for,  Ci04)  1256,  1257 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in   Aid,  2R.  (»o*) 

286;  3R.  653 


Russell,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Com.  OW^  377 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OW)  1^7^ 

149,  217  ;  Report,  263 
Army  Esthnates,  OW  1015 
Australian  Colonies,  Leave,  ^***>  1136 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  <>••)  1371 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  ttf,  0^)ldB,  154. 

497,  498,  1215,  1216  :  Address  moved,  Ci04) 

1045,  1051,  1052,  1063,  1065  ;  ^«*)  152 ;  0«> 

734 
Bribery  at.Electiomi,  LeaVe,  <>">  660  ;  Com.c^ 

1,  C»04)833 
Business  of  the  House,  <*«*«  152 ;  O")  1294, 

1295  ;  004)  858,  859,  860 ;  OW  1076, 1079 
Business  of  the  Sessipn,  <»06)  177^  jgx 
Call  of  the  House,  0^)457 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  ^^0^)496,  497,  499, 

500 
Canada  Indemnity  Bill,  004)  ii02, 1103,  1104 ; 

(105)  1032,  1372,  1373 
Cannibalism,  Alleged  (Ireland),  (»06)  930, 1082 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,   Transportation  to  the. 

Address  moved,  0")  1398,  1399 
Ceylon,  Address  m6ved,  O'W^  IO8I,  1098, 1099, 

1100 
Charter,  The  People's,  Oos)  128I,  1293,  1302 
Cholera— State  of  London,  O07)  25I 
Church  Rates,  C»os)  572 
Clarendon,  Earl  of,  his  Letter,  CiOJ)  226 
Colleges  (Ireland),  Ooi)  1202 
Colonial  Administration,  Comm.    moved  for, 

(104)  323 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  (*">  996 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave,  (^oo)  954 
Colonial  System — Ceylon  and  British  Guiana 
Colonies,  Condition  of  the,  Comm.  moved  tor, 

(io«)  1018,  1038  ;  (»04)  288,  290 
Coinpound  Householders,  2R.  OOT)  990 
Conference  with  the  Irish  Members,  ('•*)  460, 

461,  462 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  Duchies  of,  Instruc- 

'tion  to  Conmi.  (*o«)  667  ;  Comm.  moved  for, 

1150 
Count  Out,  The,  (io«)766 
Diplomatic  Mediations,  (>04)  467 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (io«)  433, 

608;Rep.838,  839,  844 
Eastern  Counties  Railway  Report,  (*oi)id94 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  (^os)  ^86 
Ecclesiastical  Reform,  (»o«)  304 
English  Workmen  in  France,  (io«)  1211 
Famine  (Ireland)  (>06)  989 
Financial  Statement,  (^0*)  977,  978 
Guiana,  British,  C»04)  145.  (los)  133,  184 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Lesre, 

(J0«)  359,  457 ;  2R.  543, 544,  553,  565 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Oor)  987 
Hungary,  "War  in,  (lOO)  1398 ; — Russian  Inva- 
sion of,  <»«^  791 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  (*•*>  967 ;  Com. 

cl.  1,(»06)764 
In&nt  Paupers  Asylum  at  Tooting,  (^oi)  X54 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Recom.  (>«)  1456 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  Cios) 

109 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  (^04) 

212 
Land,  Burdens  on — Local  Taxation,  0«)  829 
Land  Improvement,  Ac,  (Ireland),  Com.  006> 

404;c/.  1,419 
Lighthouses,  Address  moved,  (*07)  1077 
Marriage  (Scothmd),  SR.  (107)45 
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RnssBLL,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J. — eonL 
Marriages,  2R.  OW)  1291 ;  (»«)  324 
Medical  Officers  in  the   Army,  dec,   Amend. 

(108)642 
MisoeUaneons  Estimates,  Oo&)llll,  1112,  1114, 

1116 
Naples  and  Sicily,  Affiurs  of,  0«)  374  ;— The 

Bombay  St««iiier,  OW)  935 ;  (los)  533,  329, 

663 
National  Representation,  Leave,  ^^^^  1211 
Naval  Expenditure,  C^^)  57^  53 
Navigation  Laws.  0W>  681 
Navigation,  IR.  dW)  760  ;  2R.  Cios)  533;  Rep. 

1308  ;  3R.  004)  682,  702 
Navy  Estimates,  Oo«)  770  ;  003)921 ;  004)539 
O'Brien,  WilUam  Smith,  005)391^  531^  667,  669 
Ordnance  Estimates,  007)262,  268,  264,  269, 

273,  274,  277,  279,  286,  469,  516,  620,  628, 

553 
Parishes,  Divisions  of  Populous,  Address  moved, 

Oos)  23,  46 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  (»<>*>  868 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  Leave,  Amend.  O06) 

863 
Parliamentary     Oaths,     Oomm.     moved    for, 

O0«)906,  929,  930,  932,   936,   1190,   1193, 

1194 
Parliamentary  Oaths,   2R,    doi)  1436,    1437; 

Com.  OO6)  433^  436  ;  cL  1,  438,  441,  462,  468, 

460,  462, 671 ;  c/.  6,  680  ;  3R.  1427 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Address 

moved,  Cioo)  699 
Poor  Law  Board,  (»«)  963 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  <*o>) 

499;  (»«)  48,  71,  98,  99,  122,  166,  178,  229, 

232,  311,  317 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)--Rate  in  Aid,  2R.   O^) 

211,  277  :  Com.  467,  470,  481,  483, 622, 526, 

628,  631,    641,  664,  693,  696,  933 ;  cl.    1, 

937;    Proviso,  943,  944;  cl.  2,  948;  Rep. 

967  :  3R.  980,  1000 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Leave,  Oo*}  860, 867, 878, 

891  ;  2R.  006)539,  602;  Com.  1314  ;  cl  1, 

1321,  1322,  1326,  1327  ;  <'<»>863,  864,  868, 

926,  927,  928,  936 ;  cl.  12,  1104,  1105  ;  add. 

cl.  1100,  1252, 1265,  1258,  1348, 1360, 1395  ; 

Lords'  Amends.  007)  i039,  1040, 1064,  1058, 

1063  ;  d.  10, 1066  ;  cl.  22,  1067  ;  d.  27,  ib  ; 

d.  30, 1068 
Public  Business,  004)  143,  150,  151,  152,  858, 

869,  860  ;  0<»)  390  ;  (i«)  1136,  1139,  1140, 

1141,1362,  1354 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  (»«)  760  ;  0«)  168,  262  ;— 

Vote  of  Thanks,  O^)  753,  754 
Queen,  Outrage  upon  the,  (^06)  ^59 
Roman   Catholic   Prelates,   Rank  of.  Address 

moved.  (»<»)  444,  446,  447 
Rome,  Works  of  Art  at,  OOi)  61  ;— French  In- 
tervention at,  (»o*)  1368  ;  O06)  333 
Salaries  and  Pensions,  Returns  moved  for,  OOS) 

1332  ;--Reduction  of  Public,  C107)  413,  433, 

450 
Sattara,  Rajahship  of,  (»<>«  162 
Seceding  Clergymen,  <»oa)  499 
Sessional  Orders,  Oo«)229;  Res.  13,  247,  248, 

250 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  3R.  Oo^)  1037 
Smithfield  Market,  Comm.  moved  for,  CJ04)  ^36, 

377 ;  Address  moved,  OOT)  514 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  C*<*^ 

1232,  1472 
Supply,  O04)  155  .  —  Consular  Establishments, 

160  ;  Property  of  the  late  John  Turner,  966  ; 


RussBLL,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J. — eonJt, 
—Report,  C106)  1122  ;~Canada,  <i«)  226, 230, 
276,  278,  279,  367.  368  ;--British  Museum, 
(107)  344 ;— CoUeges  (Ireland),  366,  366,  367, 
359,  360 
Taxation,  007)591 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  Oos) 
389,  394,  446;  Qom.  cl.  1,  798;  That  the 
Bill  do  pass,  830 

Vancouver's  Island — Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
002)  303 

Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address  moved,  O07)  26 1 
Vernon  Gallery,  The,  OW)  395 
Vice>Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  2R.  Oo«) 

1202 
Woods  and  Forests,  Comm.  moved   for,  <>•*> 

221,  768 

Russia  and  Austria, 

I.  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  OO6)  472 

Russian  Intervention, 
c.  Question  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  0«)98;  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  C>o*)  148,  468 

RuTHERFUKD,  Right  Hon.  A.,  see  Advo- 
cate, The  Lord 

Ryland,  Mr,,  Case  of, 
I.  Petition  (Duke  of  Argyll),  (»06)  1266 

Sadleir,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow^  Bo. 
Attachment — Courts  of  Record  (Ireland),  2R. 

(104)  296 
Estates,  Leasing  (Ireland),  Leave,  O04)  921  . 

Com.  cl.  9,  <1W)  324,  326 
Habeas    Corpus    Suspension    (Ireland),    2R. 

Amend.  OW)  500 
Incumbered   Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  006)347. 

Com.  cl.  1,  769;  cl  16,  770,  771;   cl.  38, 

776  ;  d.  39,  t6.  ;  cl.  40,  776  ;  3R.  1098 
Judgments  (Ireland),  2R.  (W)  330 
Landed  Property,    Sale  of   (Ireland),  Comm. 

moved  for,  O04)  332,  393 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  3R.  Oos)  1393 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Oo*) 

292,  295,  463 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  <^®*> 

631,  540,  641  ;  cl.  1,  940 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  cl.  (»«)1347, 

1393 ;  Lords'  Amends,  d.  10,  O07)  1066 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of. 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  0<i^)  1090 

St.  George,  Mr.  C,  Qalway  Co. 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.,  moved  for,  Oo») 
299  ;  C103)  310 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of 

Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill.  Oos)  534 

Coal  Mines,  Ventilation  in,  <J06)  1328,  1334;— 

Accidents  in,  Comm.  moved  for,  OO6)  3g4 
Highways,  Management  of,  <*oi)  437 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  OOS)  1941 
Lightning  Conductors,  O06)  258 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  10,  Oos)  995 
Poor   Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  O06) 

301 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  O07)  335  ;  d. 

16,  396 ;  Commons'  Amends.  1126 
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St,    JohriSj  Newfoundland^    Rebuilding 
Bill 
I  1R.»0W)461  ;  2R»599;  Rep.*  707 ;  3R» 

850 
c.  IR.*  <>w>  1258 ;  2R.»  1392  ;  Rep.»  OW  323 ; 

8R  .•  387 
I,  Royal  Assent,  006)875 

St,  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes  and  Eas- 
ter Offerings  BUI, 
e.  IR .•  Ciw>  755  ;  2R.  1318 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B. 
Osborne),  1319,  [0,  q.  A,  70,  N.  89,  M.  19] 
1323 

St.  Peter's  Savings  Bank  (Dublin)  Failure 

of. 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  0<»>  96  ;  (Mr.  H. 
Herbert),  750 

St.  Vincent,  Earl 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  0«^  1108 

Salaries, 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Mr.  Hume),  C>W)  1331 ; 
Motion  postponed,  1333  ; — Reduction  of  Pub- 
lic, Motion  (Mr.  Henley),  (W)  408,    [0.  a, 
A.  149,  N.  102,  M.  47]  452 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Aflarmation,  2R.  0«)  726 
Birmingham    Borough   Exemption,  dEO.»  2R. 

a«)  871,  872 
Highway  Rates  and  Turnpike  Trusts,  Returns 

moved  for,  0«>1181 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  Ci^)  743 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),   Com. 

(105)  1084 
Petty  Sessions,  2R,  Amend.  C^W  1364,  1866 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  16,  oon  397 
Reporting  the  Debates,  Comm.  moved  for,  (>»> 

191 
Stockport,  Magistracy  of,  <>•*)  19 
Woods  and  Forests,  ««>  1 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 
Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  <>W  298 
Episcopalians,  Scotch,  C»»)  793,  794,  800 

Salwey,  Colonel  H.  B.,  Ludlow 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  2R.  Cio7)  137 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Amend.  Adj.  t»W 
1030,  1063 

Sandars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakefield 
Budget,  The,  dW  780,  782 
Danish  Blockade,  <»<»>  1038 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  19,  0«>  1296,  1807 
Schleswig-Holstein,  0«)  636,  870 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  ^"^^  202 
Ways  and  Means,  <»^)  756 

Sattara,  Eajahship  of 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ikime),  ^IW  152  ;  Correspon- 
dence moved  for  (Mr.  Hume),   301,   1186, 
1329;--rA<j    Territory  of  (Motion    (Mr. 
Hume),  007)  1149 

Saunders,  Mr. — Railway  Accounts, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  ^^>  1247 

VOL.CVII.    {£S} 


Savings  Banks  {Ireland), 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Reynolds),  Oo*)  22 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  H.  Herbert),  29,  [A.  49,  N.  42, 
M.  7]  52  ;  [m.  q.  A.  51,  N.  48,  M.  3]  t6. ; 
Nomination  of  Members,  957 ;  That  Mr. 
Napier  be  appointed,  [A.  74,  N.  Ill,  M.  87] 
964,  1289;  That  Mr.  Grogan  be  appointed, 
[A.  81,  N.  125,  M.  42]  1M4  ;  That  Mr.  G. 
A.  Hamilton  be  appointed,  [A.  61,  N.  120, 
M.  59]  1246 

Schleswig-Holstein  and  Denmark, 
I  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  0«*)  1149 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  §andars),  0«)  636,  870  ; 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  (><»>  388  ;  (Mr.  G.  Sandars), 
1038  ;_  2^  Mslmd   DenxUch,  Question 
(Mr.  Hume),  OW)  457 

ScHOLEFiELD,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham 
Birmingham  Borough  Exemptions,  2R.  C>«)  954 
Navigation,  2R.  0«)625 

Schools,  Sites  for,  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  OM)  1028;    2R.»   1368;    Rep.»  C108) 

384  ;  3R.*  922 
/.  IR.*  O06)  1030  ;  2R.»  1234 ;  Com.  O07)  211  . 

8R.»  362  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Scotland, 
Caledonian  Railway  Company,  I.  Petition  (Lord 

Monteagle),  CIW1084 
Episcopalians,  I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham), 
C106)  782 

Free  Church,  I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadal- 

bane).  Ciw)  1343 
Mails,  Transmission  of,  c,  Comm.  moved  for 

(Mr.  Ker),  0«)  1310^  [a.  37,  N.  44,  M.  7] 

1311 
Post  Office  Communications  witJi  Ireland,  I, 

Comm.  moved  for  (Marquess  of  Londonderry )» 

(i«)  803  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  821 
Universities,  I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadal- 

bane),  C»W  1343 

Births,  Registering  of,  see  Births,  Registering 

of  (Scotland)  BiU 
Lunatics,  see  Lunatics  {Scotland)  Bill 
Marriage,  see  Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill 
Police,  see  Police  of  Towns  (Scotland)  BiU 
Public  Health,  see  Public  Health  (Scotland) 

Bill 
Pupils*  Protection,  see  Pupils*  Protection  (Scot' 

land  Bill 
Registering  of  Births,  see  Registering  of  Births 

(Scotland)  Bill 
Small  Debts,  see  Small  Debt  CourU  (SeoUand) 

BiU 
Titles  of  Religious  Congregations,  see  Titles  of 

Religious  (fongregations  {Scotland)  Bill 
Turnpike  Trusts,  see  Turnpike  Trusts  {Scot- 
land} Accounts  of,  BiU 

Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Bertoickshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*^  189 
Australia,  Steam  Communication  with,  ^'^^'>  325 
Cape  of  Good   Hope,  Transportation  to  the» 

Address  moved,  W)  1397,  1399 
Civil  Service,  <i«>  1062, 1067, 1072,1073, 1074, 

1076 
Colonial  Administration,  Comm.  moved  for,  (i^> 

313,328,349,350,375 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  C^**)  995 

3A 
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Scott,  Hon.  P. — conUtmgd, 
Colonial  System — Ceyloo  aod  Britiah  GuiMia, 

Coram,  moved  for,  Ci<*>  1010 
Emigration,  <»«)759,  872,  874  ;— -to  Aurtralia, 

Ci»)  1123, 1124 
Und,  Grants  of  (New  South  WiOes),  Com.  <io») 

862 
Navigation,  CflPL  d,  14,  0«)12S2,  1284;   d, 

16. 1244 
Public  Health  (Scotland),  Com.  Ci(»)i078 
Sunday  Travellm|;  on  Railways,  2R.  Cio4)847 

ScROPE,  Mr.  G,  P.,  Stroud 
Business  of  the  House,  C1M)860 
Cannibalism,  Alleged  (Ireland),  CMS)  979 
Convict  System—Transportation,  OW)  423 
Distress   (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for.   Amend. 

0<»)386,  410,  690;   Kep.  Amend.  786,  793, 

839 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  (1^)307  ;  (106)842 
Kilrush  Evictions,  OO6)  i^ae 
Labour  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Leave,  Cio4) 

282.  284  ;  2R.  CW)  155  ;  Com.  169,  171 
J^andlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.l,0»>  1449 
OflFences  (Ireland),  2R.  l»«>  1372 
Outdoor  Paupers,  Com.  0«)  1382 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  <1W  666 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  <*W  360 
Poor  Laws  (IreUnd)^Rate  in  Aid,  2a.  <>«> 

1341  ;  Com.  Proviso,  0««)e44;  3R.  984 
Poor   Relief  (IreUnd),  Leave,  004)974;    jr., 

C»o»)591;    Com.   cl.    1,   006)359,   860,  861, 

932,  1049,  1060;  d  2,  1068;  d.  3,  1087; 

d.  12,  1104 ;  add.  d,  1264, 1846,  1349  ;  3R. 

add,  d,  O07)  61,  84 ;  Lords'  Amends.  1063 
Spiithampton  Small  Tenements  94iting,  9H.  ^os) 

869 
Yiee-GnardiaiM  of  Unions  (Ir^Und),  Rep.  0<») 

1374,  1376 

i5€OTXY,  Mr.  P.,  Tipperary 

Army  Estimates,  00*5 1012 

Castlewellan,  Outrages  at,  <W)  1009,  1012 

Cattle  and  Shecpstcali^g  (Ireland),  9R.  <^^^ 

1116  * 

Emigration  firom  Ireland,  Address  moved,  O^) 

620,  631 
Habeas   Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

Amend.  <»o»)867 
Kilrush  Evictions,  doo)  1294 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for.  <*•■> 

636  ;  008)201 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  O®*^ 

668  ;  Proviso,  946 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  ««>  932 ;  add, 

ci:  1347;  3R.  orfrf.  ct  007)  79 
Privilege,  Breach  of— Reporting  the  Debates, 

OW)1056 
Small  Debts  (Ireland),  2R.  O«)i070 
Tooraevara  Evictions.  The,  0»)  1036.  1087 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  Oos) 

437 

JSeoidifig  Clergymen^ 
fi,  QuQstiop  (Mr.  Granger),  *^^  199 

Sfkct  VeKtries  Bill, 
/.  lR,*Oot)i 

Bblkirk,  Earl  of 

Administration  of  J«istic«(VaBOoaf)er*«  Island). 


Seqveitrators  Remedisi  Bill, 

c,  1R.»  0«)  1066 ;  2R.»  1442  ;  Rep.»  «•*)  288 ; 

SR.  lliD2 
I  IR.*  004)  1139  .   2R.»  Oos)  1030  ;  Rep,»  OOT) 

288 ;  3R.*  664 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Sessional  Orders, 
c.  Oo»  229  ;  Res.  1,  233  ;  Res.  2,  237 ;  Res.  3. 
238;  Res.  4,  241;  Res.  6,  t6.;  Ree.  6,7, 
8,  9,  242  ;  Res.  10, 11,  12,13,  246;  Amend. 
(Rt.  Hon.  T.  M,  Gibson),  2^,  [A.  62,  N. 
96,  M.  34]  267 

Settlement,  Law  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  J,  Pakington),  Oos)  358 

Severn  Navigation,  dsc.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  oot)  49«  .   2R.  <!•*) 618  ;  Ameni.  (Hon. 
Captoin  Berkeley),  619,  [o.  q.  A.  187,  M.  171, 
M.  34]  621 

Sewers  Acts  Amendmeni  BiU, 
I,  1R.»  004)  1139 .   2R,»  OOS)  631 ;  Rop.»  779  ; 
3R.»  968 

Sewers  Acts  Amendment  {No.  2)  Bittf 
c.  lR.»O06)xi66;  2R.»O06)i73.  Rep*  1043; 

8R.»  1133 
/.  IR.*  006)  1234  ;   2R.»  0«9468  ;   Rep.»  554; 

3R.*  616 ;  Royal  Assent,  I07.I 

Sewers,  MetropoliUm, 
€.  1R.<>  (>o«897  ;  2R.»  «84  j  Ref.*  889  :  8R .• 

977 
/.  1R.»OC7)960 ;  2R.»1016;  Rep.t  1071 1  «R.» 
1101;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Setmer,  Mr.  n.  E.,  Dorsetshire 

Land,  BurdeM  on— Loeal  Taxation,  0^  W 
Marriages,  2R.PM)  1192 

^Tenanto  at  Raok  Rent  Reliof,  Com.  (>•«> j^l^ 

Sheepstealers  (Ireland)  BUlf 
c.   IR.*  006)323;    2^.^1093;    Eep,*  IIM; 

3R  .•  1368 
L   1R.»  006)1.  2R.»376;   IUp.»  639;  dR.^ 

709  ;  Royal  Assent,  869 

Sheil,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  L.,  Dungarvom 
Civil  Contingencies,  Oos)  ^020 
Ireland,  Sute  of.  Address  moved,  007)878 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Cons.  eL  I,  OW)  145# 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  mof«d  lor,  <'W 

1197 
Parliamentary  Oaths.  3R.  0«)  1406 
Poor  KeUef  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  1,  0«^fm 

SheriJI^s,  Election  of, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  O07)b|7 

Shore,  Rev.  Mr.,  Case  of, 
c.  Observations  (Hoa.  £,  P^  3o|i¥eriel  ^^ 
1072 

Shrewsbury,  £«rl  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  3R.  O0D897 

Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland  Bill^ 
L  IR.  O06)  1242  ;  2R.»  1342  ;  3R.*  OOf)  i 
c.  lR.*oo7)  101 ;  2R.*t6.:  3R.»a. 
L  Royid  ArneBt,  268 
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SiBTHORP,  Colond  C.  F.  W.,  Lincoln 
Addren  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <^^  149,  191 
Array  Estinwtes,  Oos)  io28  i  <*»)  1005 
Bkhop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of,  (iw)  154 
Bribery  at   Eleetions,  Leate,  (io»MOr    2R. 

1060,  105d;    Cotn.CMB)»32;    Amend.  283, 

462  i  O«4)808,  811  ?  CW 17S,  174.  175 
Cattle  and  ^heepitealin^  (Ireland),  2R.  ^^^ 

1118 
GMl  CoMingeMle^  ti«>l(li7,  10^8 
DistreBs  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  (10D621; 

Rep.  839 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  Conmi.  moved  for, 

(105)  247,  248.  249.  260 
Expenditure,  PubUe^  Comm.  moved  for,  C^^^ 

221,  2af0,  237 
Famine  (IreUnd),  aM)983 
Financial  Bleform,  C^  1293 
Infant  Pauper  Asylum  at  Tooting,  ^*>  I5i 
Inland  Revenue,  Com.  OW^gg 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.   Amen<f.  008^688; 

Com.  1071.  1072,  1447;  d,  1,  1448,  14«3; 

add,  cl,  CiW  778  ;  8R.  Amend.  (W)  967 
.    :toivy   Estimates,  008)944,   ]026>    O«3'l0i2; 

AmeAd.O0»J990,  99d 
Parliamentary  Oaths^  Com.  eL  6,  0^)681 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  ^  (!<*)  241 

Sicily t  Affairs  of, 
I  Question  (Lord  StanldyJ,  <W28^;  <i^)461 ; 
(Loi-d  Beaumont),  921 

d.  Question  (Mr.  Urqnhart),  OW648  i-^Supply 
of  Arms  to,  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  1324; 
(Mr.  trqfuhart),  (»«>96,  168,  8»8  ;  Returns 
moved  for  (Mr.  Bankes),  856,  [A.  39,  N. 
124,  M.  851  380  ;  Qnestion  (Mr.  Bankes), 
O^^  »S5  ;— 'The  Bombay  SteafMr,  Q}ieti\oa 
(Mr.  Disraeli).  933 ;  (Mr.  Urqnhart),  CW) 
827  ;  (Mr.  Bankes),  668 

Sidney,  Mr.  Aid.  T.,  Stafford 
Affirmation,  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  CioO)  i252 
Civil  Service,  i»»>  1048, 1055 
Convict  System— Transportation,  ^^^^  423 
Leasehold  Tenures  of.  Land   (Ireland),   Com. 

add.  ci.  007)894 
Poor,  Indigent^  Maintenance  o^  the,   Comm. 

nwvedfor,  Ci06>661 
Prison  IMscipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  O08)  1007 
Bmithfield  Market,  Comm.  moved  for,  <»»*)  877, 

d50  ;  Address  moved,  (^^>  4»7,  508 

Sigriafures  to  Petitions, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Thomely),  <>o»)  193 

Silver  Coinage  Bill, 

e.  1R.»  C106)  1028  ;  2R.»1155;  Rep.*  1236  ; 
3R.*  1368 

I.  IR.*  <»W  1  ;  2R.*  1863;  Rep.»  CW>1 ;  3R.» 
89;  Royal  Assent,  288 

Simeon,  Mr.  J*,  hU  of  Wight 
Ascension  Day.  ("»)  571 
CivU  Service,  oos)  1051 

Slanet,  Mr.  R.  A,,  Shreioshurp 
Business  of  the  Honse,  <>««)  859,  860 
Civil  Service,  ooo)  1041,  1047,  1065 
Count  Out,  The,  <»»>  598 
County  Rates,  Ac.,  2R.  0«>  145 
Kjtniib  £viotk>A8,  <i»)  1293 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Irelaad),  Otai^^  0«»)  1 60 


m£Sl9T,  Mr.  R.  A,^-t(mHnued. 
Labouring  Poor.  Comm.  inov^  for,  <>«>  1645 
Parks,  Public,  O05*  1009 
Poor,  Indigetft,  Maintenance  df  the,  Geihm. 

moted  fbr,  C^o*  67^ 
Public  Roads,  Leave,  O0«)  665 
ileal  Pf<>perty  Transfer,  2R.  ««*>  34* 
Severn  Navigation,  Ac.,  2R,  004)  621 
State  of  the  Natictr,  Cmntf.  moPved  fof,  <^*> 

1232,  1398 
Working  Class^,  l!h«,  ()<Mim.  tatmd  fo^,  <>*> 

871 

Slave  Tfad^i  The, 
I,  Comm.  raoTcfd  faf  (BiAsfl^  «f  0±fi$rd)^,  Ooi) 

I0Y8 

Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  007)  884  J  2ft.»  88/;  &ep.  950$  8II1 

1030 
/.  1R.»   oon  1016;  2R.»  1071 ;  8R.*  1101  ; 

Royal  Asseftt^  1156 

Small  Debts  Att  Amendmeni  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  O06)  1004 ;  2R.*  1082  ;  Rep.»  1390 ; 
Com.  cl  1,  007)  403 ;  W.  8,  404 ;  d  % 
Amend.  (Mr.  Fitzr^y),  405.  [A.  34,  N.  67, 
M.  28]  408  ;  d.  20,  467  ;  Amentf.  (LMnf  D. 
Stuart),  468„  fo.  q.  A.  5ti,  1^.  Sf,  M.  501  ^2; 
Rept.»  ib, ;  3R.*  564 

/.  IR.*  007)554  ;  2R.»  817;  R«p.*  «fS  I  >tt.» 
949  ;  Royal  Assent,  ll56 

Small  Debts  Act  Amendmeni  {Comp^nid^ 
iiori), 

d.  Comm.  moved  for  (Attorney  Gen/ettl),  <^^ 
398 

Small  Debts  Act  Amendm§ni  {ScoUand) 
BiU, 
I  IR.*  ao»>  255  ;  ^R.*  63l;  Itep.*  683  ?  3ll.» 

779  . 

c.  IR.*  CM*)  18dd  ;  2ft.*  0(JO)  178  ^  8l4>  922 
/.  floyal  Assent,  ^^^  288 

Small  Debts  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c,  1R.»  «W  686  ;  2R.  1066,  [A.  29*  N.  31,  M. 
2]  1070 

Small  Tenements  Bating  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  CW)  1078 

Smith,  flight  Hod.  R.  Y.,  N4>rtUmfi<m 
Army  Estimates,  CJ«J  1003 
Australian  Colonies,  Leave,  (^^>  1138 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  0«)  81 1 ;   di,  i. 

Amend.  812,  822  ;  OOO)  174^  175  .  ^.  f^  1247 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  RetoiUsi  mov%d  finv  ^*> 

1031 
Cattle  and  BheepstMfin^  (inlaiki),  2iL  «>•«> 

1117 
Ceylon,  AdMss  tacft^r  (m»>  tOSa 
Civil  Service,  Cito)  1064,  1066 
Colonial  Possessions,  Leave^  Cioi)  96I 
Count  Out,  Th*,  OiS)  n^ 
County  Rates,  Ad.y  l/R.  «*•>  I8f 
Insolvent  Members,  Reeom*  <^^  U5$ 
Kaffir  Wai',  <«»  647 
Land  Improvement  and  DrK&aga   (Inknd), 

Com.  C"W  1277  ;  c/.  1,  om^ 
Marriages,  2R  Cis«)  12»1 
Miscellaneoiitf  B«iimMs»  0^^  1118^  m$,  li21 
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Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V. — eoniUmted. 
Navy  Estimatea,  C»W  770 
Ordnance  Estimates,  ^^^>  274,  518,  545 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Comm.  Amend.  (*<*>  1188 ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  O06)  437^  459^  571 .  cl.  6, 

679 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Oo«) 

456 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  C"*) 

471 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  2R.  O«)601  ;  Com.c/.  1, 

1325  ;  Lords'  Amends.  (W>  1053 
PubUe  Roads,  2R.  (»W)  1358 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  CioT)  424 
Sessional  Orders,  Res.  9,  "W  242 
Supply  —  Report,   0«)  1121,    1123,   1424;  — 

Canada,  C»«)  277,  312 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Chichester 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of.  Address  moved, 

0«)  1059 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia.  OW)  ngg 
Palace  Court.  Com.  0«>  10ft3 
Savings  Banks  Committee,  <>o^>  961 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stirling 
Accounts,  Public.  Ciw)  499 
Civil  Service,  O06)  io61,  1064 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  0»>  1112,  1116 
Navy  Estimates,  OW)  770  ;  CHM)  io23 
Ordnance  Estimates,  C'o^)  274,  538 

Smithfield  Market^ 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.Mackinnon),  ^*®*^  376, 
849,  965;   005)175.    Address  moved  (Mr. 
Mackinnon),  Ci<^  492  ;    Motion  withdrawn, 
514 

Smoke  Prohibition  Bill, 
I  1R.»  (»w)  531  ;  2R.*  707  ;  Rep.*  850  ;  SR.* 

921 
c.  IR.*  C»w)  1 162  ;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Willyams), 

(»M)  1360,  [0.  q.  A.  72,  N.  37,  M.  35]  1263  ; 

Com.  O07)  193  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck),  194, 

[0.  q.  A.  83,  N.  64,  M.  19]  203  ;  d.l.ib. 

Smythe,  Hon.  G.  A.  F.,  Canterbury 
Plate,  River,  Affairs  of,  Cios)  732 

Soap  Duty  Allowances  Bill, 
c.  1 R  *  ('«>  173  ;  2R .•  384  ;   3R.»  922 
/.  IR.*  006)1030;  2R.*   1342;    Rep. •  1364 ; 
3R.  <W7)  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  288 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Romillj), 
Devonport 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent   Members,    2R.   O06) 

1024 
Estates   Leasing  (Ireland).  Leave,  CMm)  920  ; 

Com.  cl.  9,  O07)  324,  325 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Com.  C»w) 

576 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave.  O04)  892, 

905,  919  ;    2R.  Ciw)  344,  357  ;   Com.  cl  6, 

769  ;  c/.  10,  770  ;  d.  16,  771;  ci.  19,  772  ; 

cl.  37,  773  ;  cl.SS,  774,  775  ;  cl.  39,  ib.;  cl 

40,  776  ;  cl  43. 16.,  777;  3R.  1105  ;  Lords' 

Amends.  (W)  664 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  cl  3,  Cios)  1076,  1077, 

1079, 1081  ;  Recom.  1464   1456 
Judgments  (Ireland),  2R.  CW)  325 


SouciTOB  General — eantinuad. 
Landed   Propertf,   Sale  of  (Ireland),   Comm. 

moved  for,  a«*>397 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  Com.  CiW 

889  ;  cl  1,  891,  893,  894 
Leases,  DefecU  in,  2R.  cws)  361 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl  1,  ^**>  44 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  0«>  330 
Small  DebU  (Ireland),  2R.  0«)  1069 
Transfer  of  Real  Property,  Leave,  OW  659 

SoMERViLLE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  M.,  Drog- 
heda 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <**">  164 
Attachments,  Courts  of  Record  (Ireland),  Rep. 

(»M>  365 
Berwick,  Mr.— Offences  (Ireland)  BUI,  Ci«)  255 
Births,  Ac.,  Registration  of  (Ireland),  OOi)  374 
Castlewellan,    Outrages    at.     Correspondence 

moved  for,  CioT)  6O8,  609 
Cattle  and  SheepBtealing( Ireland),  2R.(>^  1117 
Civil  Service,  <»»)  1054.  1055 
Crown  Prosecutions  (Ireland),  Leave,  OOO  noi 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^  416  ; 

Rep.  838 
Dublin  Consolidation,  Improvement,  Ac,  9R. 

001)643,  646,  1315,    1317;  ««' 631,   683, 

1367, 1370 
Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks,  2R.  CiW  99 
Education  (IreUnd),  Address  moved,  0«>  685 
Fisheries  (Ireland),   Comm.   moved   for,  (^*'> 

654 
Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  OW  669 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  3R.  ^^^ 

520  ;  Explanation,  558  ;  Rep.  742 
Indictable  Offences  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  17,  (^**> 

1444,  1445 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  O07)  gel 
Irish  Prosecutions,  O06)  153 
KUmsh  Evictions,  0<»>  1293 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend. 

0»)  158,  171 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  0W)1136,  114t 
Landed  Property,   Sale  of  (Ireland),   Comm. 

moved  for,  004)393 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  a«)  U47 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland).  0«)756 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  0<^)1117,  1110,  IISO 
Paupers  (Ireland),  CiM)326,  327 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C^**' 

276,  300  ;  Res.  448,  454,  436,  632 
Poor  Laws   (Ireland)--Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  (^**> 

1321 ;  Com.  Proviso,  O04)  945 
Poor    Relief  (IreUnd),    2R.  <io^>598;   Com. 

1300,1302;  d.  3,  0^)1085;  cM.  d,  1106, 

1253,  1344,  1346,  1348,  1349,   1S97:  SR. 

add.  cl  (»oy)  78,  79 
Protection  of  Justices  (Ireland),  3R.  ««)ii7e 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  ^.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  0«)  124 
SmaU  Debts  (Ireland),  2R.  dos)  1068,  1070 
Toomevara  Evictions,  The,  Ci05)  1037,  1285 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Ireland),  Com.  tiW 

1303 ;  Rep.  1376 

SoTHERON,  Mr.  T.  H.  S.,  Wiltshire,  N. 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  <»<>*>  302,  304, 807 ;  «•»> 

842 
Landlord  and  Tenants,  Com.  el  1,<»«)  1449 
Public  Roads,  2R.  <»w)  407 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  i^^^K^^i 

Com.  <»w)  308,  311 
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Southampton    Small    Tenements   Eating 
Bill, 
c,  IR.*  (»«>802  ;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Cockbnrn), 
868,  [o.  q,  A.  64,  N.  106,  M.  42]  871 

Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with, 
I.  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  OO^)  800 
c.  Question  (Mr.    Urquhart),  (W)383;   (Mr. 
Bankes),  004)  758;  6o5)  906  ;  (Viscount  Ma- 
hon).    O06)  1082;— Tart/,   Question  (Mr, 
Bankes),  C»w)  305 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre), 

Hampshire,  N. 
Aflftrmation,   Rep.   OW)  133  ;-_The  Title,  Cioa) 

1263,  1264,  1256 
Army    and    Ordnance    Expenditure,    Gomm. 

moved  for,  0«)  540 
Attachments — Courts  of  Record  (Ireland),  Rep. 

(105)  363 
Berwick,   Mr.  — Oflfenoes  (Ireland)  Bill,   Oos) 

254 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  ciw)232  ;  (iw)808 
Business  of  the  Session,  (*06)  177 
Canada,    Disturbances    in,    Cios)  563  ;  — Free 

Trade,  (i«)  608 
Ceylon,  Address  moved,  O^^)  1087,  1099 
Clarendon,  Earl  of,  his  Letter,  Ciw)226,  227, 

229 
Clergy  Relief,  Com.  Ci«)  1076 
Colonies,  The— Sugar  Duties,  <»«>  300 
Conference  with  the  Irish  Members,  (i®*>469, 

461,  462 
Count  Out,  The,  (»")  766  ;  0«>  696 
Derby  Day,  The,<i»5  843 
Divisions  on  the  Church  Rate  Question,  ^^^^ 

686 
Dublin  Consolidation  Improvement,  Ao,   2R. 

OM)643,  1314 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  Comm.  mo^ed  for, 

(»04)260 
Famine  (Ireland),  (»oft^989,  990 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Recom,  (*»>  1467 
International  Visit  to  France,  <»<»)  1098,  1100 
Land  Improvement,  Ac.  (Iwhind),  Com.  ('*> 

401 
Marriage  (Scotland),  Lords'  Amends.  (><^>3 
Mutiny,  2R.a«)  1193 
Navigation  Laws,  C^W  680 
Poor  Laws  (IreUind),  Comm.  moved  for,  <1W 

455 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  Com.  0<>*> 

933 
Poor   Relief  (Ireland),  Lords'   Amends.   Cio7) 

1040 
Private  Bills,  <»W)  1074 
Privilege,  Breach  of— Reporting  the  Debates, 

(iw)  1066 
Privilege  of  Members.  CiW)  1183 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  (»06)  i065 
Public  Roads,  2R.  O04)  403,  490 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  Acknowledgment  of  the 

Vote  ofThanks,(»o')  1160 
Railway   Casualty  Compensation,   Com.   Res. 

(103)  866 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  (106)  123 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of,  0°^  461 
Sessional  Orders,  (io«)  249,  250 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  ^^^^ 

389,  427.  431,  444,  445,  447 
Ways  and  Means,  (W>  784 


Spirits  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  0«)  9 ;  2R.»  165  ;  3R.»  637 
/.  IR.*  (108)747;  2R.»  (iw)227;  Rep.»  467; 
SR."^  699 ;  Royal  Assent,  do^)  266 

Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Wartoickshire,  N, 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  3R.  ^^^  1001 ; 

Schedule,  1004 
Birmingham  Borough  Exemption,  2R.  do^)  956 

Civil  Service,  do*)  1049,  1066 
Clergy  ReUef,  2R.  (i«)698;   Com.  do*)  1122, 

1123  ;c/.  6,  1137 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  doo)  146 
Expenditure,   Public,   Comm.  moved  for,  (*•> 

216,  224 
Famine  (Ireland),  d06)989 
Navy  Estimates,  doo)  994 
Newcastle  Railways,  Lords'  Amends.  (^^)  1146 
Ordnance  Estimates,  d07)  273.  276 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  do*)  1419 ;  Com,  cL 

1,  Amend,  doo)  460  ;  d.  6, 680  ;  3R.  1402 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

moved  for,  doo)  673 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland) — Rate  in  Aid,  Comm.  d«) 

317 
Poor  Relief  (IrelMid),  Com.  d06)866;  Lords' 

Amends.  d07)  1063 
Protection   of  Women,   2R.   d«)  1024,   1026, 

1027,  1028,  1066;  3R.  don953;  That  the 

Bill  do  pass,  964 
Public   Roads,   Leave,  do«)  666;    2R.  1866; 

(10*)  435 
Salaries,  Public,  Reduction  of.  d®')  443 
Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Rank  of.   Address 

moved,  do*)  444 
Small  Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  cl  9,  dOT) 

407 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  d07)  20O 
Southampton   Small   Tenements    Rating,  2R. 

(108)871 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  do^) 

1480 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  (*®*)  167 ; 

6o7)  347;--Publio  Works  (Ireland) —May- 

nooth  College,  Amend  d06)  1043  ;— Colleges 

(IreUnd).  d07)  354,  859 
Taxation,  ("'^599 

Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  d^  810 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  d<»)  3R. 

823 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.,  Northampton- 

shire,  K, 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Amend.  Adj. 

(io«)  149,  164 
Baking  Trade,  Leave,  don  487 
Budget,  The,  d«)  774 
Business  of  the  House,  d«)  1294 
Cattle  and  Sheepstealing  (Ireland),  2R.  0»t> 

1118 
Clergy  Relief;  2R.  do»)698 ;  Com.  1075 
Distress  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  do«)  411 ; 

Amend.  598;  —  Inaccurate  Returns,  1186, 

1187,1210 
Distressed  Unions  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

(107)  76 

Franchise  (IreUnd),  Leave,  d«>  670 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  (106)344 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  d.  3,  dW  1082 
Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  d^  869 
Kilrush  Evictions,  d<^)  1289 
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Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0. — eonUnued. 
Labour,  Employment  of  (Ireland),  LeaTO,  (^^> 

282  ;  Com.  C>»^  164 
Land  Improvement   ftnd  Draiiiage  (Ireland), 

Com.  C104)  1285 
Landk)rd  and  Tenant,  Com.  <^^^  1448 
Liverpool  Financial  Reform  Association,  ^^^^ 

1104 
Offences  (Ireland),  2R.  Cio»)  136& 
Paupers  (Ireland),  <»«»)  826 
Toor  Laws  ( Ireland  ^  Comm.  moved  fot,  0"> 

288;  owns,  115,318 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  CW) 

1354,  1356,  1363 ;  Com.  OW)585 ;  c/.  1,  938, 

941  ;  cL  2,  947,  951 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Leave,  CM)4>866f  2R. 

OW  630  ;    Com.  d.  1,  1321,  1323  ;  om  83l  ; 

Amend.  927,  930,  1044  ;  d.  2,  Amotid.  1563, 

1057  re/.  3,  Proviso,  1084;  d,  12,  llOS, 

1105  ;  add.  d,  1109, 1253, 1256, 1349  ;  3R. 

add.d,  007)79 ;  That  the  BiU  do  pass,  86 ; 

Lords'  Amends,  d.  10,  1066 
Savings  Banks  (Ireland),  Ow>  1241 
Smithfield    Market,  (><»>  17^,   177:    Address 

moved.  OW)  507 
Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways,  Leave,  ^^^^  286 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unioiia  (Ireland),  Rep.  OW) 

1374 

Stamp,  &c,,  Attowanees  Bill, 
c.  !&.•  O07)  101 ;  2R.»  397  ;  Rep.*  5^4  i  8R.» 

786 
/.  IR.*  ovr)  817  ;  2R.*  1016  ;   Rop.«^  1071 ; 
3R.*  1101 ;  Royal  Assent,  1156 

Btanhope,  Earl 
Agricultural  Distress,  0«>  163 

Stanley,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ameild.  <*W 

87.  60.  72 
Australian  Colonies,  oos)  1124,  1127;  <^^^  463, 

465 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  Amend.  C^W  1111, 

1113 
Business  of  the  House,  Returnd  mOTed  for,  <^^^ 

221 
Canada,  Disturbances  in,  Oob)  4^7,  468 
•    Canada  RebeUion  Losses  Bill,  004)  1350  i  dos) 

518,  631 
Convict  Establishments,  O")  1173 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  OW  851 
Education— National  Schools.  <»<»>  1079.  1080 
Emigration  Tax  in  the  British  Colonies,  ^*"> 

457 
Foreign  Affairs,  O07>  714.  71 6 
Incumbered  EsUtes  (Ireland).  Com.  (>•»>  1367 ; 

Rep.   C1061  711-     Commons'    Amends.   CW) 

961 
Italy,  War  in,  Papers  moved  for.  Cios)  nos 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  C*")  744 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Com. 

005)1082,  1083,  1278;   3R.  1282;  008)378 
National  School  Society,  <«»)  437 
Navigation,  2R.  CW)  83,  85,  96 ;  Com.  Amend. 
■       685,  637 ;  d.  1,  687 ;  Amend.  688,  711, 718, 

758,  894,  896  ;  3R.  O06)  21 
Nova  Scotia— Case  of  Mr.  Fairbanks,  OOS)  1257, 

1376.  1283, 1393 
Petty^  Seflsions,  SR.  0«)  13^5 
Paotage,2R.O«r)973 
Pdiah  Reftigeei,  ReCum  moved  for,  0<*>  951 


Stah LET,  LoTir^-^ntinued. 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Oos) 

468,  489,  1303,  1307 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  Oot)  $64,  376,377; 
c/.  16,  396,  397;    Rep.  d.  10,  832;   Com- 
mons' Amends.  1121,  1124,  1125 
Public  Busifiess,  Stete  of;  0«r>  880,  881 
Punjab,  War  in  the.  Vote  of  Thanks,  004}  71^ 
Queen,  Outrage  upon  the,  O0»)  684 
Railways  Abandonment,  3R.  oen  965, 960 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  OW  lOSfli,  1087 
SicUy,  Aflhirs  of,  0«)  235  ;  OO*)  451,  452.  922 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  fep,  ^*W  1999 
Stock  in  Trade,  2R.  007)834 
Stockport,  Magistracy  o(  ^^^^  4,  19 
transportation  to  the  Capo  of  Good  Hope,  <^<i» 

948 
Vice-Guardians  of  Unions  (Jwland),  2R.  ^"> 
162 

State  of  the  Nation, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Disraeli),  ^W'*ll41 ; 
Adj.  Debate,  1398,  ^A.  156,  N.  396,  K,  140] 

1497 

Steam  Navy,  TU, 
I.  Returns  moved  lor  (Earl  Tall>ot),  (>^  659, 
1109 

Steamboat  Casualties, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  CCoflttMH)!  0^>  859 

Stoth  in  Trade  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  005)1283;  2R.»  007)397;  Co*i.  472  : 

Amend.  (Sif  H.  Willoi^hby),,  475  ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  480  ;  Rep.*^481 ;  3R.»  5«4 
I  1R.»  O07)  554  ;    2R.  820  ?  Rop.*  878 }  4B^» 

949 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

SUkkport,  Magistracy  of, 
i.PWtion,  004^4 

Stradbroke,  Earl  of 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  d.  1,  ^^9^\ 

Strangers,  Presence  of  ^--Privilege, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  J.  CConnell),  Oos}fte3^  673; 
llfotion  (Ooi.  Thompson),  966 ;  Motiim  aeg. 
967  :  Motion  (Mr.  J.  O'CottHell),  1830 

StRiOKLAND,  Sir  Q.,  Prestoh 
Charter,  The  People's,  Oos)  1288 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Cooft.  O'o0  liSS 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  O0V135 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  C^04) 

1088 
Landlord  and  Tenant.  Com.  O08>  1072  *  tL  1, 

1448,1452;  c/.  5,006)577 
Public  Roads,  I^ave,(»oj)  666  ;  2R.  i$4tf 
Real  Property  Transfer,  2R.  Om  350 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Com.  oon  194 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  Com.  ^M)  ^|| 

Stuart,  De  Deoies,  Lord 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid^  nu  O0») 
649 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  C,  MarylebM& 

Baking  Trade,  Leave,  007)  486 

Church  Rates,  Oo«)  657 

Distress  (Ireland),  Rep.  OW  839, 840 ;  Amend. 

841 
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Stvabt,  Lord  9.  <i^   tontmud. 
:    Prfendlj  3ooieUes,  SR.  »»«  307 

Ueolej  and  London  Tfaterworks,  2R.  P^  95 
Hungary,  Russian  Invasion  of,  (^^)  815 
Intemv^nt  in  Towns,  ^^^  1258,  1259 
Metropolitan  Police,  O04)  931 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia,Cprre9poiidenee  moved 

for,  003)1128.  1159 
Palace   Court.  Cioa)  1093  ;    Leave,  1434 ;  t»«) 

386;  Com.  1061^  1062,  1063 
Parliaments,  Duration  of,  Leave,  OOf)  853  ;  2R. 

O07)  186 
Police,  Metropolitan.  Coromt  moved  for,  <^w) 

1258,1266 
Poor  Laws — The  jGrodstone  Union,  W*)  j555 
Russian  Intervention,  (^">  98 
Small   Debts  Act  Amendment^  Com.   d,  20, 

Amend.  <iw)  467,  471,  472 
3mall  Debts  Act  Amendment  (Comp^^ia|ion), 

Comm.  moved  for,  ^W)  398 
3tate  of  the  Nation,  Comm.   VM^jpi  for,  ^^^ 

1232,  1233 
Sunday  Trading,  Leave,  0»)  25? 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newark 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  2R.  ^^^^  1245 
Bankrupt  Laws  Consolidation,  1^^)  1870  ;  Com. 

yw)  957 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  Leave,  0<x)  920 
Guiana,  British,  Amend.  Adj.  CW)  943 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Leave,  <^m>  900; 

Com.  9L  1,  Amend.  ^^^  760;  SR.  1094 
Navigation,  Com.  cl  19,  0«>  1303 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl,  1,  ^^^^  456 
Poor  Laws,  Ijnil^nd^Rate  in  A|d,  Com.  (^^^ 

499 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  <^W 

392 

Suffolk,  Earl  of  ^ 

Episcopalians,  Scotch,  C^^)  302 

Sugar  Duties, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli),  0«)  299 

Nummary  Conmetions  {Ird&nd)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»<W1182;  2R,»CHi)464;  Rep.*  953; 

004)403;  3R.*617 
I.  IR.*  ow)707;    2R.»  o<»)177;   Rep.»  W) 

616 ;  3R.*  H7  ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

Sunday  Trading  [Metrcpolis)  Bill, 
g.  Leave,  (»«)250  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Wall),  ib. ; 
Am^ftd,  withdrawn,  252;  IR.*  1028 

Sunday  Travelling  an  Railways  Bill, 
C  Leave,  C1M)284,  [A.  58,  N.  20,  M.  38]  287; 
1R.'»288;   2R.  831;  Amend.  (Mr.  Cowan), 
838,  [p,  q.  A,  122,  N.  131,  M.  9]  848 

Supply, 

p.  CtiJ559;  OW990,  JOOO,  1039,  1^08;  Re- 
port, 1121 

Army  EsHmaUi,  <"»)  761,  798 ;  0»)  964; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  995,  [A.  40,  N.  182, 
JM.  142]  1016 1  006}  996;  Amend.  (Mr.  W. 
('••Uuurt),  1009,  {A.  17,  N.  50,  M.  33]  1005 ; 
Report,  1012  i-^JExcess  of  Expenditure,  OW 

BriHsh  Mumim,  ^  <W>342 

B^dge^,  TheAwwal,  Asnwid,  (Mt .iQttme),  Uo» 

870,{A.97.»r.ia.M.4»]a84 


CanadBL,  a«)  189 ;  Amend.  ^Rt.  Hon.  J.  C. 

Horries),  252 ;  Amend.  Adj,  (Mr.  Brother- 
ton),  274  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  278 ;  Adj.  [A. 

172,  N.  107,  M.  65]  281 ;  Explanation  (Mr. 

Roebuck),  300;   (Mr.  Baakes),  303;    Adj. 

Debate,  805,  [e.  q,  A.  201,  N.  150,  M.  141]  i73 
Civil  Contingencies,  <>«>  1013  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B. 

Osborne),  [A.  15,  N.  47,  M.  32]  1027 
Civil  Service,  PW  1039 
CoUeges  (Ireland),  OW  3^3,  £A.  106,  Ji.  28,  M. 

78]  360 
Consular  EstablishmenU,  Oo^>  160 
Miscellaneous  JSsHfnates,  O^)  1108;— JS^fifm 

Donum,  1110;   Amend.  (Mr.  Wyld),  Ull, 

[A.  33,  N.  52,  M.  19]  1115 
Aowv  Estimates,  tW  761 ;  <»«)  99, 886;  Amend. 

(Mr.  Hume),  914,  [A.  59,  N.   144,  M.  65] 

945  ;—VoUs  in  Excess,  1025  ;  «m)  537^  looo  ; 

Amend.  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  1013,  [A.  27, 

N.  101,  M.  74]   1023 ;    Amend.  (CA.  Sib. 

thorp),  <>W  990 ;   Amend,  withdrawn,  996 ; 

Rep.   1009;   Amend.  (Sir  H.  WUlonghby), 

1010  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1012 
Mowal  Expenditure,  Res.  (Mr.  Hume),<M«)61 
Ordnance  EstimsHu,  Cub)  947  ^  Vote  in  Excess, 

1363 ;  0«) 261,[ir.#.  A. 43,  N.80,M.37]  274 ; 

2nd  Div.  [r,  p.  A.  21,  N.  90,  M.  69]  277; 

3rd  Div.  [r.  p.  A.  20,  N.  118,  M.  93]  280; 

4th  Div.  [r.  p.  A-  1^,  N.  118,  M.  100]  ». ; 

i62,  [r.p.  A.  14,  N.  107,  M.  93]  463,  515 
Parliament,  New  Bouses  of,  ^i»*>  155  ;  OW)344 
PubUc    Works  {Ir€Umd)--Mtynooth    CoUsge, 

Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner),  [A,  27.  N.  96.  M.  69] 

C»06)  106J 
Begium  Donum,  (^)  1 1 10 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wyld). 

nil,  [A.  33,  N.  52,  M.  19  [1115 
Treasury,  0«}  1044 ;  Amend.  (Mr*  Bmkj), 

1045,  [A.  33,  N.  84,  M.  51]  1052 
Turner,  /okn.  Property  cf  the  lfie,i^^^  »li^ 

Talbot,  Earl 
Naviptioiv  2R.  W>^ .  Com.  cf.  1,  8W  ;  JR. 

Paotage,  Com.  <M'>1026 
Steam  Navy,  The,  Retunui  moved  fbr,^*^  5^9» 
1109 

TALFpir&D,  Mr.  Serjeant,  Beijing 
ClMy  Relief  Com.  d^)  1125 
ParlLimentary  Oaths,  2R.  C104)  1421 
Transportation  f^r  Tre^floo  (Irtland),  2II»  Cl«> 
412 

Taxation  and  Public  Expenditure, 
p,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Drummond),  Ossy 
208  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson),  9ST, 
{p.  q,  A.  100,  N.  151,  M.  51]  944  ;  Mttioa 
(Mr.  Drummond),  <107)  555  ;  Amend.  (Lord 
R.  Grosvenor),  587,  [0.  q,  A.  71,  N.  68,  M. 
3]  602 

Taxatim^  Locdl-^Burd^ns  on  J^wd, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  QthflOft),  <M0  11 ; 
Motion  (Mr.  Disraeli),  424 ;  Aoiend.  (Mr» 
Hume),  453 ;  Adj.  Debate,  702, 758,10.  q.  K 
864.  N.  70,  M.  324J  857, 1«.  q*  h,  l^,  N. 
280,  M.  91]  861 

Taylor,  Capt.  T.  C,  Dvhlin  Ob, 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Coiam,  m^edfrr,  Awe^d* 
CiW  456,  632 


TEN  THO 

Tenant  Bight  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  <W'ld62  ;  House  counted  out,  1363 

Tenants  at  Back  Bent  Belief  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  <>«)864;   2R.   1086;  Com.  004)308; 

8R  .•  Ci«)  173 
I.IR*  Cio6)283;    2R.    7H ;    Amend.   (Lord 
Fortman),  i&. 

Tennent,  Mr.  R.  J.,  BelfaH 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland)— Rate  in  Aid,  2R.  Cio*)  276 

Thesiger,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  ^»w)  773 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  cl  1,  0°*)  8U 
Navigation,  cl.  19,  Oos)  1303 
O'Brien,  William  Smith,  Conviction  of,  0«»>669 
Palace  Court,  008)386 
Small    Debts  Act  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  20, 

OW  469,  472 
Transportation  for  Treason  (L-eland),  2R.  oos) 

391  ;  Com.  cl.  1,  799 

Thompson,  Lieut.  Col.  T.  P.,  Bradford 

Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  004)  803,  804 

Charter,  The  People's,  CW)  1277 

Church  Rates,  oos)  656 

Civil  Service,  Ooo)  1046,  1071 

Clergy  Relief,  Com.  c/.  6,  Cio4)  1136 

Death   Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  004) 

1088 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  Oot) 

512  ;  3R.  902 
Hungary,  Russian  Invasion  of,  OOT)  303 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Com.  cl.  3,  oow  i083 ;  Re- 

com.  1457 
.    International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  Oos) 

75 
Land,  Burdens  on— Local  Taxation,  O03)  740 
Marriages,  2R.  ooo)  636;  Com.  cl.  3,  1317 
Medical  OflBcers  in  the  Army,  Ac,  Oos)  644 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  003)  1142 
*    National  Representation,  Leave,  C*<>*>  1184 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  OOJ)  720 
Navigation;  Com.  004)  466 
'    Navy  Estimates,  O08)  944 

Nuisances  Removal,  3R.  add.  d.  OOT)  95I 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Om  544,  553 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Com.  cl.  1,  O06)  671 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  5,  OW  1091 ; 

add.  cl.  1393 
Slave  Trade  (Persian  Gulf),  3R.  (W)  1032 
Strangers,  Presence  of—Privilege  O05)  670,  965 
Taxation,  Ci07)  586 

Thompson,  Mr.  Aid.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Rectory  of.  Address  moved, 

Oos)  1061,  1064 
Navigation  Laws,  Conmi.  moved  for,  OW  696, 

726,  732 
Navigation  Laws  in  the  United  States,  ^>«)  167 
Navigation,  Com.  d.  1,  "«)  1226;  c/.  16, 1243  ; 

3R.  C104)  632 

Thompson,  Mr.  G.,  Tower  Hamlets 
'  Army  Estimates,  (»W  1007 

Charter,  The  People's,  0«>  1280 

Church  Rates,  dos)  675, 676 

Clergy  Relief,  Com.  O®*)  1125 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 
(102)  365 


{INDEX}  THO  TRA 

THoifPBoir,  Mr.  G.— continued. 
Punjab,  War  in  the,  (>«)  648,  760,  1185, 1186  ; 

Explanation,    1204;    Address  moved,  1333, 

1334 
St.  Mary's  Whitechapel  Tithes,  Ac.,  2R.  Cios) 

1319   1322 
Sattara',  Rajah  of,  OW)  1830,  1331  ;— The  Ter- 

ritory  of,  007)  1155 

Thobnely,  Mr.  T.,  Wolverhampton 
Civil  Service,  006)1016 
Customs,  Com.  cl.  12,  OW  896 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  <»«^  1065 
Signatures  to  Petitions,  0»)193,  194 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.   Ci06)i260;  Com.  CW) 

200 
Supply— Colleges  (Ireland),  OOT)  354 

Tiths  of  Beligious  Congregations  {Scot- 
land) Bill, 
c.  1R.*0«)1133;  2R.»  1390;  Rep.»  O07)2; 

3R.*  211 
I.  IR.*  007)362;   2R.  554;  Com.  831  ;  3R. 
[Contents  17,  Not-Contents  23,  M.  6]  832 

Titles  of  Boman  Catholic  Bishops  in  the 
Colonies, 
L  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Redesdale), 
OOD  1026 

Toleration  Act — Clergy  Belief, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie), 
(lOJ)  1128 

Toomevara  Evictions,   The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Scully),  0»)  1036 ;  Observa- 
tions (Mr.  Drummond),  1284 

Tooting,  Infant  Pauper  Asvlum  at, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Sibthorp),  HW  154  :  ^vii 
Ommlanrig),  565 
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Transfer  of  Land  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  lR.»Oo5)450 

Transfer,  Beal  Property,  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  1R.»    ooi)  657,  673  ;  2R.  Oos)  323  ; 
Amend.  (Attorney  General),  349,  [0.  q.  A. 
66,  N,  45,  M.  10)  352 

Transportation  foi*  Treason  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  OO6)  158  ;  2R.  283  ;  3R.»  ib. 
c.  1R.»  006)299;  Petitions,  389;  2R.  395; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  398,  [0.  q.  A.  178,  N. 
31,  M.  147]  433;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  An- 
stey),  435,  [A.9,  N.  195,  M.  186]  438,[A.  175, 
N.  19,  M.  156]  447 ;  Com.  784,  c^  1.  Amend. 
(Mr.  C.  Anstey),  786,  [0.  q.  A.  151.  N.  27, 
M.  124]  793 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  794, 
[A.  24,  N.  140,  M.  116]  797  ;  [0.  q.  A.  129, 
N.  19,  M.  110]  798  ;  3R.  822,  Amend.  (Mr. 
Napier),  823,  [0.  q.  A.  159,  N.  27,  M.  132] 
826  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  828,  [0.  q. 
A.  146,  N.  21,  M.  125]  829  ;  Bill  passed, 
830 
/.  Royal  Assent,  006)869 

Transportation — The  Convict  System, 
c.  Address  moved  (Viscount  Mahon),  0«)  384 

Transportation  to  the  Cape  of  Oood  Hope, 

I  Question  (Loi-d  Stanley),  Oos)  943 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Adderley),  O08)  635, 962  ;  Ad- 
dress moved,  1374  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1400 


TRB 


TUR 


{INDEX} 


TUR 


VAN 


Treasury,  The — Ciffil  Senoiee, 
e.  <»«^>  1044 ;  Amend.  (Nfp.  Henley),  1045,  [A. 
33,  N.  84,  M.  61]  1062 

Treasury  Instruments  BUI, 
c  IR.*  (»«^  786  ;  2R.*  834  ;  Rep.*  888 ;  3R.» 

977 
I  IR.*  i^^  960 ;   2R.»  1016  ;    Rep.»  1071  ; 

3R.*  1101 ;  Royal  Assent,  1166 

Trblawny,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 

Church  Rates,   (»«)639 

Cornwall  and  Lanoastor,  Duchies  o^  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  (*••>  667,  669 ;  Comm.  moved 
for,  1148,  1162,  1163,  1168 

Count  Out,  The,  Ci«b>597 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  2R.  ^^^^ 
617 

Land  Improvement  and  Drainage  (Ireland), 
Com.  <»«*)1286,  1286 

Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Oo*>  1118 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  OU)  ml 

Troops  in  Ireland, 
c.  Returns  moved  fbr  (Mr.  Grattan),  <"•>  300  ; 
Motion  withdrawn^  301 

Trustee  BUI, 

I.  lR.*ii«^89 
Trustees  Belief  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  <»«  1390;  2R.»  (W>2  ;  Rep.*  101 ; 

3R.*211 
I  IR.*  OW  288  ;  2R.*  877  ;  Rep.*  949  ;  3R.* 
960 ;  Royal  Assent,  1072 

TuFNELL,  Mr.  H.,  Devonport 
Count  Out,  The.  Cios).594 

Turkey, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  (i<M>148,  458 

Turner,  Mr.  Q.  J.,  Coventry 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  Amend.  ("»>  1063 
Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  ^106)779 
Clergy  ReUef,  Com.  d.  6.  aw>1135 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  O06)  1268 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland).    2R.  (u»)  347 ; 

Com.  d.  19,  Proviso,  772  ;  c/.  43.  777 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2E,  ^">*>  1408 

Turner,  John,   Property  of  the  late  — 
Supply, 

c.  004)  956 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  dbc.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ^«*>  1133  ;  2R.*  1390  ;  Rep.*^®^  398 ; 

3R.*  882 
/.  1R>  007)877;  2R.*  1016,-   K«p.*  1071; 

3R.*  1101 ;  *>yal  Assent,  1166 

Turnpike  Boads  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  Ci06>  1368  ;  2R.*  Oob)  173 ;  Rep.«l043; 

3R.*1138 
/.  IR.*  W)  1234  ;  2R.*  CW)  362 ;  Rep.*  463  ; 

3R.»  664  ;  Royal  Assent,  1071 

Turnpike  Trusts, 
I.  Returns  moved  fbr  (Marquess  of  Salisbury ),^ 
(M«)1181 

Turnpike  Trusts  {Scotland),  Accounts  of. 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  004)1102;  2R.»  1392;  3R.*  OW58I 
/.  IR.*  OW  631  ;  2R.*  876  ;  8R.*  OW  283; 
Royal  Assent.  869 
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Turnpike  Trusts  Union  Bitt, 
I.  1  R.»  Oo*)  930  ;  2R.*  968 ;  Rep.*  OSM  1264  ; 

3R.*  0««  168 
e,   IR.*  <M»>  299  ;  2R.*  1042  ;  Rep.*  i^^T)  2  ; 

3R.*  211 
I.  Royal  Assent.  1071 

Tuscany,  Affairs  of, 
I  Question  (Lord  Brougham).  0«)  86 

Tyne,  Conservancy  Bill, 
I.  1R.*C1W)800;  2R.  (WW363,  [CofttABtf  42, 
Not-Contents  30,  M.  12]  364 

Tynte,  Col.  C.  J.  R.,  BridgewaUr, 
Sessional  Orders,  O0«)262 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech.  Report,  0^> 

266 
Budget,  The,  Oos)  762,  764 
Chicory  and  Coffee,  Rep.  O06)  205 
Civil  Contingencies,  (^)  1019,  102a 
CivU  Service,  <iW  1042,  1048 
Coast  Guard,  The,  O06)  1035,  1030 
Expenditure,  Public,  Comm.   moved  fbr.  0«> 

226, 241 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cli  1,  Ci«)  1461. 

1462 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland).  Comm.  moved  for, 

(106)  1440 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for.  <^W  73.7 
Public  Roads.  2R.  C^i)  1357 
Smithficld  Market,  Address  moved,  <^>6\0 
State  of  the  Nation.  Comm.  moved  for.  Oos> 

1194 

Universities  (Scotland), 
I   Petition   (Marquess  of   Breadalbane).  O06> 
1343 

Urquhart,  Mr.  D.,  Stafford 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  0««)  20I 
Brazilian  Treaty,  Leave,  <»*>  776 
Buenos  Ay  res  and  Monte  Video,  t***>  146 
Chicory  and  Ooffec,  Res.  <*••)  206 
Expenditure.  Public.  Comm.  moved  for.  O06> 

220 
Financial  Reform,  oos)  1288 
International  Arbitration..  Address  m«f«d.  O08> 

76 
Italy,  War  in,  OM}  147 
Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  0«)  1162 
Naples  and  Sicily,  Correspondence  moved  for. 

(i«)  306.  648 :  AflBiirs  of.  W)  96.  168.  169.. 

378, 868  ;  <»«)  327 
Navy  Estimates,  <»«)  920,  922 
Spain.  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  O^  383 

Vancouver's  Island — Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln )k  0«>  308  ;  (Mr. 
HumeV  764 ;  CMrespondenoe  moved  for  (BIr. 
Hume),   1169;    Motion  withdrawn,    1171 
Question  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  Gladstone),  0«>  1371 
Address  moved  (Earl  of  Lincoln).  006)549  . 
House  counted  out,  693,  694  ;  —  see  Ad- 
ministration of  Justice  ( Vaneoiwer's  Island), 
Bill 

Van  Diemen's  Land, 
I  Petitions  (Lord  Monteagle).  0»n  1072 
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